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ELepayment  of  Advances  (Ireland). 

PAROCHIAL  ASSESSMENTS. 

LORD  PORTMAN  moved  the  appoint- 
ment  of  a  Select  Committee  "  to  take 
into  consideration  the  state  of  the  law  affect- 
ing Parochial  Assessments."  He  had,  on 
more  than  one  occasion,  endeavoured  to  im- 
press upon  the  minds  of  their  Lordships  the 
immense  importance  of  taking  this  suhject 
into  their  serious  consideration,  in  order 
that  some  alterations  might  he  made  in 
the  present  unsatisfactory  state  of  the  law. 
He  felt  certain  that  the  longer  such  an  in- 
quiry was  deferred,  the  more  difficult  it 
would  he  to  legislate  upon  the  matter.  He 
deprecated  the  practice  of  passing  an  an- 
nual Bill  for  the  purpose  of  exempting 
certain  property  from  its  operation.     No 
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greater  eril  can  exist  than  to  have  the 
law  on  such  a  suhject  temporary  and  un- 
certain, and  it  is  most  desirahle  now  to 
endeavour  to  render  it  positive  and  per- 
manent. The  hurthen  in  1848  was  28 
per  cent  on  the  revenue  of  the  assessable 
property,  at  the  then  value  thereof.  In 
1850  that  property  is  less  valuable,  say, 
for  example,  as  perhaps  an  extreme  case, 
that  land  is  25  per  cent  less  valuable, 
then  the  burthen  becomes  28  per  75?., 
instead  of  28  per  100?.  Moreover,  there 
exists  an  increasing  burthen  on  parishes 
already  over  burthened,  by  the  addition 
of  the  rate  levied  for  the  common  fund, 
which  is  raised  on  the  average  system, 
and  not  on  the  rateable  value  of  the 
property  of  the  union  ;  and  that  plan  re- 
quires to  be  considered  as  soon  as  an 
equitable  mode  of  assessing  the  whole 
property  can  be  devised.  The  foundation 
required  is  an  honest  parochial  assessment. 
His  object  was  to  have  an  uniformity  of 
rating  on  all  the  property  of  the  country, 
and,  with  that  view,  every  exemption 
should  be  removed.  One  of  the  greatest 
burdens  on  land  was  the  law  of  settlement; 
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and  that  question  could  not  be  dealt  with 
until  the  whole  system  of  rating  had  been 
altered  and  amended.  That  burthen  has 
been  much  increased  by  the  Act  called  the 
Non-removal  Act,  which  is  a  great  boon 
given  to  the  estates  in  close  parishes, 
where  the  cottages  have  been  destroyed  at 
the  expense  of  the  parishes,  which  are 
commonly  called  open  parishes.  In  some 
oateB,  the  latter  pay  33  per  cent  on  their 
assessable  value,  while  the  former  pay 
only  1  or  2  per  cent.  As  a  modern  law 
has  added  to  the  existing  evil,  that  should 
be  remedied  by  an  extension  of  the  area 
oi  contribution,  so  that  gradually  the  evil 
may  be  corrected.  He  trusted  that,  if  the 
OdMmittee  Ahould  be  appointed,  they  would 
take  into  consideration  the  mode  in  which 
r&ilDrays  should  be  fated.  The  question 
of  stock  in  trade  ought  to  be  carefully 
Kifted.  The  mode  or  Assessing  the  tithe 
property  requires  to  be  carefully  investi- 
gated, not  so  much  with  a  view  to  alter 
the  law  as  to  enforce  it ;  for  the  grievance 
is  very  manifest.  As  the  rate  is  now  made, 
the  titheowner  is  rated  to  the  full  value, 
which  is  known  to  all  the  world;  while  the 
occupier  of  lands  and  houses  is  rated  at  an 
estimated  value,  generally  below  the  value. 
Another  topic  would  be,  the  policy  of 
forming  one  rate  and  assessment  for  all 
the  local  taxation,  instead  of  continuing 
the  endless  varieties  of  rating  in  the  same 
parish,  for  the  many  wants  thereof.  The 
question  is  well  developed  in  the  report  of 
tae  Poor  Law  Commissioners,  made  in 
1843,  on  local  taxation.  They  should  also 
consider  whether  they  could  devise  some 
mode  of  avoiding  the  almost  constant 
changes  of  rate.  A  rate  is  made  at  ereat 
*  expense  under  the  orders  of  the  authori- 
ties; and  as  soon  as  a  new  rate  is  made> 
the  overseers,  at  their  caprice,  alter  the 
assessment,  and  all  the  expense  and 
trouble  is  so  much  labour  lost.  No  as- 
sessment should  be  altered,  when  once 
well  made,  without  cause  being  shown  be- 
fore a  competent  tribunal,  such  as  the 
special  sessions  on  questions  of  value,  and 
the  quarter-sessions  on  questions  of  prin- 
ciple. The  questions  of  who  should  make 
the  rate — who  should  be  allowed  to  alter 
it  from  time  to  time — who  should  collect 
it — how  far  the  auditors  might  be  made 
to  prevent  any  alterations  of  the  rate,  ex- 
cept by  the  constituted  authority,  arc  all 
necessary  to  be  carefully  considered.  It 
is  desirable  to  abolish  the  legal  terms  and 
mere  technicalities,  as  far  as  is  consistent 
with  the  safety  of  the  ratepayers.     There 


were  also  the  questions  as  to  the  charge- 
ability  of  small  tenements,  and  of  the  vari- 
ous exemptions  from  payment  of  rates 
which  must  be  sifted,  inasmuch  as,  by  the 
nice  distinctions  drawn  by  the  decision  of 
the  judges,  much  substantial  wrong  is 
done.  The  case  of  the  mineral  mines,  as 
distinguished  from  coal  mines,  seems  to 
stand  on  no  sound  foundation.  If  they 
could  devise  some  mode  by  which  all  the 
property  of  the  country  should  be  made 
to  contribute  its  fair  proportion  of  poor's 
rate,  he  thought  it  would  be  a  great  im- 
provement. It  was  needful  to  bear  in 
mind  that,  although  in  this  House  no  mea- 
sure on  this  subject  can  originate  or  be 
altered,  yet  that  the  investigation  might 
be  useful  as  supplying  information  on  this 
subject  which  might  enable  this  House  to 
indicate  an  opinion  upon  this  subject. 

The  Bishop  of  LONDON  expressed  his 
satisfaction  at  the  probability  of  their 
Lordships  acceding  to  the  Motion. 

The  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNE,  on 
the  part  of  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
stated  that  there  was  no  objection  to  the 
appointment  of  this  Committee.  On  the 
contrary,  he  was  delighted  that  the  subject 
was  taken  up  by  one  so  well  acquainted 
as  his  noble  Friend  was  with  all  its  bear- 
ings. 

Earl  FITZWILLIAM  hoped  that  the 
examination  before  this  Committee  would 
not  be  so  conducted  as  to  lead  to  either  an 
union  or  a  national  rating,  of  which  he 
was  somewhat  apprehensive,  as  there  had 
been  an  organisation  of  late  for  the  estab- 
lishment of  a  national  rate.  He  thought 
that  the  Committee  should  inquire  whether 
it  was  desirable  that  there  should  be  a 
poor-rate  at  all,  or  a  highway  rate  at  all, 
or  a  county  rate  at  all,  and  whether  it 
would  not  be  better  that  there  should  be 
one  parochial  rate  for  those  local  objects 
for  which  local  districts  must  be  respon- 
sible. 

The  Earl  of  MALMESBURY  consid- 
ered that  public  gratitude  was  due  to  the 
noble  Baron  (Lord  Portman)  for  having 
brought  this  subject  before  the  House. 
He  could  not,  however,  concur  with  the 
noble  Baron  as  to  the  necessity  of  having 
a  Committee  to  investigate  the  subject,  as 
it  would  put  off  to  another  year  any  prac- 
tical remedy  for  any  grievance  which  might 
be  discovered.  Ministers  ought  to  have 
brought  forward  some  measures  on  their 
own  responsibility  to  relieve  parties  from 
the  unparalleled  injustice  which  they  now 
suffcrea  from  the  inequality  of  parochial 
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asfiessmenis.  Lord  John  Russell  and  Lord 
Howick,  when  in  opposition,  bad  both  pro- 
mised redress  for  this  injustice,  but  had 
both  neglected  to  fulfil  their  promises  since 
their  entering  upon  office.  Ho  thought 
that  all  property  of  ererj  description  should 
be  rated  to  the  poor,  and  he  calculated 
that  if  a  poundage  of  7d,  was  sufficient  to 
produce  a  revenue  of  5,500,0002.  in  the 
case  of  the  property  tax,  a  further  pound- 
age of  5d,  would  raise  a  revenue  equal  to 
meet  the  present  amount  of  the  poor-rates. 
He  recommended  the  noble  Baron  oppo- 
site, when  he  came  to  act  as  chairman  of 
this  Committee,  not  to  mix  up  any  other 
rate  with  the  question  of  the  poor-rate. 

Lord  HATHERTON  supported  the 
Motion,  but  hoped  that  his  noble  Friend 
would  carefully  observe  the  quarters  from 
which  the  evidence  given  before  his  Com- 
mittee was  derived.  He  considered  the 
appointment  of  such  a  Committee  to  be  an 
advisable  measure,  as  it  would  enable  the 
House  to  deal  properly  with  any  Rate  Bill 
which  might  come  before  it.  There  could 
be  no  doubt  that  any  parish  which,  by 
mismanagement,  had  increased  the  amount 
of  its  rates,  would  be  exceedingly  glad,  by 
means  of  a  national  or  geueral  rate,  to 
throw  the  burden  on  the  shoulders  of  its 
neighbours.  Let  them  look  at  Ireland  ; 
if  they  had  not  localised  the  rate  there, 
they  would  by  this  time  have  had  a  fearful 
battle  between  the  property  and  the  popu- 
lation of  the  country. 

On  Question,  Resolved  in  the  Affirma- 
tive, 

Committee  to  meet  April  16. 

SUNDAY  TRADING  PREVENTION  BILL. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  Committee  read. 

The  Earl  of  HARROWBY  having 
moved  that  this  Bill  go  into  Committee, 

The  Earl  of  MINT 0  expressed  his  dis- 
approval of  some  of  the  clauses. 

The  Earl  of  MALMESBURY  also  oh- 

jected  to  some  of  the  provisions  introduced 

into  the  Bill,  and  thought    that  further 

time  should   be  afforded  for  considering 

them. 

Lord  BEAUMONT  said,  that  the  BiU 
had,  no  doubt,  been  materially  altered. 
New  enactments  were  introduced  into  it, 
and  certain  new  offences,  and  penalties 
created.  As,  for  example,  the  Bill  said,  if 
any  barber  or  hairdresser  within  the  metro- 
politan districts  or  the  city  of  London,  or 
Its  liberties,  shall,  after  the  hour  of  ten 
o'clock  on  a  Sunday  morning,  open  his  shop 
for  the  purposes  of  his  buainess^  or  for  the 


exercise  of  his  ordinary  calling,  every  such 
person,  upon  being  convicted  before  a  jus« 
tice  of  the  peace,  shall  for  the  first  offence 
be  subject  to  a  penalty  of  5$. ;  for  the  se- 
cond shave,  10«.;  and  for  the  third  shave, 
as  much  more.  As  this  was  a  totally  new 
enactment,  he  thought  that  they  ought  to 
be  allowed  a  certain  time  to  consider  whe- 
ther shaving  beards  on  a  Sunday  ought  to 
be  visited  with  a  penalty  of  5$*  for  every 
shave 

The  Eahl  of  HARROWBY  defended 
the  Bill. 

Lord  BEAUMONT  was  understood  to 
observe,  that  with  the  exception  of  the 
lean  apothecary  in  Borneo  and  Juliet,  such 
an  unfortunate  specimen  of  humanity  as 
the  poor  barber  would  be  made  by  this 
Bill  if  it  passed,  he  had  never  heard  of. 

Report  to  be  received  May  16. 

JUDGMENTS  (IRELAND)  BILL. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read-^ 
ing  read. 

The  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNB 
moved  the  Second  Reading  of  this  Bill, 
which,  he  said,  was  brought  in  with  the 
entire  approbation  of  his  noble  and  learned 
Friend  tbe  Lord  Chancellor,  and  which, 
he  believed,  would  be  found  calculated  to 
give  increased  effect  to  the  measures  re- 
cently adopted  by  Parliament  to  facilitate 
the  Act  for  the  sale  of  incumbered  estates 
in  Ireland.  He  was  induced  to  ask  their 
Lordships  to  give  their  assent  to  the  sec- 
ond reading  of  this  Bill,  and  also  to  a  sub- 
sequent measure,  the  Estates  Leasing 
(Ireland)  Bill,  because  they  were  founded 
upon  the  principle  of  reforming  certain 
proceedings  which  now  took  place  in  the 
Court  of  Chancery  in  Ireland;  or  rather  to 
bring  back  the  law  of  that  country  to  its 
original  principle  and  habit — an  object, 
he  was  persuaded,  the  House  would  deem 
of  paramount  importance.  The  practice 
of  judgments  in  Ireland  had  been  diverted 
from  their  original  intention,  which  was  to 
facilitate  the  recovery  of  debts,  by  being 
converted  into  a  species  of  security  being 
substituted  in  fact  for  mortgages.  This 
practice  had  been  attended  with  a  vast 
amount  of  inconvenience.  Any  person, 
when  he  borrowed  money,  submited  to  a 
judgment;  the  consequence  was,  that  doubt 
was  created  as  to  the  value  and  validity  of 
an  immense  number  of  titles.  It  was  also 
attended  with  the  effect  that  where  property 
was  sold  liable  to  any  of  these  judgments, 
the  searches  might  be  prolonged  ad  in- 
finitum.    Under  the  provisiong  of  this  Bill 
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it  was  proposed  that  all  existing  judg- 
ments npon  property  might  he  convertihle 
into  mortgages,  after  which  they  would 
not  take  effect  except  hy  registry.  The 
effect  would  he  greatly  to  increase  the  num- 
ber of  mortgageable  titles  in  Ireland,  and 
in  proportion  as  they  were  increased  would 
the  proprietors  be  relieved.  Such  being 
the  nature  of  the  measure,  ho  asked  the 
House  to  consent  to  the  second  reading  of 
the  Bill,  seeing  that  it  was  intended  to 
apply  a  remedy  to  cases  where  there  ex- 
isted a  great  and  crying  grievance,  which 
at  this  particular  moment  was  pressing 
heavily  upon  a  large  class  of  proprietors. 

The  Earl  of  GLENGALL  apologised 
for  the  prominent  part  he  took  in  opposing 
these  Irish  measures  of  the  Government, 
on  the  ground  that  there  was  no  Peer  on 
that  side  of  the  House  of  sufficient  legal 
authority  to  undertake  their  discussion. 
The  noble  Marquess  had  called  it  a  sort  of 
supplement  to  the  Encumbered  Estates 
Bill.  If  he  thought  so»  he  would  divido 
against  it  clause  by  clause.  That  Bill  was 
an  act  of  confiscation,  under  which  Irish 
property  was  daily  sold  at  rates  varying 
from  one  and  a  half  to  thirteen  years'  pur- 
chase, which,  under  other  circumstances, 
would  have  realised  thirty  or  forty  years' 
purchase.  Although  he  was  sorry  to  admit 
that  the  Irish  people  had  not  hitherto  op- 
posed this  nefarious  measure  as  it  deserved, 
he  firmly  believed  the  time  would  come 
when  they  would  assemble  in  College- 
green,  and  bum  these  Parliamentary  titles 
by  the  hands  of  the  common  hangman.  It 
was,  in  fact,  such  a  confiscation  as  Crom- 
well had  never  attempted.  With  respect 
to  the  present  Bill,  he  had  no  objection  to 
the  right  given  to  judgment  creditors  to 
become  mortgagees,  but  he  thought  that 
the  right  of  appointing  receivers  should  be 
done  away  with.  He  thought  that  the  best 
course  would  be  to  refer  it  to  a  Select 
Committee.  He  defied  any  man  to  con- 
tradict the  statements  which  he  had  made. 
If  they  gave  him  a  Select  Committee  to 
inquire  into  the  matter,  he  would  prove  the 
truth  of  all  he  advanced  in  the  course  of 
two  hours.  He  wished  to  know  was  there 
anything  more  monstrous  than  that  a  judg- 
ment creditor  for  500^.  should  have  better 
aecunty  for  his  money  than  the  first  mort- 
gagee on  an  estate?  He  proposed  to  abo- 
lish the  power  of  appointing  receivers  on 
present  judgments,  and  that  the  existing 
receivers  should,  on  payment  of  the  inte- 
rest due,  close  their  accounts.  The  noble 
JUarl  begged  to  submit  certain  Amendments 


which  he  had  prepared  against  the  Bill; 
and  if  their  Lordships  would  do  him  the 
honour  to  give  them  a  fair  consideration, 
he  hoped  to  be  able  to  convince  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  of  their  necessity. 

The  Earl  of  WICKLOW  said,  that  it 
would  be  quite  time  enough  to  consider 
those  Amendments  in  Committee.  He  was 
anxious  to  learn  from  the  noble  Marquess 
whether  the  priority  in  the  case  of  judg- 
ments under  the  existing  law  would  be 
maintained,  or  whether  the  priority  would 
be  according  to  the  date  of  the  re-registry. 

The  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNE  said, 
it  was  not  intended  to  disturb  the  existing 
priority  of  registry. 

The  Earl  of  WICKLOW  wanted  to 
know  the  necessitv  of  a  re-registry. 

The  Duke  of  LEINSTER  said,  that  it 
was  for  the  purpose  of  saving  expense,  and 
would  render  it  unnecessary  to  search  back 
for  an  indefinite  number  of  years.  Under 
this  Bill  it  would  be  only  necessary  to 
search  back  for  five  years. 

On  Question,  Resolved  in  the  Affirmative. 

Bill  read  2%  and  committed  to  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  whole  House  on  Monday, 
May  27. 

ESTATES  LEASING  (IRELAND)  BILL. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing read. 

The  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNE,  in 
moving  the  Second  Reading  of  this  Bill, 
said,  its  intention  chiefiy  was  to  benefit 
persons  having  a  limited  interest  in  land. 

After  some  objections  by  Lord  Mont- 
EAOLE,  and  an  explanation  from  the  Mar- 
quess of  Lansdowne, 

Lord  REDESDALE  said,  that  the  Bill 
went  much  too  far.  Supposing  an  aged 
proprietor  detested  his  successor,  this  Bill 
gave  him  a  power  at  the  last  stage  of  his 
life  to  lease  the  whole  of  the  property  for 
ninety-nine  years,  excepting  only  the  house 
and  park  in  which  it  stood,  and  thus  He 
would  deprive  the  heir  and  his  offspring  of 
the  enjoyment  of  the  estate;  for  who  could 
think  of  living  ninety-nine  years  after  suc- 
ceeding to  an  estate?  For  the  purpose  of 
drainage  and  improvement,  a  lease  of 
ninety-nine  years  was  an  absurdity;  a  term 
of  years  not  beyond  twenty  was  certainly 
quite  long  enough  for  any  such  purpose. 
Perhaps  in  cases  of  building  leases  the 
longer  term  might  not  be  unfair;  but  there 
ought  to  be  some  independent  sanction 
given  to  transactions  of  this  kind.  He  did 
not  know  whether  there  were  in  Ireland  a 
body  like  the  Enclosure  Commissioners  in 
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England.     If  there  were,  what  would  he  ' 
easier  than  to  make  it  necessary,  as  a  pre-  \ 
liminary  step  to  a  lease,  that  this  public  | 
body  should  certify  that  the  land  was  of  a  i 
proper  description  to  set  aside  for  building  ; 
purposes,  or  for  improvements  by  drainage 
or  otherwise?     Great  care  should  be  taken 
in  this  kind  of  legislation  not  to  give  to  < 
any  parties  a  power  to  commit  injustice 
and  grievous  wrong. 

The  Earl  of  GLENGALL  objected  to 
the  Bill  as  giving  enormous  powers  to  ten- 
ants in  possession  of  leases  for  terms  of 
years.  He  should  propose  a  number  of 
Amendments  in  Committee,  with  the  view 
of  limiting  the  operation  of  the  Bill. 

The  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNE  was 
understood  to  say,  that  he  should  have  no 
objection  to  make  alterations  in  Com- 
mittee. 

On  Question,  Resolved  in  ihe  Affirmative. 

Bill  read  2%  and  committed  to  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  whole  House  on  Monday, 
May  27. 

DISTRESSED  UNIONS  ADVANCES  AND 
REPAYMENT  OF  ADVANCES  (IRE- 
LAND)   BILL. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  House  to  go 
into  Committee  read. 

The  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNE 
moved  that  the  House  resolve  itself  into 
Committee  on  this  Bill. 

Lord  MONTEAGLE  admitted  that 
great  debts  had  been  incurred,  and  ap- 
peared to  be  irrecoverable  in  many  parts 
of  Ireland,  and  therefore  some  remedial 
measures  might  be  forced  on  them  on  the 
subject.  It  should  be  recollected,  how- 
ever, that  the  great  bulk  of  the  debts  had 
been  incurred  in  those  parts  of  Ireland 
where  the  landed  proprietors  had  no  more 
control  over  the  expenditure  of  the  ad- 
vances and  the  rates  than  the  officers  of 
that  House.  The  great  portion  of  those 
debts  were  not  to  be  attributed  to  the 
landed  proprietors  of  Ireland,  but  were 
incurred  under  the  Labour  Rate  Act  en- 
forced by  vice-guardians  selected  by  Go- 
vernment, which  empowered  the  officers  of 
the  union  to  throw  heavy  charges  on  the 
several  local  districts.  The  same  thing  had 
also  occurred  under  the  operation  of  the  Irish 
poor-law.  In  some  of  the  more  distressed 
unions  the  debts  had  been  increased  in 
a  most  most  remarkable  degree  without 
the  landed  proprietors  having  the  slightest 
influence  or  control  in  the  matter.  Ac- 
cording to  the  papers  on  the  table  of  the 


House,  the  former  debt  of  the  union  of 
Ballina  was  2,400/.,  but  it  was  now  debited 
for  21,440/.;  the  debt  of  the  union  of 
Kilrush  was  2,100/.,  but  it  had  since  been 
debited  at  12,000/.;  the  debt  of  the  union 
of  Listowell  was  5,000/.,  but  it  had  been 
increased  to  12,000/.  The  whole  increase 
of  their  debts  had  been  incurred  under 
such  circumstances  that  the  landed  pro- 
prietors had  no  control  over  the  expendi- 
ture. Many  of  their  debts  had  been  con- 
tracted at  rates  of  10  or  20  or  30  per  cent 
above  the  market  charge,  for  the  public 
works,  because  the  security  tendered  was 
bad.  And  when  they  were  going  to  trans- 
fer a  bad  into  a  good  security,  surely  they 
ought  not  to  be  called  to  pay  the  same 
rate.  The  parishes  who  undertook  these 
works  should  be  repaid  in  proportion  to 
what  was  really  expended  by  them.  Such 
a  proceeding  would  only  be  a  measure  of 
justice.  He  also  objected  most  strongly 
to  the  discretionary  power  left  in  the  Trea- 
sury to  declare  in  what  manner  the  period 
of  payment  should  be  extended,  and  also 
to  determine  when  each  repayment  should 
be  made.  There  ought  to  be  some  regula- 
tion in  this  respect.  The  Bill  also  gave  a 
discretionary  power  to  the  Treasury  to  ap- 
portion the  repayment  of  these  debts 
among  the  various  electoral  divisions  and 
landlords.  How  such  a  Bill  could  have 
received  the  assent  of  the  representatives 
of  the  people,  who  were  bound  to  watch 
over  financial  matters  of  this  kind,  he  was 
utterly  at  a  loss  to  understand.  If  the 
Bill  passed  in  its  present  shape,  it  would 
leave  the  people  of  Ireland  in  a  much 
worse  situation  than  they  had  hitherto 
found  themselves.  This,  above  all,  would 
be  the  case,  if,  as  it  appeared,  no  steps 
were  to  be  taken  for  the  amendment  of  the 
poor-law  in  Ireland.  If  they  left  the  car- 
dinal vice  without  remedy,  the  present 
measure  would  only  tend  to  encourage 
parties  to  incur  new  debts. 

The  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNE,  in 
reply,  alluded  to  the  statement  of  the  no- 
ble Lord  (Lord  Monteagle)  that  a  period 
of  forty  years  was  given  for  the  payment 
of  the  debts.  Twenty  years  was  the  tenn 
in  the  Bill  originally;  but  statements  were 
made  by  the  distressed  unions,  that  they 
could  not  pay  the  debts  in  twenty  years, 
and  the  time  was  then  extended  to  forty 
years.  He  deprecated  delay  as  to  this 
Bill,  which  was  to  provide  for  advances 
which  were  so  earnestly  called  for.  The 
noble  Lord  had  never  proposed  any  other 
mode  of  averting  the  calamity;  the  present 
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was  a  mode  adopted  by  Parliament  with  a 
perfect  knowledge  of  the  machinery  to  be 
used.  If  the  people  of  Ireland  were  led 
into  an  expenditure  which  was  necessarily 
liable  to  abuse,  under  the  urgency  of  the 
occasion,  let  it  be  remembered  that  this 
portion  of  the  united  kingdom  had  taken 
upon  itself  the  whole  amount  of  the  ex- 
pense. It  was,  undoubtedly,  done  in  a 
spirit  of  kindness  and  liberality,  and  as 
such  it  had  been  acknowledged  in  Ireland; 
as  such  it  had  been  acknowledged  in  the 
other  House  of  Parliament;  and  as  such  it 
would  be  long  calculated  to  do  an  act  of 
justice  to  those  persons  in  Ireland  who  had 
endeayoured  to  meet  the  calamities  of  the 
times  by  taxing  themselves,  and  imposing 
on  themselves  a  burden  under  these  differ- 
ent Acts;  and  to  remedy,  to  a  certain  ex- 
tent, the  evils  of  the  law  which  the  noble 
Lord  said  had  been  entirely  kept  out  of 
view.  It  had  not  been  kept  out  of  view. 
It  was  for  the  purpose  of  enabling  facilities 
to  be  granted  for  the  erection  of  work- 
houses, that  these  expenses  had  been  in- 
curred; it  was  for  the  purpose  of  erecting 
workhouses  in  many  of  these  instances 
which  the  noble  Lord  had  not  fairly  pointed 
out  as  instances  of  the  misconduct  of  vice- 
guardians.  It  was  to  facilitate  the  repay- 
ment of  debts  of  that  kind,  that,  amongst 
other  objects,  this  Bill  had  been  introduced, 
for  the  purpose  of  relieving  the  unions  from 
the  debts  they  had  contracted.  To  repay 
these  persons  was  only  an  act  of  justice. 
He  could  give  no  assurance  that  the  Trea- 
sury would  abandon  the  exercise  of  that 
discretion  which  was  wisely  entrusted  to 
them,  of  extending  the  relief  from  a  period 
of  twenty  to  a  period  of  forty  years. 

On  Question,  Resolved  in  the  Affi^^ma- 
five. 

Bill  Reported;  to  bo  read  a  Third  Time 
on  May  16. 

House  adjourned  to  Thursday  next. 


H*»W»««»«M»« 


HOUSE    OF   COMMONS, 
Tuesday,  May  14,  1850. 

MnruTBfl.]    PuBUc  Bills. — 1°  Municipal  Corpo- 
rations (Ireland);  Borough  Courts  of  Record 
(Ireland). 
JteporUd. — Registration  of  Deeds  (Ireland). 

MANCHESTER  RECTORY  DIVISION  BILL. 

Order  for  Third  Reading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 


"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  Third 
Time." 

Mr.  M.  GIBSON  moved  the  omission  of 
certain  words  which  had  crept  in  by  mis* 
take 

Mr.  60ULBURN  said,  he  did  not  ob- 
ject to  this,  but  must  observe  on  the  incon- 
venience of  dealing  in  a  private  Bill  with  a 
general  law.  This  Bill,  to  a  great  extent, 
departed  from  an  Act  wliich  was  passed  to 
regulate  the  incomes  of  canons,  and  yet  it 
was  a  private  Bill;  and  when  objections 
were  taken  against  it,  it  was  answered  that 
"  the  Committee  had  settled  them," — an 
answer  which,  according  to  ordinary  prac- 
tice, was  sufficient  in  the  case  of  a  private 
Bill;  but  this  was  in  reality  a  public  Bill, 
as  much  so  as  a  Bill  to  relieve  Manchester 
from  the  window  tax.  And  he  was  sure 
one-half  of  those  who  had  voted  against  his 
Motion  the  other  evening  had  done  so  in 
utter  ignorance  of  the  question;  for  in  a 
daily  paper  it  had  that  day  been  stated 
that  the  object  of  his  Motion  had  been  to 
restrict  the  means  of  pastoral  instruction, 
whereas  its  effect  would  have  been  to  aug- 
ment those  means  to  the  amount  of  I,200J. 
a  year,  by  adding  that  amount  to  the  sum 
annually  appropriated  to  the  spiritual  pro- 
vision of  the  town. 

Bill  read  3^  and  passed. 

SUPPLY  OF  WATER  IN  THE  METROPOLIS 
—LONDON  (WATFORD)  SPRING  WATER 
COMPANY  BILL. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  Second 
Time." 

Mr.  re  ft  on  rose  to  move  that  it  be 
read  a  second  time  that  day  six  months. 
It  proposed  to  sink  Artesian  wells  in  locali- 
ties most  convenient  to  the  company,  and 
thus  drain  all  the  springs,  and  ruin  all  the 
mills,  without  making  any  compensation 
either  to  millowners  or  landowners.  The 
whole  neighbourhood  in  which  this  com- 
pany proposed  to  operate  was  against  the 
Bill,  which  had  been  urged  forward  with- 
out any  reference  whatever  of  its  provisions 
to  the  Board  of  Health.  Under  these  cir- 
cumstances, surely  he  need  scarcely  say 
more  against  it.  He  would,  however,  add 
that  on  the  best  authority  it  might  be  de- 
clared impracticable. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the 
word  "now,**  and  at  the  end  of  the  Ques- 
tion to  add  the  words  **  upon  this  day  six 
months." 


13 


Supply  of  Water 


{Mat  U\  in  the  Metropoliiy  Ac,  U 


Queation  put,  ''That  the  word  'now' 
stand  part  of  the  Question.*' 

Mr.  B.  OSBORNE  said,  he  was  in  a 
dilemma  as  to  the  BiU,  having  presented 
petitions  in  its  favour,  signed  hy  o5,000  of 
his  constituents;  yet  he  was  aware  that 
the  landowners  and  millowners  opposed  it, 
and  that  it  was  a  scheme  condemned  hy 
the  Board  of  Health,  and  which  had  been 
thrown  out  by  the  House  of  Lords  last  Ses- 
sion. Upon  the  whole,  however,  he  was 
of  opinion  that  it  had  better  be  referred  to 
a  Committee,  and  there  considered  with 
the  other  Water  Bills  which  might  be  read 
a  second  time.  He  was  astonished  that 
the  Government  had  not  informed  the 
House  of  their  intentions  as  to  the  supply 
of  water  in  the  metropolis;  and  he  appeal- 
ed to  the  right  hon.  Home  Secretary  to  do 
•0,  especially  as  the  Water  Bills  had  been 
postponed,  at  his  suggestion,  to  await  the 
report  of  the  Board  of  Health  on  the  sub- 
ject. He  begged  also  to  ask  if  there  were 
any  truth  in  a  rumour  which  had  reached 
his  ears,  that  the  Government,  if  the 
Interments  Bill  were  not  agreed  to  in 
its  present  form,  intended  to  take  no 
trouble  on  the  subject  of  the  supply  of 
water. 

SiB  G.  GREY  said,  there  was  not  the 
slightest  foundation  for  the  rumour  to  which 
the  hon.  and  gaUant  Gentleman  had  al- 
luded, and  of  which  he  (Sir  G.  Grey)  now 
heard  for  the  first  time.  The  question  of 
the  water  supply  to  the  metropolis  had  been 
referred  to  Uie  Board  of  Health,  and  he 
had  eveiy  reason  to  believe  that  the  Board 
had  devoted  their  best  attention  to  its  con- 
sideration; but  it  was  a  subject  of  great 
magnitude,  and  involved  many  conflicting 
interests,  and  had  no  doubt  occupied  much 
more  time  than  had  been  anticipated.  Some 
time  before  Easter  the  Board  intimated 
that  they  hoped  soon  to  make  their  report, 
and  suggested  the  expediency  with  refer- 
ence not  to  public  interests  alone  but  to 
the  interests  of  the  promoters  of  these 
Water  Bills,  that  they  should  not  be  al- 
lowed to  proceed  until  after  a  given  time; 
and  accordingly  on  his  Motion  an  order  was 
made  that  the  second  reading  of  these  Bills 
should  not  proceed  until  after  Easter. 
About  two  or  three  weeks  ago  that  embar- 
go having  ceased,  some  of  these  Bills  were 
read  a  second  time;  the  reference  to  the 
Select  Committee,  however,  being  deferred 
until  the  report  of  the  Board  of  Health 
should  be  on  the  table.  He  had  offered  no 
opposition  to  this  course,  because  he  felt 
that  to  go  on  further  postponing  the  second 


reading  would  rirtually  amount  to  a  post- 
ponement over  the  present  Session.  His 
noble  Friend  the  Chairman  of  the  Board 
of  Health  (Lord  Ashley),  had  since  stated 
that  he  hoped  the  report  would  be  produced 
in  about  a  fortnight :  that  period  had  also 
elapsed,  but  the  report  had  not  yet  beei| 
received.  He  imputed  no  blame  to  th« 
board  for  this  delay,  for  he  believed  thejr 
had  found  the  subject  involved  much  more 
difficult  consideration  than  they  had  ex- 
pected; but  even  if  that  report  were  laid 
on  the  table  to-morrow,  the  House  could 
not  at  once  decide  finally  for  or  against 
these  Bills  without  taking  time  to  consider 
the  recommendations  of  the  board,  and  tiie 
grounds  on  which  those  recommendations 
were  based.  Under  these  circumstanceiy 
knowing  nothing  of  the  merits  of  the  Bill« 
he  did  not  think  the  House  was  in  a  posi- 
tion to  interpose  further  delay,  on  the 
ground  of  waiting  for  the  report.  Whe- 
ther, after  all,  it  might  not  be  advisable  to 
defer  all  these  Bills  till  another  Session, 
was  another  question. 

Lord  ASHLEY  said,  the  Board  of 
Health  had  bow  completed  their  report  on 
this  subject,  but  great  labour  bad  been  re- 
quired in  its  preparation;  and  a  report  of 
such  magnitude,  and  involving  so  large  aa 
amount  of  evidence,  would  require  many 
corrections.  He  had  little  doubt,  however, 
that  the  report  would  be  laid  upon  die 
table  before  Whitsuntide.  As  a  private 
Member,  he  felt  himself  called  upon  to 
offer  his  decided  opposition  to  this  Bill,  and 
to  that  which  stood  next  on  the  papert  He 
thought  that  the  Watford  scheme,  even  if 
it  were  carried  into  effect,  would  produce 
no  beneficial  results  whatever ;  and  he 
therefore  hoped  that  this  Bill  would  not  be 
proceeded  with,  at  least  during  the  present 
Session.  He  believed  the  report  of  the 
Board  of  Health  would  develop  to  the 
House  new  sources  of  supply,  and  a  mode 
of  administration  ^y/Q  times  cheaper  than 
that  proposed  by  this  measure. 

Mb.  BAILLIE  said,  this  was  a  subjeei 
of  such  vast  importance  that  it  ought  to 
have  engaged  the  attention  of  the  Govern- 
ment. The  Bill  would  affect  most  injuri- 
ously the  rights  of  private  individuals, 
and  he  hoped  it  would  be  rejected  by  the 
House. 

The  House  divided: — ^Ayes  90;  Noes 
196 :  Majority  106. 

Words  added. 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  put,  and 
agreed  to. 

Second  Reading  put  off  for  six  months. 
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METROPOLITAN  WATERWORKS  (HEN- 
LEY ON  THAMES  AND  LONDON  VIA- 
DUCT) BILL. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Sir  W.  moles  worth  moTed  the 
Second  Reading  of  this  Bill.  He  said  that 
the  scheme  which  the  promoters  of  the 
Bill  proposed  to  carry  out  would  he  most 
advantageous  to  the  metropolis,  and  he 
hoped  the  House  would  assent  to  the 
second  reading,  that  the  provisions  of  the 
measure  might  he  considered  in  Com- 
mittee. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  Bill  he  now  read  a  Second 
Time." 

Mr.  T.  p.  WILLIAMS  thought  this 
Bill  more  ohjcctionahle  than  the  last,  and 
moved  that  it  he  read  a  second  time  that 
day  six  months. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the 
word  **  now,'*  and  at  the  end  of  the  Ques- 
tion to  add  the  words  "  upon  this  day  six 
months." 

Question  put,  "  That  the  word  '  now  ' 
stand  part  of  the  Question." 

Mr.  ROBERT  palmer  said,  this 
measure  had  heen  discussed  at  great  length 
last  year,  for  the  only  difference  between 
this  Bill  and  a  Bill  introduced  last  Session 
was,  that  they  proposed  to  convey  water 
by  different  means  from  the  same  locality. 
This  Bill  was  opposed  by  all  the  land- 
owners and  millowners  along  the  line  by 
which  it  was  proposed  to  convey  the  sup- 
ply of  water  to  the  metropolis.  The  pro- 
moters of  the  Bill  proposed  to  take 
60,000,000  gallons  of  water  daily  fi*om  the 
Thames  at  Henley,  and  the  consequence 
would  bo  that  the  mills  in  the  neighbour- 
bourhood  would  be  deprived  of  their  sup- 
ply of  water  during  the  summer  season, 
and  the  navigation  of  the  river  would  be 
impeded  at  the  same  period  of  the  year. 

Sir  De  L.  EVANS  considered  that,  as 
this  Bill  would  not  interfere  with  the  pro- 
positions of  the  Board  of  Health,  and  as 
there  would  be  ample  time  to  consider  the 
report  of  that  board  before  this  measure 
could  go  through  Committee,  it  would  be 
unfair  towards  the  promoters  of  this 
scheme,  who  had  expended  a  large  sum  of 
money  in  order  to  carry  out  their  plans,  to 
prevent  the  progress  of  the  Bill. 

Lord  ASHLEY  said,  that  the  Board  of 
Health  had  already  recorded  their  opinion, 
in  resolutions  which  had  been  laid  before 
the  House,  of  the  inexpediency  of  sanc- 
tioning the  expenditure  of  capital  upon 
schemes  of  this  kind  until  the  board  had 


considered  the  subject,  and  agreed  to  a 
report.  On  that  ground  he  was  prepared 
to  oppose  the  Bill  ;  but  any  one  who  look- 
ed into  the  measure,  and  considered  the 
plan  which  it  proposed,  would  see  that  it 
was  one  that  ought  not  to  be  carried  out, 
except  under  the  sanction  of  the  Govern- 
ment. The  statement  of  the  company  was, 
that  they  required  200.000,000  gallons, 
and  that  they  intended  to  take  100,000,000 
gallons  of  water  from  the  river  Thames 
and  the  other  100,000,000  gallons,  at  cer- 
tain periods  of  the  year,  would  be  taken 
from  other  sources.  This  was  a  much 
larger  quantity  than  the  company  could 
require  for  the  purposes  of  the  metropolis. 
It  was  well  known  that  a  large  proportion 
of  the  water  brought  into  London  was  en- 
tirely wasted,  and  it  was  not  mere  quan- 
tity that  was  to  be  regarded,  but  quality 
and  distribution.  At  present  the  distribu- 
tion was  most  defective,  and  the  quality 
bad  ;  but  the  plan  proposed  by  the  pro- 
moters of  this  Bill  did  nothing  to  improve 
the  quality  of  the  water.  The  company 
proposed  to  obtain  water  from  the  river 
above  Henley;  but  that  water  had  been 
tested  by  most  experienced  analysts,  and 
they  found  that  it  was  no  better  than  the 
water  below  Battersea-bridge  taken  at  the 
ebb  tide.  The  promoters  of  this  Bill  con- 
templated the  investment  of  an  enormous 
amount  of  capital  in  the  scheme,  and  the 
provisions  of  the  measure  were  very  defec- 
tive. If  the  House  wished  to  benefit  the 
poorer  classes  of  the  metropolis  they  must 
do  what  this  Bill  did  not  do— compel  the 
owners  of  houses  to  provide  a  supply  of 
water  for  their  tenants.  The  commission- 
ers to  be  appointed  under  this  Bill,  how- 
ever, would  have  no  jurisdiction  whatever 
over  the  house  service.  He  believed  that 
a  board  constituted  by  that  House  could 
regulate  the  supply  of  water  at  one-third 
the  expense  proposed  by  this  Bill  with 
regard  to  salaries  ;  and  that  as  to  capital, 
instead  of  requiring  2,000,0002.,  such  a 
board  would  not  find  it  necessary  to  raise 
more  than  300,0002.  in  order  to  supply 
the  metropolis  with  wholesome  water.  He 
should  therefore  support  the  Amendment. 
Mr.  HUME  was  surprised  at  the  oppo- 
sition offered  to  this  Bill  by  the  noble 
Lord.  It  was  clear,  however,  that  his  ob- 
ject was  to  deprive  the  ratepayers  of  the 
appointment  of  the  commissioners,  and  to 
leave  the  regulation  of  the  water  supply 
in  the  hands  of  the  hoard  of  which  he 
(Lord  Ashley)  was  chairman.  It  had 
been  said  that  the  rights  of  millowners 
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would  be  prejudiced  by  this  measure  ;  but 
it  bad  been  clearly  proved  that  the  pro- 
posed supply  of  water  might  be  obtained 
from  the  river  without  either  impeding  the 
navigation  or  depriving  the  mills  of  water. 
He  hoped,  therefore,  that  the  House  would 
allow  the  Bill  to  go  into  Committee,  when 
the  objections  to  it  might  be  considered, 
and  could  no  doubt  be  removed.  Clauses 
might  be  inserted  in  Committee  to  secure 
an  efficient  control  and  a  proper  distribu- 
tion. 

Mr.  MUNTZ  did  not  tbink  that  any  of 
the  arguments  that  had  been  urged  against 
the  Bill  ought  to  induce  the  House  to  pre- 
yent  it  from  going  into  Committee.  The 
question  for  tiie  House  to  consider  was, 
whether  the  metropolis  was  well  supplied 
witb  water  ;  and,  if  it  was  not,  what  ob- 
jection could  there  be  to  obtaining  a  suffi- 
cient supply?  How  was  the  metropolis  to 
be  supplied  with  water?  Somo  time  since 
a  plan  was  proposed  for  sinking  Artesian 
wells;  but  that  project  was  strongly  op- 
posed. Now,  it  was  proposed  to  obtain  a 
supply  of  water  from  the  Thames  at  Hen- 
ley; but  that  plan,  it  was  said,  would  stop 
the  mills  and  destroy  the  navigation.  It 
was  clear  they  must  get  a  supply  of  water 
from  somewhere ;  and  in  order  that  the 
subject  might  be  fairly  sifted  and  consider- 
ed in  Committee,  he  would  vote  for  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill. 

Colonel  KNOX  said,  the  scbeme  in 
question  would  rob  the  river,  and  affect  the 
navigation,  as  well  as  stop  the  mills.  The 
Bill  was  but  a  rechauffi  of  that  of  last 
Session,  and  was  now  sought  to  be  forced 
through  the  House  to  override  the  share- 
holders. 

Mr.  MOWATT  thought  it  would  be 
admitted  that  every  inhabitant  of  London, 
whether  rich  or  poor,  suffered  great  incon- 
Tcnience  from  the  present  inadequate  and 
impure  supply  of  water.  The  Sanitary 
Commission  had  not  submitted  to  Parlia- 
ment any  measure  on  this  subject.  If 
they  had  done  so,  the  House  might  have 
compared  the  merits  of  the  plan  proposed 
by  this  Bill,  witb  that  proposed  by  the 
board.  It  had  been  said,  that  the  pro- 
moters of  this  Bill  asked  for  2,000,000^. 
Thev  did  not  ask  for  a  farthing  of  money; 
all  ttiey  asked  was,  that  the  inhabitants  of 
the  metropolis  might  be  allowed,  at  their 
own  expense,  to  supply  themselves  with 
water  from  the  Thames;  and  by  whom 
was  this  request  opposed  ?  By  some  eleven 
or  twelve  millowners  on  the  river  Thames  ! 
Why,  supposing  these  persons  lost  all  their 


property,  he  contended  tbat  that  consider- 
ation ought  not  to  weigh  one  iota  against 
this  Bill,  because  such  loss  might  be  com- 
pensated by  a  grant  of  money.  He  had  no 
interest  in  this  question  except  as  an  inha- 
bitant of  the  metropolis;  but  when  under- 
takings were  commenced,  bearing  on  their 
face  evidence  of  practicability  and  useful- 
ness, he  contended  that  the  House  was 
bound  to  consider  such  schemes  in  Com- 
mittee. The  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Bath  seemed  to  forget  that  his  commission 
had  been  for  years  considering  this  ques- 
tion before  they  had  been  able  to  decide 
upon  their  report.  [**  Oh,  oh!"]  He 
could  only  say  that  be  wished  hon.  Gentle- 
men who  did  not  seem  desirous  to  con- 
sider this  subject,  had  seen  one  of  the  cis- 
terns in  his  house.  He  hoped  that,  with 
a  view  to  prevent  the  inhabitants  of  the 
metropolis  from  being  exposed  to  disease 
and  contagion  in  consequence  of  the  im- 
perfect supply  of  water,  the  House  would 
sanction  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill. 

Lord  R.  GROSVENOR  said,  as  an  in- 
habitant  of  this  metropolis,  no  one  could  be 
more  desirous  than  himself  that  all  its  in- 
habitants should  have  an  ample  supply  of 
pure  and  wholesome  water;  but  he  thought 
it  desirable  that  that  supply  of  water  should 
not  be  left  to  trading  companies.  That 
system  had  been  tried,  and  he  thought  it 
had  universally  failed.  He  considered 
tbat  the  supply  of  water  should  in  future 
be  regulated  by  some  other  authority, 
which  might  determine  the  mode  of  sup- 
ply, and  the  cheapest  and  best  method  of 
its  distribution.  He  cautioned  the  House 
not  to  sanction  the  further  investment  of 
capital  in  schemes  of  this  nature.  If  they 
allowed  this  Bill  to  be  read  a  second  time, 
they  would  entail  great  expense  upon  tho 
opponents  and  promoters  of  the  measure, 
and  probably  without  any  ultimate  benefit 
to  tho  inhabitants  of  the  metropolis.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Penryn  had  said,  that  the 
Board  of  Health  had  long  been  engaged 
in  the  consideration  of  this  subject  without 
adopting  any  report;  but  he  begged  to  in- 
form the  hon.  Gentleman  that  that  commis- 
sion had  only  recently  had  their  attention  di- 
rected to  this  important  part  of  tho  question. 
He  hoped  the  Bill  would  be  postponed  un- 
til the  Houso  had  an  opportunity  of  seeing 
what  other  measures  were  proposed  for 
affording  an  efficient  supply  of  water  to 
London. 

Mr.  B.  OSBORNE  could  assure  the 
House  that  no  subject  could  come  under 
their  discussion  in  which  the  inhabitants 
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of  tlie  metropolis,  and  of  the  county  of 
Middlesex  generally,  felt  greater  interest 
than  that  which  was  involved  in  the  pre- 
sent Bill.     Although  some  hon.  Gentlemen 
seemed  disposed  to  treat  the  suhject  light- 
ly, he  could  assure  them  that  it  had  agi- 
tated the  metropolis  from  one  end  to  the 
other,  and  had  been  discussed  by  no  less 
than  1,800,000  of  the  inhabitants  at  pub- 
lic meetings.     He  was  astonished  that  the 
noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Government, 
as  the  representative  of  the  city  of  London, 
had  not  expressed  his  views  on  the  ques- 
tion.    His  hon.  Colleague,  from  whom  he 
regretted  to  differ,  had  represented  the  pro- 
moters of  this  Bill  as  a  trading  company. 
He  (Mr.  Osborne)  had  no  connexion  what- 
ever with  the  company,  but  he  believed 
that  the  working  of  the  Bill  would  be  vest- 
ed altogether  m  the  hands   of  the  rate- 
payers.    [**  No,  no  !  *']     At  all  events,  the 
ratepayers  were  interested  in  it.     Why, 
the  inhabitants  of  London  were  being  daily 
poisoned  by  the   most  nauseous  streams 
that  could  be  given  to  an}^  animal.     He 
had  with  him  an  account  of  a  microscopical 
examination  of  the  water  supplied  by  the 
three  companies  south  of  the  Thames,  with 
plates  of  the  animals  which  hon.  Gentle- 
men were  in  the  habit  of  imbibing;  it  ap- 
g eared  that  the  nastiest  animal  was  drunk 
y  those  who  were  supplied  by  the  Lam- 
beth company.     If  Gentlemen  would  take 
the  trouble  to  look  through  the  book,  they 
would  be  perfectly  astonished  to  see  the 
animals  they  were  in  the  habit  of  imbibing 
— at  least,  those  of  them  who  drank  water. 
Now,  the  question  being  whether  the  in- 
habitants of  London  should  not  be  supplied 
with  a  better  article,  at  a  cheaper  rate,  the 
House  ought  surely  to  send  such  Bills  as 
this  to   a  Committee  to  decide   on  them 
upon  their  merits.     It  was  the  best  course 
to  take,  in  order  to  secure  immediate  legis- 
lation. 

Mr.  WYLD  objected  to  the  attempt  of 
the  Board  of  Health  to  carry  the  central- 
ising system  further,  and  maintained  that 
the  people  could  manago  matters  of  this 
kind  themselves,  and  did  not  want  the  in- 
terference of  the  board  with  them. 

The  House  divided  : — Ayes  116 ;  Noes 
216:  Majority  100. 

Words  added;  main  Question,  as  amend- 
ed, put,  and  agreed  to. 

Second  reading  put  off  for  six  months. 

FOREIGN  CORN. 

Mr.  GRANTLEY  BERKELEY  :  Sir, 
I  really  feel  it  necessary  on  this  occasion 


to  cast  myself  on  the  kind  indulgence  of 
the  House,  while  I  bring  under  its  con- 
sideration the  important  measure  of  which 
I  have  given  notice.     I  am  fully  aware  of 
the  difficult  position  in  which  I  appear,  but 
I  am  also  well  aware   that   the  country 
needs  more  information  than  it  has  hitherto 
had  as  regards  the  intentions  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  towards  the  great  in- 
terest which  is  now  suffering  distress.  And, 
Sir,  I  will  first  allude  to  the  actual  occur- 
rences that  have  lately  passed,  by  way  of 
illustrating  the  amount  of  attention  which 
the  great  landed  interest  of  this  country  is 
likely  to  receive.     I  will,  at  least,  endea- 
vour to  show  the  agricultural  interest,  the 
labourers,  and  the  tenant-farmers,  the  real 
position  in  which  they  are  placed  at  this 
moment.     I  will  endeavour  to  show  them 
what  they  have  to  expect  from  the  two 
great  parties  in  the  State,  and  in  doing  so 
I  will  allude  to  the  addresses  presented  the 
other  day — one  to  the  noble  Lord  at  the 
head  of  Her  Majesty's  Government,  and 
the  other  to  another  noble  Lord  of  opposite 
opinions.     By  the  replies — the  short  and 
somewhat  bitter  refusal  of  the  noble  Lord 
at  the  h^ad  of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
to  the  address  presented  to  him;  and  the 
very  different  attention  paid  by  the  other 
noble  Lord  to  the  other  address,  and  the 
dignified  manner  in  which  the  deputation 
was  received — it  may  be  gathered  whether 
the  two  great  parties  intend  to  fold  their 
arms,  and,  seeing  their  strength  so  equally 
balanced,  to  allow  the  mischief  to  take  its 
course.     To  clear  the  way  to  the  compre- 
hension of  that  struggle  which  was  so  feel- 
ingly alluded  to  in  the  address  of  Lord  Stan- 
ley, I  will  endeavour  to  test  the  opinion  of 
the  Members  of  this  House.     At  present 
the  question,  as  alluded  to  by  the  noble 
Lord  at  the  head  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment, has  not  been  brought  definitely  be- 
fore the  House,  and  many  Members  have 
evaded  giving  their  opinion,  on  the  plea 
that  they  would  not  vote  absolutely  for  the 
return  to  protection,  but  for  any  practical 
measures  that  might  be  brought  forward. 
Before  I  proceed  further,  I  will  refer  to 
that  which  the  noble  Lord  stated  in  the 
reply  to  the  address  presented  to  him.     I 
find  the  noble  Lord  in  the  report  is  repre- 
sented thus  to  reply  to  the  address : — 

**  Tou  also  say  here  that  the  only  hope  of  re- 
placing the  agricultural  and  other  natire  and  colo- 
nial interests  in  a  state  of  prosperity  rests  on  the 
rc-estAblisboaent  of  a  just  system  of  import  duties. 
I  do  not  deny,  or  wish  in  any  way  to  shrink  from 
the  responsibility  which  rests  upon  Her  Majesty's 
Government  for  tho  line  of  poliey  they  have 
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adopted ;  but  no  such  proposition  has  been  made 
in  the  House  of  Commons,  and  the  House  of  Com- 
mens  has  not  rejected  any  such  proposition." 

Now  the  proposition  I  am  about  to  bring 
before  the  House,  is  one  that  cannot  be 
misunderstood  by  those  out  of  doors  who 
are  anxious  to  distinguish  their  friends 
from  their  foes.  Now  I  ask  the  House  if 
the  noble  Lord  could  fairly  say  that  no  pro* 
position  of  the  kind  he  referred  to  had  been 
made?  Did  not  hon.  Members  opposite 
approach  the  question,  when  they  asked 
Goyemment  to  gi?e  a  fair  consideration  to 
the  depression  in  the  agricultural  districts  ? 
Did  they  not  approach  it  more  than  once 
by  specific  Motions;  and  were  not  such 
Motions  met  by  the  Government,  in  every 
stage,  in  every  instance,  almost  with  con- 
tempt, and  always  with  decided  opposition  ? 
Distress  was  asserted  at  the  opening  of 
Parliament.  The  suffering  of  the  agricul- 
tural interest  was  even  alluded  to  in  the 
Speech  from  the  Throne.  And  yet  was 
it  not  afterwards  denied  that  distress  did 
exist  ?  and  I  will  ask  the  House,  have  not 
Government,  and  those  hon.  Members  who 
usually  support  Government,  asserted  that 
the  landed  proprietors,  the  Lords  and  Com- 
mons of  this  country,  maintained  a  vain 
and  vexatious  cry  of  distress,  for  the  sordid 
and  miserable  purpose  of  maintaining  high 
rents  ?  The  landed  gentry  were  naturally 
insulted  by  that  assertion,  for  a  more  in- 
sulting one  never  emanated  from  the  Min- 
isterial benches.  The  noble  Lord  at  the 
head  of  the  Government  is  reported  to  have 
said  on  the  occasion  just  alluded  to — 

*'  I  think  it  would  neither  be  desirable  to  go 
back  from  free  trade  to  prohibition  or  restriction, 
nor  advisable  to  dissolve  Parliament  in  order  to 
ask  the  opinion  of  the  country  upon  the  subject. 
That  is  the  conclusion  to  which  I  have  come.  With 
respect  to  the  suffering  which  has  been  stated  to 
exist,  it  is  neither  inconsistent  with  my  expeot*- 
tions,  nor  inconsistent  with  what  I  have  heard, 
that  in  various  parts  of  the  country  deep  suffering 
does  exist,  and  that  that  suffering  is  partly — and 
I  should  say  in  part  only — owing  to  recent  changes 
in  our  commercial  laws,  which  I  believe  were  in 
their  general  aspect  inevitable." 

By  this  I  understand  the  noble  Lord  to 
admit,  that  a  dissolution  would  return  a 
Parliament  resolved  to  protect  native  in- 
dustry, and  hostile  to  his  maintenance  of 
power,  and  in  that  one  sentiment  I  heartily 
concur.  Here,  then,  at  last  we  haye  an 
important  admission  from  the  Prime  Min- 
ister, long  withheld;  and  to  some  extent, 
at  least,  we  are  relieyed  from  the  yile 
stigma  of  "  haying  kept  up  a  false  cry  of 
distress  for  mean  and  disgraceful  purposes" 
— for  the  purpose  of  keeping  up  rents. 


Did  I  not  know  that  such  a  feeling  was  not 

in  the  nature  of  the  noble  Lord — did  not 

my  respect  for  his  personal  character  and 

talents  utterly  repudiate  such  an  idea — the 

language  of  the  noble  Lord  in  such  a  crisis 

as  this  which  runs  thus — 

'*  I  believe  that  ten  years  ago  it  might  have 
been  foreseen  that  this  country,  as  it  became  more 
opulent  and  commercial,  would  require  great 
changes  in  that  direction,  and  my  object  was 
at  that  time  to  make  the  transition  accompanied 
by  as  little  suffering  and  distress  as  possible.  But 
the  advice  I  gave  with  that  view  was  rejeeted, 
not  only  with  contempt  but  with  indignation"— 

would  lead  me  to  believe  that  he  spoke  to 
the  suffering  interest  in  a  spirit  of  bitter 
vindictiveness.  There  never  was  a  time 
when  the  country  more  required  attention 
than  now;  there  never  was  a  time  when 
the  agriculturists — who  I  admit  have  cried 
out  before — were  more  justified  in  crying 
out,  and  when  distress  was  so  universal. 
When  Goyemment  are  told  that  distress 
prevails  generally,  they  refuse  interference 
in  the  matter — the  legislative  power  be- 
comes stagnant,  and  the  distress  is  allowed 
to  continue,  in  the  yain  hope  that  affairs 
will  amend  themselves.  Sir,  at  this  mo- 
ment we  find  the  unions  full  and  overflow- 
ing— we  find  the  farmers  clamouring  for  a 
reduction  of  rent — we  find  the  labourers 
working  at  reduced  wages — we  find  wheat 
reduced  so  low  in  price  that  farmers  ean 
no  longer  grow  it  at  a  profit.  We  find 
the  average  price  of  wheat  at  lOl,  per  load, 
we  also  find  that  the  large  importations  of 
com  have  no  prohability  of  becoming  less 
in  extent,  or  that  there  will  be  a  sufficient 
rise  in  the  price  of  wheat  to  remunerate  the 
farmers  ;  and  under  these  circumstances 
the  question  presents  itself — how  or  what 
is  best  for  the  agriculturists  to  do  ?  They 
looked  for  some  notice  from  the  Throne — 
but  they  had  it  not;  they  looked  for  some 
amelioration  of  their  sufferings  at  the  hands 
of  Government,  but  they  were  disappoint- 
ed; they  then  turned  their  eyes  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  in  the  vain  hope  of  finding 
in  his  budget  some  relief  in  the  shape  of 
reduced  taxation.  What  did  they  find? 
What  did  the  mountain  in  labour  pro- 
duce from  a  free-trade  Government,  with 
all  their  promises,  with  all  their  professions 
of  retrenchment  and  economy  ?  Govern- 
ment did  nothing,  or  rather,  by  transposing 
a  single  word,  I  may  say  they  only  gave 
the  agriculturists  a  **  brick'*  when  they 
asked  for  **  bread.''  By  the  proposed  re- 
duction of  taxation,  the  landed  interest — at 
least  the  tenant-farmer — will  be  the  least 
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benefited.  The  tax,  instead  of  benefiting 
the  agricultural  interest  at  all,  will,  in  fact, 
confer  a  far  greater  boon  on  the  factory  in- 
terest and  the  large  manufacturing  towns. 
And  having  adverted  to  the  conduct  of  Go- 
vernment  on  previous  occasions,  I  will  re- 
fer to  tbe  course  thej  have  adopted  in  pre- 
tending to  account  for  the  prevailing  dis- 
tress. The  landlords  were  first  told,  all 
they  had  to  do  to  meet  tbe  prevailing  dis- 
tress was  to  reduce  their  rents.  I  main- 
tain that  no  reduction  of  rents  would  meet 
tbe  distress;  and  I  maintain  that  no  hon. 
Member  has  a  rigbt  to  call  on  private  in- 
dividuals to  meet  a  difficulty  whicb  public 
legislation  bas  occasioned.  It  was  not — it 
could  not  be  a  question  of  rent;  but  if  rents 
could  be  reduced  to  sucb  an  extent  as  to 
lead  to  the  remission  of  the  evil,  then  I  say 
the  landed  proprietor  would  be  ruined,  and 
the  manufacturing  interest  would  shortly 
feel  tbe  same  amount  of  distress  which  is 
now  pressing  on  tbe«  farming  interest.  I 
am,  however,  told  that  the  experiment  is 
Buccessful.  Sir,  the  experiment  has  lasted 
three  years.  I  say  it  is  not  an  experiment; 
but  even  if  it  be  rigbt  to  call  it  an  experi- 
ment, it  has  been  sufficiently  tried.  Where 
is  the  end — what  is  the  result  to  be  ?  If 
you  are  not  satisfied  witb  the  mischief  oc- 
casioned by  your  half-bred,  bybrid  mea- 
sures, to  what  extent  is  tbe  mischief  to  go  ? 
If  you  are  not  content  witb  what  you  see 
now,  when  will  you  be  content  ?  For  there 
is  no  one  circumstance  that  I  can  see  cal- 
culated to  give  hope  that  the  measure  will 
ever  arrive  at  a  successful  issue.  The  dis- 
tress seems,  alas,  but  too  evident.  It  bas 
been  admitted  even  by  tbose  who  have 
bitherto  been  the  most  reluctant  to  admit 
its  existence — the  present  Government. 
When  we  bring  before  the  House  the  fact 
of  the  farm  sales  taking  place  every  day, 
and  that  the  tenant-farmers  cannot  pay 
their  rents  under  the  present  state  of  things, 
we  are  told  that  the  present  price  of  provi- 
sions cannot  last,  and  that  pnces  must  soon 
rise  again.  Why,  Sir,  free-traders  set  out 
by  declaring  that  low  prices  of  provisions 
were  what  they  wished  to  attain — that  was 
their  wish,  and  that  was  tbe  great  boon 
they  wished  to  bestow  on  the  country;  but 
when  they  find  themselves  in  a  difficulty 
from  the  consequences  they  had  not  fore- 
seen, tbey  turn  round  and  say,  "  The  pre- 
sent low  prices  cannot  last  long.'*  Why, 
according  to  that  style  of  reasoning,  Go- 
vernment at  last  allows  that  gold  might  be 
bought  too  dear.  It  cannot  be  disputed 
tbat  prices  are  now  bo  low  that  they  afford 


no  remuneration  to  tbe  farmer  in  this  coun- 
try. If  so,  how  can  we  meet  the  evil,  un 
less  by  giving  to  native  industry  sufficient 
protection  ?  I  do  not  ask  the  House  to 
come  to  a  direct  resolution  in  favour  of  pro- 
tection— I  ask  them  to  consider  their  erro- 
neous policy,  and  I  desire  them  to  suggest 
some  remedy  for  the  distress  under  which 
the  great  agricultural  interest  is  now  suffer- 
ing. If  a  cheap  loaf  be  not  the  object  of 
free-trade  measures,  I  trust  some  hon. 
Member  will  let  us  know  what  their  ob- 
ject is.  One  right  hon.  Gentleman  stated 
some  time  ago  that  he  did  not  expect 
prices  would  be  so  low.  That  admission 
alone,  I  contend,  entitles  us  to  ask  for  a  re- 
consideration of  the  question.  If  you  find 
you  have  gone  further  into  the  mire  than 
you  expected,  it  is  only  just  that  you  should 
retrace  your  steps.  Now,  supposing  the 
present  prices  to  continue,  as  I  maintain 
they  will — supposing  we  are  still  to  remain 
dependent  upon  the  foreigner  for  our  sup- 
plies— and  supposing,  when  tbe  farmers 
find  it  no  longer  remunerative  to  cultivate 
the  land,  the  supplies  from  abroad  should 
be  stopped,  what  then  would  become  of 
England  and  her  greatness  ?  It  is  a  most 
unworthy  policy  to  make  this  country  de- 
pendent on  the  foreigner.  We  are  met  by 
the  assertion  that  a  tax  on  food  cannot  be 
tolerated.  We  are  told,  too,  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  West  Riding  of  Yorkshire, 
that  protection  to  any  extent  is  dead  and 
buried.  But  let  the  House  look  at  the 
articles  of  food  on  which  a  duty  is  still 
imposed,  as  well  as  the  manufactured  ar- 
ticles. I  find  that  thirty-six  manufactured 
articles,  and  thirty-five  articles  of  agricul- 
tural produce,  are  still  subject  to  a  duty. 
If  you  say  you  have  no  right  to  impose  a 
bread  tax,  or  a  tax  on  food,  why  retain  a 
tax  on  so  many  articles  of  consumption? 
Why,  if  you  are  to  make  an  experiment  at 
all,  do  you  not  carry  it  out  fully  ?  Why, 
if  you  adopt  a  system  which  you  dignify 
with  the  name  of  free  trade,  which  I 
thought  you  contemplated  in  the  first  in- 
stance— why  not  take  off  the  taxes  on  food 
altogether?  Why  do  you  not  adopt  a 
system  which  shall  enable  farmers  and  all 
classes  to  compete  with  the  foreigner? 
Why  do  you  not  give  us  full  and  fair  free 
trade,  instead  of  that  hybrid  measure 
which,  if  persisted  in,  will  ruin  all  the  in- 
terests of  the  State  ?  You  open  your 
markets  to  the  untaxed  foreigner,  and  in 
the  face  of  your  prohibition  of  slavery  are 
driven  by  your  policy  to  fly  in  the  face  of 
justice,  religion,  and  morality,  in  the  re- 
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ception  of  slaye  produce.  Yon  admit  not 
only  sugar  the  produce  of  slave  labour,  but 
you  receive  articles  produced  by  bondsmen, 
whose  labour  is  not  more  expensive  than 
that  of  slaves.  They  tell  us  that  present 
low  prices  will  not  last;  but  what  does  this 
show  ? — that  up  to  the  20th  of  January, 
and  as  far  as  this  return  for  1850  is  made 
out,  the  prices  of  agricultural  produce  in 
England  and  Wales  continue  to  decline. 
Take  the  weekly  importation,  and  com- 
mence with  the  16th  of  January,  1850, 
and  compare  it  with  the  24th  of  April. 
On  comparing  those  two  weeks,  importa- 
tion increased  to  such  an  extent,  wheat  in 
quantity  was  about  doubled,  wlieat  flour 
was  less,  but  barley,  in  amount  of  importa- 
tion, was  more  than  doubled,  and  oats  more 
than  trebled.  Look  at  the  immense  amount 
of  this  importation,  the  imported  produce 
of  which  arises  from  serf  labour,  which  is 
not  more  costly  than  slave  labour,  and 
from  actual  slave  labour  itself.  Russia 
173,292  qrs.  of  wheat;  United  States  of 
America  13,944  qrs.  of  wheat,  and  248,324 
cwts.  of  flour.  It  will  be  said  by  some 
of  the  free-traders,  that  prices  are  looking 
up;  and  why  are  they  looking  up?  Drown- 
ing men  catch  at  straws,  and  many  who 
And  their  cause  failing  claim  the  benefit  of 
a  rise  of  6d,  or  Is,,  which  may  be  attri- 
butable to  the  easterly  winds  which  have 
been  so  long  prevalent.  Prices  may  occa- 
sionally fluctuate,  but  you  will  find  that 
after  the  next  harvest  prices  will  fall  to  a 
still  lower  point  than  they  have  yet  reached. 
You  will  find  that  in  America  and  other 
foreign  countries,  a  greater  breadth  of 
wheat  has  been  sown  than  at  any  former 
period;  and  you  will  find,  year  by  year,  the 
untaxed  foreigner  pouring  his  corn  into 
the  country  to  the  prejudice  of  the  farmers 
of  this  country,  who,  unless  they  are  re- 
lieved from  their  burdens,  will  be  entirely 
unable  to  endure  the  competition  to  which 
they  are  subjected.  We  know  very  well 
that  in  America  land  can  be  purchased  at 
one-tenth  of  the  price  given  in  this  coun- 
try, and  that  it  is  cultivated  at  a  much 
cheaper  rate.  It  was  said  that  free  trade 
would  diffuse  happiness  over  the  land.  But 
free  trade  has  not  fulfilled  a  single  pro- 
phecy that  was  made  in  its  favour,  and 
has  failed  from  beginning  to  end.  Now, 
let  the  House  look  at  the  promises  made 
to  the  farmers  by  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
West  Riding.  He  set  out  by  promising 
US  a  land  flowing  with  milk  and  honey, 
and  with  prophecies  of  happiness  and 
wealth.    Had  any  of  those  prophecies  been 


fulfilled?  No;  the  land  of  promise  had 
turned  out  to  be  very  like  the  dismal  set- 
tlement in  America  described  by  Boz  in 
Martin  ChazzlewiU  The  hon.  Member 
also  said,  that  the  wages  of  the  labourer 
would  be  increased.  But  have  the  wages 
of  the  labourer  increased  ?  In  many  coun- 
ties they  have  been  reduced  to  6«.  per 
week.  Have  they  not  less  money  to  pur- 
chase the  cheap  loaf  than  they  had  to  pur- 
chase the  dear  one;  and  were  they  not 
better  able  to  buy  the  dear  one  than  they 
now  are  to  buy  the  cheap  one?  Then  we 
were  told  that  a  great  spirit  of  activity 
was  to  pervade  the  land,  and  that  foreign 
imports  were  to  be  kept  out ;  and  all  this 
was  to  be  achieved  by  increased  intelli- 
gence, the  advance  of  science,  persevering 
industry,  and  the  outlay  of  capital.  Now, 
is  it  likely  that  men  who  are  engaged  in  a 
particular  trade  will  increase  their  activity 
if  you  take  from  them  the  value  of  their 
produce  ?  Is  it  reasonable  to  suppose  that 
you  will  have  increased  activity  and  pro- 
duction ?  When  the  farmers  found  that  the 
intention  of  the  Manchester  school  was  to 
benefit  one  individual  class  only,  they  found 
that  they  had  not  trusted  in  the  right  men, 
and  began  to  bestir  themselves.  The  hon. 
Member  for  the  West  Riding  likened  the 
farmers  to  the  stupid  ox;  whilst  the  hon. 
Member  for  Manchester  stigmatised  the 
yeomen  of  England  by  the  unworthy  ap- 
pellation of  cowards.  I  wish  to  make  every 
allowance  for  the  excitement  of  men  when 
they  are  addressing  large  meetings;  and  I 
should  not  have  alluded  to  this  matter  but 
for  the  furioso  speeches  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  West  Riding,  who  absolutely 
seemed  to  hang  up  a  loaf  and  say — 

"  Whoever  dares  this  loaf  displace, 
Most  meet  King  Richard  face  to  face." 

A  great  number  of  remarks,  almost  of  a 
revolutionary  tendency,  have  been  made 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  the  West  Riding 
and  the  hon.  Member  for  Manchester ; 
but  I  do  not  wish  to  notice  them  further. 
I  refer  to  the  fact  because  I  find  that 
when  the  famiers  of  this  country  were 
betrayed  by  their  wrongs  into  hasty  ex- 
pressions, a  free-trader  and  a  Member  on 
this  side  of  the  House  was  the  first  to  al- 
lude to  them;  and  I  find  that  in  conse- 
quence of  some  words  recently  spoken,  it 
is  the  intention  of  an  hon.  Member  to  move 
that  the  yeomanry  force  be  no  longer  tole- 
rated. Why  are  hon.  Members  to  visit  one 
hasty  expression  upon  a  body  of  men  who 
are  deeply  suffering,  when  they  themselves 
are  in  the  habit  of  using  such  violent  Ian* 
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gaftg«?  I  am  only  aatonUIied  that  the 
fanners  have  been  quiet  so  long.  I  am  no 
advocate  for  any  appeal  to  violence  or  for 
th«  tue  of  violeat  language;  but  I  think  if 
the  fannen  had  beatiired  tbemaelves  in 
time,  the  present  measure  would  never 
have  been  carried  into  effect.  I  think  the 
advice  doit  given  to  them  ia  right,  and  I 
tniat  they  will  continue  to  agitate  until  thej 
find  themselves  properly  represented  in  the 
Commons'  Houm  of  Parliament.  I  ask 
any  hon.  Member  to  show  me  any  improve- 
ment which  baa  emanated  from  the  free- 
trade  measures  which  have  received  the 
unction  of  Parliament.  I  do  not  wish  to 
trouble  the  Honae  with  statistical  state- 
ments, but  I  feel  bound  to  lay  before  it  a 
few  facta  with  regard  to  the  oondition  of  the 
county  of  Suffolk,  which  will  show  the  stale 
of  the  agricultural  districts  generally.  Hr. 
Locke,  whose  respectability  and  credibility 
are  beyond  all  qaeslion,  says — 

"  To  sfford  an  exunpls  of  the  msnoer  in  which 
the  Unded  iotarait  of  ona  of  our  moat  agrioalturnl 
•ountiM  bi»  bMn  affrated  b;  tha  operation  of  the 
free-trade  meuure  of  1810,  I  have  but  to  refer  to 
the  folloviiig  ihort  etatement.  The  oouDt)',  under 
Ootuideratioa  l<  SaOblk.  and  it  u  to  the  &nnen' 
eipltal  in  thsl  count;  that  I  shall  call  attention. 
Tba  eitinuted  qoantitj  of  land  in  Suffolk  amoanti 
to  S13,000  Bore*,  oompriaing  aboDt 

IS.OOO  aei«*  of  rich  loam  land,  at  a 
value  of  81.  per  acre, 
which  niakei  £388, 

80,000  „  marBh,  at  lOf 600, 

IDO.OOD  „  poor  HDdfsoil,  at  3[ SOO, 

1SO,000  „  good  mixed  Mil,  at  e2.    ...      I,3J}0, 
UOfiOO  „  «et,heavjlaDd,  at82.    ...     3,600, 

03,000  „  wute,  wood,  and  roada      

MaklDs  a  total  la  value  of  ...  £S,4]8,000 
Frotn  the  information  I  have  derived  ii 
ference  to  this  county,  there  cannot  have 
been  a  loss  of  leas  than  ons-third  since  free 
trade  came  into  operation.  The  prcacnl 
capital,  therefore,  of  the  farmers  of  Suffblli 
is  reduced  hr  2,139,3331.,  leaving  a  net  ol 
only  4,278,6671.  To  give  a  alight  inaighl 
into  the  working  of  the  soil  non,  and  the 
annual  loss  sustained  through  the  instru- 
mentality of  the  Act  of  1846,  I  may  men- 
tion that  a  diminution,  or  rather  actual  an- 
nual loss  in  the  cultivation  of  t)ie  land,  ha; 
taken  place  to  tbe  following  amounts  in  the 
different  descriptions  of  soil : — 
Sblllingi.  Acres,  L 

18  per  acre  on   40,000  of  ricli  lo.-im 


Total £037,000 


Annual  losi  in  the  cultivation  of  the 
soil £Sa7,000 

It  maf  have  been  observed  before, 
that  tbe  lota  of  capital  amounted  to  2,139,333 

Giving  a  total  of £3,000,333 

The  above  statement  embraces  the  whole 
conntr  generally.  We  now  treat  the  same 
in  a  local  point  of  view.  In  one  village 
alone  I  can  ahow  a  loss  to  tbe  farmer  in 
an  area  of  766  acres  of  no  leas  than 
1842.  7t.  On  analysis  it  appears  that 
there  are  —  525  acres  of  arable  corn  land; 
125  acres  of  pasture  land  ;  32  acres  of 
plantation  land^  8  acres  of  roads  land; 
6  acres  of  allotment  land;  70  acres  of 
waste  land;  making  the  total  of  766  acres 
alluded  to.  Now,  it  is  well  known  that  in 
Suffolk,  farmers  pursue  their  operations  in 
this  way — they  give  one-fourth  to  wheat, 
one-fourth  to  barley,  one<fourth  to  fallow, 
and  the  remaining  one-fourth  to  clover  and 
beans.  On  the  average  the  lake  of  wheat 
isSObuahela  per  acre  of  four  rooda,  subject 
to  the  deduction  of  two  bushels  for  seed, 
and  two  for  tail,  leaving  of  best  wheat  for 
market  26  bushels.  With  regard  to  barley, 
40  bushels  may  be  considered  as  the  ave- 
rage product  for  the  same  extent  of  land, 
deducting  two  and  a  half  for  seed,  and  one 
and  a  half  for  tail,  making  36  bushels  clear 
for  tbe  market.  On  those  two  commodi- 
ties alone  do  the  farmers  of  this  place  de- 
pend for  suhsistence,  as  the  clover  and 
beans  are,  to  a  great  extent,  consumed  by 
tbe  working  horses,  &c.,  attached  to  their 
holdings.  In  reference  to  pastures,  ono 
ton  per  acre  of  hay  is  taken;  and  15«.  per 
acre  for  after-graas  ia  about  the  sum  the 
farmers  reoeive.     Now,  allowing 


wiltgi 

of  barley,  at  30 
0,  at  4*.  per  bush 
of  clover  and  be. 
ofiiillow,  SOacr 

ushels  to 

nn 

131  acrei 
131  acre 

ns  ...lili- 
es In  tur- 

136  acre. 

of  pasture,  at 

tonper 

After-grass  otT  ditto,  at 

Ifi..    per 

Which  gives  oi 


10  of    . 


£2009     1      0 


to  this  villngo.  I  may  mention  that  the 
name  of  the  village  is  Burstall,  in  the 
union  of  Samford.  Mark  the  expendi- 
ture!— 
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Rent  of  722  ftcres,  at  2ef .  per  acre, 

gites    £938  12  0 

Tithe   184  0  0 

Tradesmen's  bills,  at  4«.  per  acre...  144  8  0 

Bates,  at  4«.  per  acre    144  8  0 

Labour — 30  men,  at  10«.  per  week 

each 780  0  0 

Interest  upon  6,000^.  at  6l  per  cent  300  0  0 

Liring  for  the  fiirmer,  10«.  per  acre  301  0  0 


From  which  deduct 


£2802    8    0 
2068     1     0 


Balance  against  fitrmer £184    7    0 

I  bare  further  evidence  of  how  the  county 
of  Suffolk  ia  suffering  from  the  effects  of 
the  1846  Bill.  In  one  union,  that  of  Bos- 
men  and  Claydon,  the  increase  of  pauperism 
is  surprising.  One  small  parish  alone, 
Flewton,  has  an  order  to  pay  into  the 
hands  of  the  treasurer  for  the  two  next 
quarters,  1  am  informed,  a  sum  of  90Z. ; 
the  first  moiety  was  to  have  been  paid  the 
6th  of  May,  the  second  in  July  next.  For 
the  past  half-year,  or  two  quarters  only, 
501.  was  paid.  This  shows  an  increase  of 
no  less  than  80  per  cent.  For  the  whole 
tmion,  consisting  of  39  parishes,  the  amount 
required  for  the  next  two  quarters  is  some- 
thing like  5,3002.  The  last  two  quarters 
brought  in  only  3,265Z.,  thereby  exhibiting 
an  increase  of  about  61  per  cent.  At  this 
period  of  last  year  there  were  only  267 
persons  inmates  of  the  union;  on  the  17th 
or  18th  of  April  last  there  were  333,  with 
no  less  than  50  applications  for  relief  by 
ablebodicd  paupers.  1  must  now  beg  to 
read  an  extract  from  a  letter  written  by  a 
gentleman  occupying  a  high  and  responsi- 
ble position  in  the  county  of  Gloucester. 
He  says — 

'*  I  fully  believe  that  unless  some  alteration  is 
made  in  the  existing  law  as  regards  the  importa- 
tion of  foreign  com,  that  in  the  course  of  another 
tweWemonth  half  the  farmers  will  he  ruined:  from 
mj  own  knowledge  I  know  that  many  are  obliged 
to  sacrifice  the  little  private  property  they  may 
have  to  pay  their  rents,  and  to  go  on  smoothly  in 
the  world ;  this  is  not  as  it  should  be.  I  was 
credibly  infromed  the  other  day  that  a  corn 
merchant  in  Bristol  had  imported  several  large 
vessels  of  com  at  Ss.  per  bushel.  What  could 
stand  against  this  ?  No  man  (if  he  lived  on  a 
farm  rent  free),  could  pay  his  labourers,  taxes,  and 
current  expenses  at  this." 

The  next  extract  with  which  I  shall  trouble 
the  House  is  a  letter  dated  Ely,  Cambridge- 
shire, the  writer  of  which  says — 

"  The  country  is  fast  approaching  to  ruin,  and 
it  cannot  go  on  with  the  present  low  prices  of 
agricultural  produce.  I  farm  1,000  acres  of  land, 
principally  fen,  in  a  part  where  corn  can  bo  pro- 
duced as  cheap  as  in  any  other  part  of  the  king- 
dom. The  difference  between  ia.  6d.  per  bushel 
for  wheat  and  %s,  Qd,  affscts  me  to  the  extent  of  at 


least  1,350{.  per  annum,  whilst  as  an  individual 
consumer  it  makes  a  saving  only  of  26«.  during 
the  same  period.  I  cannot  possibly  reduce  my 
expenses  so  as  to  enable  me  to  farm  at  the  present 
prices.  I  would  here  remark  that  6«.  6d,  is  only 
a  fiur  remunerating  price.  To  prove  what  I  have 
stated,  I  grow  nearly  3,000  coombs  of  wheat  in  a 
year,  which,  at  8s.  per  coomb,  amounts  to  1,200^., 
and  the  difference  in  spring  com  would  much 
more  than  make  up  the  remaining  00^  A  coomb 
of  wheat  weighing  18  stone  will  produce  14  stona 
of  flour ;  by  ^ding  Is.  per  stone  to  the  price,  the 
grower  would  get  2s.  per  bushel,  and  the  manu- 
facturer, or  miller,  baker,  Ac,  Is.  64. — making 
the  14s.  extra  in  the  coomb  of  wheat.  The  aver- 
age consumption  per  head  being  half  4  stone, 
proves  6<f .  per  head  per  week  difference  between 
4«.  iki.  and  6s.  M.  per  bushel.  Whilst  this  dif- 
ference is  scarcely  felt  by  the  consumer,  it  is  utter 
ruin  to  the  tenant-fiirmer ;  also  to  the  labourer, 
and  all  trades  dependent  upon  agriculture.  The 
labourer  at  6s.  iid,  per  bushel  would  get  d«.  per 
week  more  than  he  does  now,  his  wife  and  children 
a  proportionate  increase,  they  would  be  fuUy  em- 
ployed, and  the  whole  machinery  would  work 
well.  If  the  present  state  of  things  should  con-i- 
tinue  another  year,  the  union  houses  will  be  over* 
flowing,  and  manymenonemployedby  the  fiurmers 
driven  to  desperation." 

Taking  into  consideration  all  that  I  have 
heard,  and  all  that  I  know  of  the  situation 
of  the  interest  whose  cause  I  am  endea- 
vouring to  advocate,  I  am  of  opinion  that 
the  dangerous  experiment  which  has  been 
tried  ought  at  once  to  be  put  an  end  to. 
If  you  cannot  economise — if  you  cannot  re* 
duoe  the  burdens  on  land  to  such  an  extent 
as  to  enable  the  home  farmer  to  compete 
with  the  foreigner,  who  is  not  taxed  to  the 
same  extent,  and  who  does  not  pay  bis 
labourers  anything  like  the  same  amount 
of  wages — I  appeal  to  you  to  give  to  native 
industry  a  sufficient  protection.  I  ask  this 
for  a  community  who  have  always  shown 
themselves  a  patient  and  enduring  body — 
I  ask  this  for  a  community  who  have  al- 
ways been  ready  to  enrol  themselves  as  a 
constitutional  power,  on  which  the  owners 
of  mills  and  factories  could  always  rely 
when  they  could  not  depend  on  their  own 
workmen.  I  say  if  you  cannot  economise 
or  reduce  your  expenditure,  say  so  at  once. 
Do  not  persist  in  maintaining  a  false  posi- 
tion— do  not  hesitate  to  confess  your  error 
when  the  error  is  indisputable — do  not  con- 
tinue to  pursue  a  course  which  has  proved 
so  detrimental  to  one  of  the  greatest  in- 
terests of  the  country,  and  which  must 
eventually  injure  every  interest.  Do  not 
deceive  yourselves  by  supposing  that  the 
agitation  now  going  on  in  the  country  is  at 
an  end.  1  believe  that  wo  shall  be  forced 
to  try  the  experiment,  as  it  is  called,  some 
time  longer,  in  consequence  of  the  uncon- 
stitutional means  adopted  to  obtain  majori* 
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ties  in  this  House.     Men  are  not  allowed  to 
vote  according  to  their  consciences.     It 
is  not  very  long  since  the  hon.  Memher 
for  Westminster  published  a  letter,  stat- 
ing openly    that,    with    respect    to    the 
Amcan  slarc  trade,  he  was  forced  to  vote 
against  his  conscience.     For  myself,  I  can 
say  that  I  never  would  submit  to  be  forced 
to  vote  against  my  conscience.     I  would 
rather  resign  my  seat  to-morrow  than  give 
a  vote  of  which  my  heart  did  not  approve. 
It  is  time  that  some  measure  should  be 
brought  forward  to  reform  the  House,  if 
bon.  Members  are  to  be  forced  to  vote 
against  their  principles.     I  confess  it  is 
painful  for  me  to  be  obliged  to  vote  against 
the  noble  Lord,  whom  I  have  so  long  fol- 
lowed over  the  field  which   he  has  tra- 
versed.    It  is  not  without  pain  that  I  have 
been  forced  to  sever  from  his  Government. 
I  have  been  taught  from  my  earliest  days 
to  look  up  to  the  noble  Lord  with  the  same 
respect  m  his  political  as  in  his  private 
character;  but  I  cannot,  consistently  with 
my  duty,  go  with  him  one  step  further. 
In  bringing  forward  this  Motion,  I  claim 
Btill  to  be  considered  a  free-trader.     I  ad- 
vocate the  cause  of  free  trade,  which  we 
have  not  yet  obtained,  and  I  say  to  the 
Government,  **  You  have  brought  on  free 
trade  an  odium  which  it  ought  not  to  have 
borne,  by  the   insufficient  way  in  which 
you  have  proceeded  to  carry  it  out.    When 
you  made  the  experiment,  you  were  bound 
to  do  it  fully  and  fairly,  in  order  that  every 
interest  under  the  sun  might  benefit  by  it; 
but  your  legislation  has  led  to  the  benefit 
of  one  class  only,  and  to  make  the  loaf 
cheap  you  have  '  robbed  Peter  to  pay  Paul. ' 
You  take  from  one  man  the  produce  of  his 
acres — ^you  interfere  with  his  capital — you 
say  you  had  a  thriving  trade,  but  you  shall 
have  a  thriving  trade  no  longer,  and  with 
what  we  take  from  you  we  will  enrich  your 
neighbour."     I  say  tliere  is  no  justice  in 
such  a  proceeding.     I  would  recommend 
to  you  a  reconsideration  of  the  measure, 
for   I  defy  any  man  to  justify  a  system 
which  places  serf  and  slave  labour  on  the 
same  footing  as  English  labour.     I  believe 
that  the  Government  have  not  the  power 
of  carrying  the  principle  of  free  trade  into 
execution.  They  may  cling  to  their  theory 
of  free  trade,  wild  as  it  is;   but  it  is  im- 
possible for  them  to  carry  it  out.     If  that 
were  so,  they  are  bound  to  retrace  their 
steps,  and  to  give  those  who  now  suffered 
some  chance  of  relief.     I  implore  them, 
for  the  sake  of  the  millions  who  are  en- 
during the  deep  and  unmerited  distress 


I  brought  on  by  free-trade  measures,  to  re- 
consider the  subject,  and  deal  justice  to 
thoso  whose  hearts  and  hands  in  time  of 
war  have  protected  us  all.  At  present  the 
sources  that  have  supplied  our  martial 
force  are  falling  step  by  step  into  irreme- 
diable decay.  The  industry  of  England  is 
no  longer  protected.  The  foreigner  alone 
has  cause  to  rejoice.  The  foreigner  knew 
what  the  effect  of  the  policy  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  West  Riding  would  be 
when  ho  so  feted  and  lauded  him  in  his 
late  tour  on  the  Continent.  The  foreigner 
knew  that  the  measures  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber would  produce,  not  the  prosperity  of 
England,  but  the  enrichment  of  the  fo- 
reigner. And  now,  having  made  these  ob- 
servations, I  trust  the  discussion  will  at 
least  show  to  the  farmers  of  England  what 
they  have  to  expect.  It  will,  perhaps, 
show  to  them  hon.  Members  who  come 
here  to  protect  their  interests  voting  against 
this  Motion.  I  ask  for  no  unfair  protec- 
tion. I  ask  for  the  reconsideration  of  the 
subject  that  all  classes  may  be  protected 
alike.  If  the  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of 
the  Government  will  hold  out  some  hope  of 
a  wiser  and  better  policy,  then  he  may  ap- 
peal to  Heaven  with  a  clearer  conscience 
and  clearer  hands  for  the  blessing  of  Pro- 
vidence on  those  counsels  which  he  maybe 
thus  called  on  to  give. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed — 

"  That  this  Houso  w|ll  resolve  itself  into  a 
Committee  of  the  whole  House,  to  take  into  con- 
sideration the  Acts  relating  to  the  Importation  of 
Foreign  Com." 

Colonel  DUNNE  seconded  the  Motion, 
Mr.  ARCHIBALD  HASTIE  said,  he 
had  not  heard  any  good  reason  adduced  by 
the  hon.  Mover  why  the  House  should  re- 
solve itself  into  Committee  as  proposed. 
On  the  contrary,  he  had  simply  heard  that 
which  had  been  going  the  round  of  almost 
all  the  newspapers  in  the  country — ^broad 
assertions,  without  any  correct  data  on 
which  to  found  them.  He  quite  agreed  in 
the  statement  that  corn  was  now,  and  for 
the  last  six  months  had  been,  at  a  very 
low  price,  but  that  price  was  not  lower 
than  had  prevailed  for  much  longer  periods 
under  the  old  protection  laws.  Therefore, 
until  the  price  of  com  had  been  for  a 
considerable  time  longer  at  a  lower  price 
than  ever  it  was  under  protection,  there 
was  no  ground  whatever  for  going  into 
any  inquiry  on  the  subject.  Whenever  it 
happened  that  for  three  consecutive  years 
the  price  of  com  had  been  lower  than 
under  the  old  law,  and  that  parties  com- 
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plained  of  that  low  price,  and  showed  they 
had  heen  ruined  hy  it,  he  should  he  per- 
fectly wilting  to  go  into  a  Committee  of 
Inquiry.     Looking  at  the  prices  of  com 
which  had  ruled  for  the  last  half  century, 
hoth  at  home  and  in  those  countries  whence 
the  largest  importation  was  naturally  look- 
ed  for,  including  the    countries   on  the 
shores  of  the  Baltic  and  America,  he  was 
quite  satisfied,  upon  an  average  of  years, 
that  it  was  impossible  for  those  countries 
to  compete  with  the  English  farmer  by 
sending  wheat  here  at  a  lower  price  than 
45«.  per  quarter.     He  spoke  advisedly, 
and,  after  examining  into  the  quantities  as 
well  as  the  prices  of  the  com  produced  by 
those   countries.      From  America,  in  its 
present  state,  our  farmers  need  fear  no 
large  importation  at  a  price  lower  than  45«. 
New  Orleans  was  the  cheapest  American 
port  for  wheat;  and,  on  the  average  of 
twenty  years,  it  had  not  ruled  there  below 
34«.  or  35«.  per  quarter;  and,  consequently, 
it  could  not  be  brought  here  below  45«. 
Owing  to  the  high  price  of  labour  in  Ame- 
rica, nearly  treble  what  it  was  in  England, 
and  the  small  quantity  of  com  per  acre 
which  even  good   land  yielded — prairie, 
new  land,  rarely  giving  more   than  ten 
bushels  to  the  acre — for  a  long  period,  no 
apprehension  need  be  entertained  of  any 
competition  with  the  English  farmer  from 
America.     He  admitted  that,  with  a  short 
harvest  at  home,  supplies  would  come  from 
those  countries  where  the  harvest  had  been 
abundant,  so  as  not  to  permit  prices  to  rise 
as  they  otherwise  would  do,  and  the  Eng- 
lish farmer  would  be  so  far  injured;  but  a 
bad  harvest  did  not  occur  above  once  in 
five  or  seven  years;  and  he  was  quite  sa- 
tisfied that  no  English  farmer  or  proprietor 
of  land  would,  for  the  sake  of  one  year's 
profit,  wish  to  see  his  fellow-countrymen 
starving  by  thousands.     Much  had  been 
said  about  the  condition  of  the  English 
farmer  at  the  present  moment;    he  was 
precisely  in  the  condition  of  all  other  man- 
ufacturers ;  he  had  times  of  low  prices, 
times  of  high  prices,  and  times  of  middling 
prices.     In  all  times  past  there  had  been 
petitions   to  that   House    complaining  of 
agricultural  distress,  whether  with  a  corn 
law  or  without  it.     So  lately  as  1833, 
1834,   and   1835,    there    were    petitions 
equally  strong,  complaints  equally  great, 
and  assertions  far  stronger  than  any  that 
were    now  made;    it  was   then  declared 
that  the  whole  farming  interest  was  totally 
ruined.    The  hon.  Member  for  West  Glou- 
cestershire said   the  burdens  on  farmers 
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had  increased  in  a  much  greater  proportion 
than  those  on  other  classes;  he  also  said 
that  they  had  to  compete  with   untaxed 
growers  of  com.     From  this  he  (Mr.  Has- 
tie)  entirely  dissented.    It  so  happened,  at 
the  present  moment,  tbat  the  largest  sup- 
plies   in    competition   with    the    English 
growers  were   from  France;  and  Franee 
was  a  country  taxed  as  heavily  as  England; 
the  revenue  there  rose  to  above  6fty-six 
millions  sterling.     The  large  importations 
from  France  had  arisen  from  this  cause : 
last  year  the  crop  was  abundant  both  in 
France  and  England — in  the  former  be- 
yond all  previous   history.    Owing  to  the 
prevailing  uncertainty  of  things  in  France, 
and  the  consequent  distress,  every  farmer 
had  been  anxious  to  relieve  his  farm-yard, 
and  turn  his  produce  into  money,  so  that 
in   the  event   of  another  revolution,   he 
might  be  able  to  keep  his  dollars  in  his 
pocket,  and  hence  the  low  prices  of  agri- 
cultural produce,  which  were  totally  un- 
precedented of  late  years,  and  he  beUeved 
almost  unknown  in  the  history  of  France. 
But  these   were  all  temporary  matters. 
The  manufacturers  had  to  contend  against 
similar  influences;  but  they  suffered  quietly, 
persevered,  and  in  two  or  three  years  re- 
covered from  their  depression.     At  least 
they  never  gave  in,  but  devoted  themselves 
to  the  discovery  of  new  modes  of  applying 
art  with  greater  industry  and  additional 
skiU,  and  thus  they  were  enabled  te  go  on. 
All  he  asked  was,  that  English  farmers 
and  landlords  should  be  called  on  to  adopt 
the  same  course.     He  had  no  doubt  they 
would   display  the    same   energetic    and 
persevering  spirit,  if  they  were  only  told 
that  they  could  do  it,  and  let  alone.     Un- 
fortunately, they  had  heen  told  by  high 
authorities  that  it  was  impossible  for  them 
to  live.     And  however  firmly  the  landlords 
might  believe  that,  it  was  impolitic  to  say 
so.  Rather  let  the  farmers  be  recommended 
to  look  at  their  brethren  in  the  towns,  and 
be  assured  that  the  same  energy  and  perse- 
verance would  produce  the  same  result  in 
their  case.     But  when  people  got  an  idea 
that  they  must  be  ruined,  it  was  extremely 
difficult  to  persuade  them  that  they  really 
were  not  mined  ;    and   it  was  very  bad 
policy  in  the  landlords  to  tell  them  so.    As 
corn  formed  only  a  fifth  part  of  the  far- 
mer's production,  the  profit  upon  it  would 
bear  but  a  small  proportion  to  the  rent, 
towards  which  all  the  agricultural  products 
contributed  their  due  proportion.     He  was 
informed  that  upon  all  well  and  duly-culti- 
vated farms,  this  was  the  general  propor- 
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tioii  which  com  bore  to  the  other  agricul- 
tural produce,  though  there  were  doubtless 
exceptions  to  this  rule ;  therefore,  when  a 
law  was  passed  which  affected  the  value 
of  onlj  one-fifth  of  the  produce,  it  was 
most  unjust  to  ascribe  the  distress  of  far- 
mers to  the  operation  of  free  trade.  He 
was  conyinced  that,  at  the  present  time, 
the  people  were  better  employed,  better 
fed,  and  better  clad  than  erer  they  were. 
Poor-rates,  and  charges  upon  the  land  of 
all  descriptions,  were  less  than  they  had 
been  at  any  former  period  ;  and  how  a 
reduction  in  the  price  of  one-fifth  of  the 
produce  should  work  such  extensive  ruin 
he  could  not  understand.  Since  the  be- 
ginning of  the  present  century  rent  had 
risen  from  26  millions,  in  1801,  to  46  mil- 
lions in  1848;  the  poor-rates,  which,  in 
1803,  were  four  millions,  upon  a  rental  of 
26  millions,  were  six  millions  with  a  rental 
of  46  millions;  and  it  was  quite  certain 
that  the  poor  were  better  treated  now  than 
at  the  former  period.  The  county  cess 
had  been  much  relieved  by  payments  being 
thrown  on  the  Consolidated  Fund ;  and  he 
did  not  think  that  the  increase,  comparing 
the  present  period  with  what  were  called 
years  of  prosperity,  was  at  all  proportion- 
ate to  the  increase  of  rental  and  popula- 
tion. On  these  grounds  he  felt  called  on 
to  oppose  the  Motion. 

Colonel  SIBTHORP  said,  the  argu- 
ment of  the  hon.  Member  who  had  just  sat 
down  amounted  to  this,  **  Wait  till  you  are 
ruined,  and  then  complain.*'  As  to  the 
people  being  better  clothed  and  fed,  he 
flatly  denied  it.  He  would  support  the 
Motion,  because  he  should  be  glad  to  ac- 
cept of  any  relief  for  the  agricultural  in- 
terest from  the  present  House  of  Com- 
mons. If  the  hon.  Gentleman  referred 
him  to  Scotland,  he  would  ask  him  to  read 
the  speech  delivered  by  Professor  Aytoun, 
from  Scotland,  at  the  late  meeting  at  the 
Crown  and  Anchor.  It  was  a  speech 
which  he  (Colonel  Sibthorp)  had  the  plea- 
sure of  hearing,  and  he  believed  the  gen- 
tleman who  delivered  it  was  known  for  his 
high  character  and  great  intelligence. 
With  regard  to  the  proposed  Committee, 
he  thought  they  might  as  well  attempt  to 
extract  blood  out  of  a  milestone  as  to  get 
any  relief  to  the  agricultural  interest  from 
the  present  House  of  Commons.  A  dis- 
solution of  Parliament  and  a  change  of 
Ministry  had  been  recommended.  They 
had  had  a  bad  enough  Ministry  before  ; 
they  had  not  a  much  better  one  now.  In 
fact,  they  were  altogether  a  precious  set. 


In  the  event  of  a  dissolution,  he  knew  that 
many  hon.  Members  would  not  again  be 
returned,  to  deceive  their  constituents.  He 
had  been  one  of  the  agricultural  deputa- 
tion who  waited  on  the  noble  Lord  ;  he 
had  told  them  before  going  of  the  courtesy 
with  which  they  woidd  be  received,  and 
that  the  noble  Lord  would  bow  them  in 
and  bow  them  out.  The  noble  Lord  at 
the  head  of  the  Government  dared  not,  on 
account  of  his  free-trade  friends,  give  any 
relief  to  the  agricultural  interest,  however 
well  he  might  be  disposed  towards  them. 
He,  therefore,  expected  no  good  from  any- 
thing but  a  dissolution,  and  would  exhort 
the  friends  of  agriculture  to  action  ;  let 
them  register  and  persevere.  He  had  a 
Motion  on  the  Paper  for  remitting  the 
income  tax  on  farmers,  which  was  another 
attempt  to  obtain  a  modicum  of  the  justice 
which  they  claimed.  He  hoped  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  West  Gloucestershire, 
whose  eyes  were  partly  opened,  would 
soon  be  induced  to  quit  his  seat  and  come 
over  to  the  protectionist  side  of  the  House. 
He  should  support  this  Motion,  though  he 
did  not  anticipate  the  slightest  good  from 
it.  The  more  the  country  saw  of  what 
was  called  free  trade,  the  more  would  they 
be  convinced  of  the  propriety  of  the  war- 
ning given  by  him  before  it  was  passed. 
This  Motion  would  at  least  show  who  were 
the  real  friends  of  the  farmer,  and  who 
were  but  "sheep  in  wolves*  clothing." 
[Laughter.]  He  meant ''  wolves  in  Bheep*fl 
clothing.*' 

Mr.  PLUMPTRE  said,  that  in  these 
trying  times  for  the  owners  and  occupiers 
of  land,  the  chief  consolation  held  out  to 
them  was  a  series  of  prophecies  that  things 
would  get  better  rather  than  worse.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Paisley 
had  also  indulged  in  prophecy,  and  had 
told  them  that  there  was  no  reason  to  fear 
that  America  could  export  wheat  to  this 
country  under  45s,  a  quarter.  He  could 
not  say  that  he  had  derived  any  consola- 
tion from  such  a  prophecy,  for  he  believed, 
like  all  free-trade  prophecies,  it  was  one 
of  deceit.  He  had  heard  very  different 
language  used  by  persons  likely  to  be  as 
well  informed  as  the  hon.  Member  as  to 
the  importations  of  com  that  might  be  ex- 
pected from  America.  He  had  been  told 
that  there  was  an  illimitable  extent  of  land 
ready  for  cultivation  in  America,  and  that 
in  all  probability  there  would  be  a  large 
supply  of  wheat  at  a  much  lower  price 
than  that  which  had  hitherto  prevailed. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Paisley  had  also 
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complained  of  tbe  desponding  terms  in 
which  landlords  had  addressed  their  ten- 
ants when  they  told  them  thej  could  not 
compete  with  foreigners.  It  was  asked 
why  should  they  not  be  as  able  to  compete 
with  foreign  farmers  as  our  artisans  with 
the  foreign  workmen.  But  the  agricul- 
turist and  the  manufacturer  did  not  stand 
on  the  same  footing.  The  agriculturist 
could  not  command  the  seasons.  The 
manufacturer  carried  on  his  works  almost 
independent  of  them.  He  was  sorry  the 
noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Government 
did  not  feel  disposed  to  hold  out  any  hopes 
of  alleviation  to  those  who  were  suffering 
great  distress.  It  was  said,  indeed,  that 
the  interest  to  which  he  referred  might 
have  to  be  put  to  three  years'  further  trial. 
Now,  that,  he  conceived,  was  their  great 
reason  of  complaint.  The  agriculturists 
wore  told  that  they  were  not  sufficiently 
fleeced,  and,  as  they  could  bear  more  yet, 
they  should  endure  it.  The  noble  Lord  at 
the  head  of  the  Government  could  know 
Tory  little  of  what  was  the  state  of  feeling, 
or  what  was  going  on  in  the  agricultural 
-districts,  in  which  there  was  a  great  and 
increasing  amount  of  distress.  That  dis- 
tress was  aggravated  by  the  uncertainty 
which  existed  in  regard  to  the  future.  If 
there  was  any  chance  of  protection  here- 
after, the  agriculturists  might  try  to  do 
that  which  they  were  so  often  told  to  do — 
namely,  apply  their  skill  and  capital  to  a 
greater  extent  to  the  cultivation  of  the 
soil;  but  when  no  hopes  were  held  out  to 
<hem — when  they  had  no  security  for  the 
future,  the  answer  which  was  given  their 
demands  was  only  adding  insult  to  injury. 
They  felt  that  they  were  mocked  and  in- 
sulted as  well  as  injured.  He  would,  no 
doubt,  be  disposed  to  recommend  to  that 
suffering  class  a  perseverance  in  peaceful 
conduct;  but  the  expressions  of  a  multi- 
tude suffering  great  distress  had  been 
heard,  and  ought  not  to  be  disregarded. 
He  thought  the  time  had  come  when  the 
Government  were  bound  to  afford  some- 
thing like  hope  to  the  large  masses  of  the 
Buffering  agricultural  population  of  this 
country;  but  the  language  of  the  Govern- 
ment and  of  the  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  ap- 
Searedtobe,  *'  Perish  agriculture!  flourish 
[anchester!"  There  was  an  immense 
body  of  the  people  of  this  country  anxious 
to  get  employment,  but  who  could  not  ob- 
tain it;  and  they  thought  it  was  very  hard 
that  the  foreign  producer  should  be  fa- 
voured and  encouraged,  while  they  were 
left  disregarded.  That  was  a  matter  which 


they  could  not  understand,  and  it  was  pro- 
ducing an  effect  which  was  worthy  of  the 
serious  attention  of  the  Government.  Now, 
he  did  think  that  it  was  too  much  to  en- 
dure for  men  who  were  suffenng  so  much 
to  be  met  only  in  that  House  by  prophecies 
and  assertions  which  would  never  be  realis- 
ed. They  were  told  in  the  beginning  of 
the  Session  to  "  wait  a  little  while,  and 
things  would  soon  be  better."  He  thought 
that  things  would  be  worse,  and  he  felt 
satisfied  that  if  the  free-trade  system  were 
persevered  in,  it  would  be  injurious  and 
ruinous,  not  only  to  the  agricultural  classes, 
but  to  the  entire  community  besides. 

Mr.  SLANEY  confessed  he  thought  the 
country  had  gone  on  too  fast  in  that  mat- 
ter, and  believed  it  would  have  been  better 
to  have  commenced  with  a  low  fixed  duty. 
On  the  ground  of  justice,  he  thought  the 
agricultural  portion  of  the  community, 
paying  as  they  did  a  greater  amount  of 
local  taxation  than  any  other,  were  en- 
titled to  be  relieved  to  the  extent  of  that 
burden.  And  he  thought  any  honest  Com- 
mittee of  that  House  would  concede  so 
much  to  them,  and  he  should  feel  disposed 
to  leave  to  such  a  Committee  the  duty  of 
deciding  that  matter.  But  the  question 
was  widely  different  when,  after  a  long 
struggle,  the  duty  on  corn  was  removed, 
and  now  resolved  itself  into  this — whether 
or  not  they  ought  to  resume  that  which 
was  called  a  protective  system  ?  Into  that 
he  would  not  consent  then  to  enter;  but  if 
it  was  an  investigation  to  see  how  an  equi- 
valent could  be  given  to  the  land  for  its 
exclusive  burdens,  which  some  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen denied  existed,  he  would  be  in  fa- 
vour of  such  a  proposition.  However, 
tliey  were  bound  to  let  the  trial  they  en- 
tered upon  take  its  course;  but  he  would 
not  be  in  favour  of  encouraging  the  agri- 
cultural interest  to  tell  their  tenants  that 
there  was  no  hope  for  them  in  their  future 
exertions.  It  was  his  impression  that  if 
they  brought  to  bear  those  energies  which, 
as  Englishmen,  they  never  could  want, 
they  would  bring  back  that  prosperity  once 
more,  which  would  not  only  be  beneficial 
to  themselves,  but  to  all  the  community. 
The  present  evils  under  which  the  agricul- 
tural interests  laboured,  were  caused,  as  he 
conceived,  by  the  large  importation  of  fo- 
reign corn  into  this  country,  the  result  of 
an  unprecedented  large  production  last 
year.  When  before  had  they  such  exten- 
sive importations  from  France  or  Belgium  ? 
And  in  those  countries  the  agricultural  in- 
terests were  in  a  similar  position  of  depres- 
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sion  to  that  under  which  England  labour- 1  ccstershire,  although  it  comes  from  an 
ed.  But  in  considering  such  a  question !  acknowledged  free-trader,  and  from  the 
as  the  present,  he  would  ask  the  Legisia- ,  opposite  side  of  the  House,  because  I  have 
ture,  Was  there  no  other  interest  than  ,  always  expected  that  those  hon.  Gentle- 
that  of  the  land  to  be  taken  into  account?  j  men,  when  they  were  fully  convinced  that 
Were  they  not  bound  to  bear  in  mind  the  i  the  system  of  free  trade  was  not  adapted 
condition  of  those  who  had  no  other  pro- !  to  this  country — I  always  felt  that  thej 
perty  than  their  labour,  and  whose  labour,  would  be  honourable  and  willing  enough  to 
therefore,   ought   to  be  protected?      He   acknowledge  their  error.     Sir,  I  am  not 


maintained  that  the  price  of  labour  was 
not  regulated  by  the  price  of  food;  it  was 
regulated  by  the  demand  for,  and  the  sup- 
ply of,  labour.  But  they  were  bound  to 
take  into  serious  consideration  any  mea- 
sure which  might  have  the  effect  of  raising 


surprised  at  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber opposite,  because  I  am  fully  convinced 
that  there  is  a  deep  reactionary  feeling 
taking  place  in  the  minds  of  all  classes  in 
this  country — with  men  of  all  shades  of 
political  opinion,  of  all  classes,  and  all  po- 


the  price  of  food  on  those  whose  only  pro-   sitions.     It  was  but  the  other  day  that  the 
perty  was  their  labour.     With  regard  to ;  opinions  of  the    agricultural    tenantry  of 


the  question  of  the  corn  laws,  that  having 
now  been  so  far  settled,  he  conceived  they 
were  bound  to  try  the  experiment  for  some 
time  longer,  and  he  acknowledged  that  he 
was  not  very  sanguine  that  it  would  suc- 
ceed. He  thought  it  likely  that  great  dis- 
tress might  prevail  throughout  the  coun- 
try; and  whether  the  energy  and  industry 
of  the  people  would  enable  them  to  strug- 
gle through  it,  was  more  than  he  could 
take  upon  himself  to  say.  But  he  thought 
hon.  Gentlemen,  connected  as  he  was  with 
the  landed  interest,  ought  to  address 
themselves  to  various  other  matters  con- 
nected with  their  position — for  instance, 
the  shackles  which  now  surrounded  pro- 
perty, and  the  various  economical  arrange- 


this  country  were  expressed  at  one  of  the 
largest  meetings  perhaps  ever  held  in  this 
kingdom,  and  they  gave  it  as  their  deli- 
berate conviction  that  it  was  utterly  im- 
possible for  them,  if  the  present  rate  of 
prices  for  agricultural  produce  continued, 
to  cultivate  their  lands  ;  that  such  a  rate 
would  not  give  them  any  remuneration  for 
the  skill  and  capital  and  labour  they  ex- 
pended. They  told  the  country,  more- 
over, that  they  were  obliged  to  dismiss 
their  workpeople  in  consequence  of  the 
great  depression  in  the  price  of  the  arti- 
cles they  produced.  But,  great  as  the 
distress  is  in  this  country,  it  is  much 
greater  and  more  deeply  felt  in  the  sister 
island.     And  it  is  natural  that  it  should  be 


ments  by  which  the  condition  of  the  poor  >  so,  for  seven-eighths  of  that  country  de- 
might  be  improved.  If,  however,  the  pre-  pend  upon  agriculture  alone  for  their  sup- 
sent  distress  should  continue  until  the  next.  port.  I  will  state  a  few  facts  of  the  dis- 
Session  of  Parliament,  he  would  vote  for  tress  in  that  country,  and  the  authority 
the  consideration  of  the  question  as  to  whe-  from  which  I  quote  will  hardly  be  supposed 
ther  an  equivalent  ought  not  to  be  given  I  to  be  tinctured  with  what  might  be  called, 


to  the  agricultural  interest  in  proportion  to 
the  burdens  under  which  it  laboured.  He 
was  happy  to  say  that  there  was  no  distress 


perhaps,  protectionist  fallacy.  This  is 
from  the  Irish  correspondent  of  the  Mor- 
ning Chrofiicle  : — 


amongst  the  labouring  agricultural  popula-  .  ^he  decreaao  of  spring  labour  is  again  cK>wd. 
tion  of  tlie  district  with  which  he  was  con-  j  ing  the  workhouses  in  several  of  the  southern  and 
nected  and  acquainted,  although  it  might  l  western  unions.  The  guardians  are  making 
exist  in  other  counties  and  amongst  tho  ,  strenuous  exertions  to  avoid  the  necessity  of  out- 
agricultural  interest  generally.  He  be- 1  ^°^^ /^"«^\^  ^°  KiUarney,  beside  the  ordinaiy 
i.^j.i.i         j».  "^j  ^    workhouse,  there  are  no  less  than  eleven  auxili- 

lieved  that  where  distress  occurred  amongst  I  ^ry  establishments,  in  which  there  are  4.873  pau- 
the  labouring  agricultural  inhabitants  in  ■  pers.  Another  cause  of  the  extent  of  pauperism 
other  places,  it  resulted  in  many  instances  arises  from  the  great  number  of  helpless  people, 
from  a  redundancy  of  the  population,  and 
the  existence  of  abuses  in  tho  administra- 
tion of  the  poor-law  system. 

The  Marquess  of  GRANBY :  Sir,  I 
am  anxious  to  offer  a  few  remarks  to  the 
House  on  the  vote  which  it  will  be  my 
duty  to  give  on  the  present  occasion.  I 
confess  I  am  not  surprised  at  the  Motion 
made  by  the  hon.  Member  for  West  Glou- 


chiefly  women  and  children,  left  behind  by  able- 
bodied  men  who  are  emigrating  to  America." 

There  are  various  other  extracts  of  the 
same  character,  with  which  I  shall  not 
trouble  tho  House  at  present.  The  noble 
Lord  at  the  head  of  tho  Government  said 
he  was  obliged  to  bring  forward  his  mea- 
sure for  the  increase  of  the  elective  fran- 
chbe  in  Ireland  because  the  number  of 
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electors  had  so  greatly  decreased  in  that 
island.  My  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Buckinghamshire,  however,  told  the  noble 
Lord,  and  told  him  truly,  that  it  would 
have  been  much  more  statesmanlike  on 
the  part  of  the  noble  Lord,  if,  instead  of 
lowering  the  franchise,  he  had  introduced 
measures  which  would  raise  the  people  of 
Ireland  to  the  franchise — if,  instead  of 
levelling  the  franchise  to  the  pauperism  of 
the  country,  he  had  raised  the  pauperism 
of  the  country  to  the  franchise.  And  I 
confess  I  think  that  a  more  statesmanlike 
view  than  that  which  was  taken  by  the 
noble  Lord.  But  with  respect  to  this 
country,  the  distress  is  not  confined  to  the 
tenant-farmers,  notwithstanding  what  the 
hon.  Member  who  has  last  spoken  said  on 
that  subject.  The  hon.  Member  men- 
tioned that  the  condition  of  the  agricultu- 
ral labourers  was  not  a  depressed  one. 
[Mr.  Slaney  said,  he  had  spoken  of  those 
in  the  southern  districts,  with  which  he 
was  acquainted.]  I  can  speak,  however, 
of  the  condition  of  the  midland  counties, 
and  they  are  suffering,  although  the  south- 
em,  perhaps,  might  not  be  suffering  so 
much.  I  hope,  therefore,  that  the  hon. 
Member  will  not  refuse  to  vote  for  the 
Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  West  Glou- 
cestershire. I  can  state  that  the  weekly 
average  rate  of  wages  in  some  districts  is 
not  more  than  is.  6d.  I  regret  I  have 
not  the  documents  to  prove  this  at  present 
by  me;  but  I  can  assure  the  House  the 
case  is  so,  and  it  may  rely  on  what  I  say. 
But  the  distress  prevailing  here  was  not 
confined  to  one  class  alone — it  pervaded 
many  others.  It  was  only  this  morning  I 
saw  in  the  Morning  Chronicle  the  follow- 
ing statement,  to  which  I  will  take  the 
liberty  of  calling  the  attention  of  the 
House.  There  has  been  a  society  estab- 
lished for  the  relief  of  the  distressed 
needlewomen  of  this  metropolis.  It  was 
founded  in  1844,  and  amongst  its  objects 
were— 

"  to  provide  employment  for  such  needlewomen 
as  might  be  out  of  work,  by  supplying  them  with 
materials  for  articles  of  coarse  clothing,  to  bo 
divided  amongst  tho  subscribers  for  distribution 
amongst  poor  persons  ;  to  procure  instruction  in 
needlework  for  women  who  are  not  efiScicnt  at 
their  business,  and  to  teach  those  who  are  ca- 
pable of  learning,  and  who  merit  such  an  advan- 
tage, certain  descriptions  of  needlework  which 
tho  women  of  London,  from  want  of  means  of 
learning,  are  incapable  of  executing,  and  the 
materials  for  which,  made  in  England,  are  now 
sent  abroad  to  be  manufactured  by  foreigners  for 
sale  in  this  country.** 

Kowy  the  only  way  in  which  yoa  can  really 


find  relief  for  these  people,  is  by  endea- 
vouring to  find  them  plenty  of  employ- 
ment, and  at  fair  wages,  at  home.  But 
what  is  the  state  of  this  particular  sort  of 
business  ?  1  find,  by  the  last  return  from 
the  Board  of  Trade,  that  for  the  three 
months  ending  in  April,  1849,  the  amount 
of  embroidered  and  needlework  goods  im- 
ported into  this  country  was  36,185/., 
while  for  the  three  corresponding  months 
of  the  present  year  it  has*  reached  no 
less  than  67,955/.,  or  nearly  doubled. 
The  labouring  classes  in  the  country  are 
beginning  to  feel  tho  effect  of  your 
free-trade  measures — they  are  beginning 
to  find  out  that  cheapness  does  not  always, 
nor  indeed  generally,  mean  plenty;  and 
they  are  beginning  to  discover  that  compe- 
tion  does  not  mean  prosperity.  Not  only 
the  labouring  classes,  but  even  the  manu- 
facturers themselves,  are  beginning  to  feel 
the  pressure  and  impolicy  of  free-trade 
measures.  It  has  been  said,  and  said 
truly,  this  evening,  that  the  prosperity  of 
the  agricultural  districts  depends  upon  that 
of  the  manufacturing  districts.  I  fully 
admit  the  proposition,  but  at  the  same  time 
I  hold  that  the  converse  is  equally  true 
and  tenable;  and  that  the  prosperity  of  the 
manufacturing  depends  also  on  that  of  the 
agricultural.  And  I  am  convinced  that 
the  manufacturers  themselves  are  begin- 
ning to  entertain  that  opinion  also;  they 
find  that  though  by  your  free- trade  mea- 
sures the  exports  may  be  increased,  at  the 
same  time  the  home  demand  for  their  goods 
is  diminished.  They  are  also  beginning  to 
find  out  that  the  home  market  is  not  only 
the  largest  and  the  most  important  one, 
but  that  it  is  also  the  most  secure  one. 
We  have  heard  this  evening  that  we  must 
keep  up  our  hopes,  for  that  the  prices  of 
corn  have  been  recently  rising  some  cigh- 
teenpence  a  barrel  one  week,  and  sixpence, 
perhaps,  another.  And  this  has  been  held 
out  to  us  as  a  reason  why  wo  should  look 
to  the  future  with  more  hope,  and  that 
farmers  may  expect  the  time  will  soon  come 
when  prices  will  be  a  great  deal  better 
than  they  are  now.  Now,  with  respect  to 
tins  great  anticipation,  I  will  only  say,  I 
find  by  the  Times  newspaper  that  the  aver- 
age price  of  corn  all  over  the  united  king- 
dom for  the  week  ending  May  4,  1850, 
was  36^.,  and  if  you  think  that  this  littlo 
rise  of  6d.,  1*.,  or  Is,  6d,,  will  be  of  any 
advantage  to  the  farmers,  I  can  only  reply 
that  it  appears  to  me  to  be  perfectly  ludi- 
crous to  talk  in  such  a  way.  £ut  what  is 
the  language  of  Her  Majesty's  present 
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Government  ?  How  do  they  defend  their 
free- trade  measures  now?  Do  they  say 
their  object  has  been  gained  ?  The  object 
of  free  trade  had  been  to  reduce  prices  to 
the  lowest  possible  amount.  We  wanted 
cheapness,  and  we  got  it.  No,  they  do 
not  say  so.  They  admit  that  great  dis- 
tress prevails,  and  that  many  farmers  will 
be  ruined.  The  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of 
the  Government  said  he  was  aware  that 
the  suffering  which  existed  was  partly  at- 
tributable to  recent  changes  in  the  com- 
mercial laws  of  this  country;  and  acknow- 
ledged that  he  had  heard  from  various  parts 
of  the  country  that  suffering  did  exist. 
The  object  of  the  Government  now  is  to 
show  that  at  some  distant,  unmentioned, 
and  imaginary  period,  prices  are  likely  to 
rise.  Does  not  the  Government  know  that 
the  only  hope  of  their  free-trade  measures 
was,  that  at  some  future  day  they  would 
he  inoperative?  I  say,  therefore,  that 
under  all  the  circumstances  of  the  present 
case,  I  am  not  astonished  at  the  Motion 
which  has  this  night  been  brought  forward 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  West  Gloucester- 
shire. I  look  upon  the  admission  made  by 
Government,  that  the  distress  which  now 
prevails  is  great — that  this  is  an  experi- 
ment which  we  are  trying — I  look  upon 
the  admission  made  by  the  noble  Lord  at 
the  head  of  the  Government — by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, and  by  a  noble  Lord  in  another 
place,  as  a  ripple  upon  the  wave,  caused 
by  the  alteration  of  the  wind  in  the  political 
horizon;  and  I  look  upon  this  Motion, 
which  has  led  to  a  discussion  upon  protec- 
tion to-night,  as  a  wave  that  has  broken 
from  the  opposite  side  of  the  House,  and 
which  is  but  the  precursor  of  the  storm 
which  is  shortly  to  arise.  It  has  been  said 
that  we  have  brought  forward  no  substan- 
tive Motion  on  this  subject.  I  think  the 
reply  of  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Buckinghamshire  to  that  taunt  was 
simple,  plain,  and  emphatic.  He  said  that 
in  the  present  spirit  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, and  with  the  temper  of  the  present 
Government,  and  seeing  that  from  the  com- 
mencement of  the  present  Session,  as  well 
as  from  the  insult  offered  the  agricultural 
classes  in  the  Speech  from  the  Throne — 
seeing  also  the  reception  they  had  received 
from  the  noble  Lord  in  Downing-street, 
my  hon.  Friend  had  no  right  to  suppose 
that  the  present  House  would  give  its  sanc- 
tion to  any  alteration  in  the  present  law  ; 
more  especially  when  he  remembered  the 
fate    of  hift    very   moderate    proposition 


for  a  revision  of  the  poor-law,  and  for 
placing  part  of  the  present  agricultural 
burdens  on  the  Consolidated  Fund;  and 
also  the  fate  of  the  Motion  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Oxfordshire.  I  think  my  hon. 
Friend  was  perfectly  right  in  not  bringing 
forward  any  distinct  proposition  on  thia 
question,  and  that  he  should  reserve  to 
himself  the  discretion  of  choosing  the  time 
when  he  might  do  so.  For  my  own  part, 
I  rest  my  reliance  for  the  reversal  of  the 
present  system,  not  on  any  revision  which 
may  be  entered  upon  by  the  existing  House 
of  Commons,  but  on  the  force  of  public 
opinion  out  of  doors.  I  do  rely  on  the 
force  of  public  opinion  abroad  acting  on 
the  various  Members  within  this  House. 
I  rely  on  that,  and  not  upon  any  proposi- 
tion which  one  hon.  Member  or  another 
may  bring  forward  in  Parliament.  What, 
then,  is  the  condition  in  which  we  now 
stand  ?  Being  fully  convinced  that,  sooner 
or  later — it  may  be  to-day,  or  to-morrow, 
or  a  month  hence — public  opinion  will  force 
upon  you  the  reversal  of  that  policy  you 
have  pursued — seeing  that  the  distress  in 
the  agricultural  districts  is  so  great  and 
acknowledged,  and  that  the  Government 
refuses  to  listen  to  any  moderate  propo- 
sition made  from  this  side  of  the  House, 
and  seeing  the  purport  of  the  Motion  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  West  Gloucester- 
shire, I,  for  one,  cannot  vote  against  the 
proposition  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  oppo- 
site. 

Sir  B.  HALL  did  not  intend  to  occupy 
the  time  of  the  House;  but  it  was  utterly 
impossible  for  him  to  avoid  taking  the  op- 
portunity of  calling  their  attention  to  the 
circumstances  in  which  they  were  placed 
with  reference  to  the  very  serious  subject 
under  their  consideration.  If  it  were  pos- 
sible to  suppose  that  any  person,  not  a 
Member  of  the  House,  could  come  in  that 
evening  and  ask  what  was  the  subject 
under  discussion,  and  be  told  that  it  was 
the  groat  question  of  the  corn  laws,  about 
which  so  much  had  been  heard  out  of  the 
House,  would  he  not  be  struck  with  some 
degree  of  astonishment  at  the  very  little 
interest  that  was  taken  upon  the  subject 
within  its  walls  ?  And  that  same  stranger 
— whom  it  was  impossible  to  suppose  could 
be  present — might  very  naturally  have 
asked  on  which  side  sat  the  protectionists; 
while  he  might  drawn  his  own  conclusion 
that  they  sat  on  the  right  hand  instead  of 
the  left  of  the  Speaker,  because  the  ma- 
jority had  certainly  throughout  the  even- 
ing been  on  that  (the  right  side  of  the 
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House;  and  it  might  naturally  be  supposed 
that  those  who  had  taken  so  great  an  in- 
terest in  the  question  out  of  the  House, 
would  have  come  down  in  large  numbers 
to  look  to  the  interests  of  agriculture  in  it, 
and  thus  have  formed  the  most  numerous 
body.  But  so  far  from  that  being  the  case, 
he  had  observed  that  when  the  three  Gen- 
tlemen who  had  spoken  from  the  protec- 
tionist side,  namely,  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  Lincoln,  the  hon.  Member  for 
East  Kent,  and  the  noble  Lord  who  had 
just  sat  down,  were  addressing  the  House, 
the  largest  number  of  Members  on  their 
own  side  had  been  27,  and  the  smallest 
17.     Such  was  the  fact;  and  he  asked, 
if  it  was  not  a  perfect  farce  to  go  among 
the  people  during  the  recess,  stimulating 
their  minds,  and  dissatisfying  them  with 
the  state  of  the  law,  calling  themselves  the 
farmers'  friends,  and  the  only  advocates  of 
their  interests — and  then  out  of  200  or  300 
having  seats  in  that  House,  only  from  17 
to  27  to  come  down  on  an  occasion  like 
the  present  to  advocate  the  interests  of 
those  deluded  beings  who  had  been  led  to 
look  upon  them  as  their  only  defenders. 
He  said  it  was  a  farce  and  a  delusion,  and 
he  was  certain  that  if  the  Gentlemen  who 
belonged  to  what  was  called  the  Manches- 
ter school  had  taken  a  similar  course  out 
of  the  House,  and  not  come  down  to  pro- 
mote their  measures  within  its  walls,  they 
would  have  been,  in  no  measured  terms, 
assailed  with  censure  by  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite.     He  asked  why  they  stimulated 
the  minds  of  the  people  out  of  doors,  mak- 
ing them  discontented  with  the  law,  and 
telling  them   that    they  alone  were  the 
friends  of  the  people,  and  yet  had  not  the 
moral  courage  to  bring  forward  their  pro- 
positions when  Parliament  met?  And  when 
their  great  question  was  brought  forward, 
who  was  it  that  did  so  ?     The  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  Stamford  said,  he  was  glad 
to  see  that  the  first  political  wave  that  had 
proceeded  in  that  direction  had  come  from 
the  Ministerial  side  of  the  House.     [The 
Marquess  of  Granbt  had  said,  that  it  was 
the  first  wave  from  the  Ministerial  side  of 
the  House.]     He  thought  that  was  very 
much  the  same  thing,  for  no  waves  what- 
ever had  proceeded  from  the  other  side. 
The  farmers  found  there  was  such  a  calm 
on  the  protectionist  side   of  the  House, 
that  not  even  the  least  ripple  was  to  be 
seen  on  the  surface  of  that  political  sea; 
and  at  last  they  had  to  thank  the  hon. 
Member  for  West  Gloucestershire  for  hav- 
ing brooght  forwi^d  the  questicm  in  which 


they  felt  so  deep  an  interest.    He  repeated 
that  it  was  a  farce  and  a  mockery  for  Gen- 
tlemen during  the  recess  to  say  all  they 
had  been  saying  to  their  constituents,  and 
then  allow  three  years  of  this  Parliament 
to  go  on  without  even  daring  to  bring  for- 
ward this  measure.  ['*  Hear,  hear !  '  j    He 
had  used  the  word  **  daring;*'  for  if  a  man 
said  a  thing  out  of  doors,  he  ought  to  have 
the  moral  courage  to  say  it  also  in  the 
House.     What  would  be  thought,  for  ex- 
ample, of  the  metropolitan  Members  who 
out  of  doors  advised  their  constituents  to 
petition  for  the  repeal  of  the  Mrindow  tax, 
but  after  all  took  no  steps  in  the  House  to 
carry  that  object  ?  yet  Gentlemen  on  the 
other  side  went  among  their  constituents 
promising  to  do  all  in  their  power  to  obtain 
for  them  the  repeal  of  the  laws  which  took 
away  protection,  and  then  allowed  Session 
after  Session  to  pass  without  bringing  the 
question  forward.     He  would  just  mention 
a  parallel  case — namely,  the  agitation  for 
the  repeal  of  the  legislative  union  between 
England  and  Ireland.     The  conduct  of  the 
protectionists  ran  pari  passu  with  that  of 
the  repealers.      The   agitators   professed 
that  repeal  was  everything  to  them  and  to 
their  country;  but  did  they  bring  it  for- 
ward ?     In  1833  it  was  brought  forward, 
but  from  that  time  to  the  year  1848  not 
one   Gentleman   who  was  a  member   of 
Conciliation-hall   ever   mooted   the    ques- 
tion in  Parliament.    By  whom  was  it  then 
brought  forward  ?     Not  by  a  member  of 
the   Repeal  Association,  but   by  a  Gen- 
tleman  who    was   perfectly    at    variance 
with    the    members    of    that    assembly. 
The  present  question  was  now  introduced 
to  the  House  in  exactly  the  same  man- 
ner.    [Laughter,]     Hon.  Gentlemen  op- 
posite might  laugh;  but  the   cases  were 
precisely  similar,  and  he  pointed   it   out 
in  order  to  show  that  hon.  Members  were 
not  prepared  to  say  in  that  House,  that 
which    they  were    constantly  saying   out 
of  doors.       He   said   this  advisedly  and 
deliberately,  and  he  used  the  expression 
in   this   sense — that  hon.  Gentlemen   on 
the   Opposition   benches    had    given   the 
people  out  of   doors  to  understand   that 
they  would  bring  forward  this  question, 
[**  No,  no!"]     Then,  why  did  they  rouse 
up  the  people,  unless  it  were  for  some  de- 
finite object  ?     And  what  object  could  it 
be  but  the  amendment  of  the  laws  ?     And 
where  could  they  amend  the  laws,  unless 
upon  the  floor  of  that  House  by  fair  argu- 
ment ?  If,  indeed,  they  wished  to  do  it  other- 
wise, let  them  say  so.  But  the  Houaeof  Com- 
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mons  was  the  proper  place  where  the  sub- 
ject should  bo  brought  under  discussion  ; 
and  it  had  accordingly  been  brought  under 
discussion  that  night,  but  not  bj  the  wish 
or  desire  of  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  but 
by  his  hon.  Friend,  with  a  view  to  see  what 
was  the  real  opinion  of  the  House  on  the 
Bubject.  They  (the  protectionists)  could 
not  deny  the  fact,  that  when  the  question 
was  brought  forward  that  evening,  they 
could  not  muster  more  than  twenty-soyen 
Members;  and  if  he  (Sir  B.  Hall)  and  his 
hon.  Friends  had  chosen  to  have  walked 
out,  there  would  not  have  been  any  House 
at  all.  He  would  not  enter  upon  the  ques- 
tion itself.  He  would  only  say  that  he  was 
glad  that  an  opportunity  was  now  afforded 
for  testing  the  votes  of  hon.  Gentlemen  on 
the  opposite  side  of  the  House ;  and  he 
hoped  when  they  went  to  their  constituents 
again  and  told  them  that  they  intended 
bringing  forward  a  Motion  before  the 
House,  that  they  would  do  so,  and  not 
leave  it  for  a  Member  on  his  (Sir  B. 
Hall's)  side  of  the  House  to  do  it  for 
them. 

Mr.  miles  was  somewhat  surprised 
at  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  who 
had  just  sat  down.  He  charged  hon. 
Gentlemen  upon  his  (Mr.  Miles')  side  of 
the  House  with  inconsistency;  but  what 
ground  was  there  for  the  charge  ?  They 
were  accused  of  not  having  attended  in 
such  numbers  as  the  hon.  Baronet  could 
have  wished;  but  he  ought  to  recollect 
that  the  Motion  did  not  originate  with  pro- 
tectionists, but  from  the  free-trade  benches. 
What  the  party  to  which  he  (Mr.  Miles) 
had  the  honour  to  belong,  had  advocated, 
they  still  continued  to  advocate;  and  though 
there  might  be  waverings  and  vacillations 
on  the  bench  to  the  right  of  tho  chair, 
amongst  his  friends  there  was  a  concen- 
trated and  determined  feeling.  Every 
man  who  sat  near  him  had  stood  by  the 
principle  of  protection  through  ^vil  and 
through  good  report.  He  saw  no  reason, 
however  sincere  protectionists  might  be  in 
the  advocacy  of  their  ideas,  why  they 
should  obtrude  a  discussion  indiscreetly, 
inopportunely,  and  unadvisedly  upon  the 
House.  Tho  time  was  not  far  distant 
when  Parliament  would  listen  with  a  wil- 
ling and  an  eager  ear  to  the  doctrines  of 
protection,  and  when  a  British  public  would 
entertain  these  and  no  other.  There  was 
no  similarity  whatever  between  the  con- 
duct of  the  question  of  repeal  and  that  of 
Erotection.  The  question  of  the  com 
kwfl  had  been    argued    and  decided  in 


1846.  Since  then  there  had  been  a  new 
Parliament,  and  (there  was  no  denying  the 
fact)  a  majority  of  the  House  of  Commons 
had  been  returned  in  favour  of  free  trade. 
There  could  be  no  doubt  about  it.  The 
country  was  appealed  to,  and  had  given  a 
decision  in  favour  of  free  trade.  They 
must  wait  for  a  reaction.  [Ironical  cheer- 
ingA  Ay,  but  was  not  that  reaction 
quickly  coming  ?  Had  it  not  set  in  ? 
Look  to  the  agricultural  districts  in  Eng- 
land— look  to  Ireland — look  to  the  north 
of  Scotland.  The  north  of  Scotland  was, 
he  believed,  suffering  more  than  any  other 
portion  of  the  united  kingdom.  The  soil 
was  sterile — the  climate  unfavourable — the 
farmers  there  were  unable  to  grow  the 
finer  and  more  costly  produce,  but  gene- 
rally devoted  their  lands  to  the  pasture  of 
cattle  and  the  growth  of  oats.  Well,  but 
see  how  the  price  of  oats  and  cattle  had 
declined.  Under  the  fostering  care  of 
protection,  remunerating  prices  had  been 
obtained  for  the  produce  of  the  industry  of 
those  poor  people ;  but  under  the  present 
system  all  their  exertions  were  unavailing 
— the  foreigner  was  encouraged  to  under- 
sell them  in  their  own  market.  It  was  a 
well-known  fact  that  the  Scotch  banks 
were  in  the  habit  of  advancing  money  to 
the  agriculturists,  which  indeed  was  one 
of  the  causes  of  tho  prosperity  of  Scotch 
agriculturists  ;  but  he  had  been  informed, 
upon  such  authority  as  full  credence  might 
be  placed  in,  that  since  free  trade  came 
into  full  operation,  those  banks,  finding 
that  farmers  were  unable  to  meet  their 
demands,  had  called  in  capital  to  the 
extent  of  200,000/.  Now,  he  would  put 
it  to  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Tamworth,  if,  with  the  disadvantages  of 
climate,  soil,  and  withdrawal  of  capital, 
those  men  could  go  on  to  till  their  lands? 
From  the  information  which  had  reached 
him,  he  regretted  to  perceive  that  it  was 
not  the  agricultural  interest  alone  that  was 
suffering,  but  some  of  the  commercial  and 
manufacturing  classes  also;  and  he  greatly 
feared  that  free-traders  would  find,  in  tho 
general  depression  of  the  entire  population, 
the  injury  which  they  had  inflicted  upon 
the  consumer  at  home,  and  that  nothing 
could  be  expected  but  a  great  falling-on 
in  the  home  trade.  The  hon.  Baronet  tho 
Member  for  Marylebone  had,  in  terms 
vague  and  undefined,  spoken  of  certain 
promises  made  at  protectionist  meetings 
to  bring  the  question  before  Parliament. 
He  (Mr.  Miles)  had  read  reports  of  those 
meetbgs  in  the  public  papers,  and  must 
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gay  that  he  had  not  seen  it  stated  that  any 
hon.  Gentleman  had  expressed  his  inten- 
tion of  bringing  forward  during  the  pre- 
sent Session  any  Motion  having  for  its 
object  a  recurrence  to  protection.  The 
watchword  of  his  party  was,  *•  Bide  your 
time  ;*'  let  the  people  trust  in  them. 
[Laughter,]  Yes ;  let  the  people  have 
full  confidence  in  them,  that  they  would 
never  betray  their  principles,  that  they 
would  never  desert  the  cause  of  native 
industry,  but  that  they  were  resolved  upon 
not  damaging  their  cause  by  a  hasty  and 
ill-advised  course  ;  that  they  would  wait 
until  the  minds  of  the  British  people  be- 
came convinced  of  the  folly  and  fallacy  of 
the  free-trade  theories,  and  when  the  na- 
tional mind  had  constitutionally  declared 
itself  by  returning  to  another  Parliament 
a  majority  of  protectionists,  no  time  would 
be  lost  in  retracing  those  steps  and  re- 
Tersing  that  policy  which  had  already 
manifested  its  disastrous  effects  at  home 
as  well  as  in  our  colonies. 

Mr.  MITCHELL  perfectly  agreed  with 
the  hon.  Gentleman  who  had  just  resumed 
his  seat,  that  the  House  ought  not  to  legis- 
late for  any  one  particular  interest,  but  for 
the  general  interest  of  the  country,  and 
more  especially  for  the  interests  of  the 
operative  classes.  It  had  been  affirmed  that 
the  wages  of  the  agricultural  and  manufac- 
turing labourers  had  fallen  in  proportion  to 
the  reduction  in  the  price  of  bread;  but  he 
belieyed  it  could  be  shown  that,  since  the 
introduction  of  the  system  of  free  trade, 
the  consumption  of  bread  had  increased 
one-third.  How,  then,  could  wages  have 
decreased  in  proportion  to  the  price  of 
bread  if  there  had  been  an  increase  of  one- 
third  in  the  consumption  of  that  necessary 
of  life  ?  There  could  be  no  doubt  that  the 
facility  of  importation  of  com  had  caused 
prices  to  fall;  and  he  was  satisfied  that,  by 
the  lowering  of  price,  the  operative  popu- 
lation had  been  placed  in  far  more  favour- 
able circumstances  than  those  in  which 
they  had  lived  before  the  recent  measures 
of  legislation  were  enacted.  It  was  those 
measufes  which  had  kept  this  country  quiet 
for  the  last,  three  years,  and  had  conducted 
them  in  peace  through  all  the  commotions 
that  had  agitated  and  disturbed  almost 
every  other  portion  of  Europe.  It  was  said 
that  free  trade  had  induced  the  farmers  to 
sacrifice  their  property;  but  it  was  his 
opinion  that  the  farmers  had  submitted  to 
much  lower  prices  than  they  had  really 
any  occasion  to  do;  and  this  he  attributed 
la  a  great  measure^  if  not  altogether,  to 


the  language  which  had  been  held  to  them 
by  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite.  Some  of 
those  hon.  Gentlemen,  and  amongst  them 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Stamford, 
had  by  their  manner  of  argument  to  the 
agricultural  population,  induced  them  to 
make  a  sacrifice  in  selling  their  wheat  at 
35.  and  4^.  a  quarter  less  than  they  might 
have  got  for  it.  What  was  the  present 
state  of  the  com  market  ?  The  price  had 
increased  58,  a  quarter  within  the  last  fort- 
night. Was  that  owing  to  a  scarcity,  or 
to  an  unfavourable  state  of  the  weather  ? 
Not  at  all.  It  was  to  be  wholly  ascribed 
to  an  increased  consumption.  That  con- 
sumption had  been  so  great  that,  notwith- 
standing the  enormous  importation  of  fo- 
reign corn,  the  stocks  in  this  country  were 
now  reduced  almost  lower  than  they  were 
ever  before  known  to  be  at  this  time  of  the 
year.  Indeed,  his  own  impression  was, 
that  prices  would  gradually  increase,  and. 
that  so  far  from  any  reaction  from  the  pre- 
sent prices  taking  place,  the  probability 
was  that  they  would  have  prices  2s.  or  3s. 
higher  rather  than  lower — in  point  of  fact, 
that  the  average  would  be  somewhat  about 
45s.  a  quarter.  Now,  taking  the  compa- 
rative prices  of  all  other  articles  into  con- 
sideration, he  considered  that  that  was  a 
price  at  which  a  British  farmer  ought  to 
be  satisfied  to  sell  his  com  when  he  had  a 
good  crop.  Looking  at  the  diminution  of 
the  prices  of  manufactures,  of  sugar,  of 
tea,  and  the  various  other  articles  of  con- 
sumption in  this  country,  he  considered 
that  the  farmer  was  now  better  off,  when 
selling  his  wheat  at  45s.  a  quarter,  than 
he  was  twenty  years  ago  when  he  sold  it  at 
60s.  a  quarter.  Therefore,  at  the  price 
which,  in  all  probability,  he  would  ulti- 
mately realise,  the  farmer  had  no  reason 
to  complain.  But  if  he  chose  to  allow 
himself  to  be  induced  by  the  vaticinations 
of  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  to  sell  his  wheat 
at  35s.,  then  he  had  no  one  to  blame  but 
himself.  Among  the  hon.  Gentlemen  who 
had  been  instrumental  in  producing  this 
effect  on  the  minds  of  the  farmers,  was  the 
hon.  Member  for  Wakefield,  in  respect  to 
whose  observations  with  regard  to  the 
market  price  of  wheat,  seeing  that  the  hon. 
Member  was  now  present,  he  (Mr.  Mit- 
chell) would  make  one  or  two  remarks. 
He  understood  the  hon.  Gentleman  on  a 
former  occasion  to  state  that  he  had  pur- 
chased 1,000  quarters  of  wheat  at  a  very 
low  price.  He  did  not  doubt  the  veracity 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman,  and  would  admit 
that  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  bought  1.000 
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quarters  of  wheat  at  the  low  price  which 
he  had  stated;  hut  what  were  the  facts  with 
regard  to  that  wheat  ?  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man did  not  tell  the  whole  truth.  Tlie 
wheat  which  the  hon.  Gentleman  hought 
was  not  Stettin  wheat,  it  was  not  wheat 
from  Pomerania — ^both  of  which  were  of 
very  good  quality  ;  but  it  was  Silesian 
wheat,  the  bad  condition  of  which  was  such 
that  there  was  very  considerable  risk  in 
transporting  it  to  this  country.  But  the 
hon.  Gentleman  made  no  admission  in  re- 
spect to  that  risk;  he  never  said  anything 
as  to  the  difficulty  of  its  importation  from 
the  Black  Sea.  But  it  was  sufficient  to 
say,  that  Silesian  wheat  was  a  very  infe- 
rior red  wheat,  and  which  was  subject  to 
very  great  risk  in  its  transmission  to  this 
country.  He  (Mr.  Mitchell)  further  un- 
derstood that  at  the  moment  that  very 
Silesian  wheat  was  imported  at  Hull,  red 
Rostock  wheat  was  sold  for  7«.  a  quarter 
more  than  the  hon.  Gentleman  could  ob- 
tain for  his  Silesian  wheat,  and  that  the 
average  price  of  red  English  wheat  was 
5«.  a  quarter  higher  than  he  could  get 
for  his  said  Silesian  com.  What  right, 
then,  had  the  hon.  Gentleman  to  come  to 
that  House,  and  talk  of  his  having  pur- 
chased foreign  wheat  at  a  very  low  price, 
and  to  frighten  the  English  farmers  into 
selling  their  wheat  at  a  sacrifice  ?  Surely 
one  who  so  acted  had  no  ground  for  as- 
suming to  be  the  farmer's  friend.  By  his 
statements,  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  been 
inducing  the  English  farmers  to  sell  their 
wheat  at  a  lower  price  than  they  had  any 
reason  to  do.  He  (Mr.  Mitchell)  was  glad 
to  see  the  recent  advances  which  had  taken 
place  in  the  price  of  wheat;  he  therefore 
deprecated  still  more  the  language  which 
the  hon.  Gentleman  had  used.  He  had 
now  given  the  hon.  Gentleman  an  op- 
portunity of  saying  whether  what  he 
(Mr.  Mitchell)  had  stated  was  correct  or 
not. 

Mr.  G.  SANDARS  said,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber who  had  just  sat  down  had  made  a 
most  unreasonable  and  uncalled-for  attack 
upon  him :  he  was  sure  the  House  would 
listen  to  him  whilst  he  replied  to  that  at- 
tack. The  hon.  Gentleman  had  just 
charged  him  with  having,  through  state- 
ments made  in  that  House  on  a  former 
oceasion,  caused  a  serious  and  uncalled- 
for  depression  in  the  prices  of  grain 
through  the  agricultural  districts  of  the 
country.  He  really  had  not  till  now  been 
aware  of  the  influence  he  possessed;  and 
he  should  still  have  been  incredulous  had 


not  the  hon.  Gentleman  declared  it  was 
so.  But  he  begged  to  assure  them  his 
only  object  in  giving  that  information  was 
to  lay  a  true  statement  of  facts  before  the 
House  and  the  country;  and  he  defied  the 
hon.  Gentleman  to  disprove  his  statements. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  had  referred  to  a 
certain  purchase  made  by  him  (Mr.  San- 
dars)  of  Stettin  wheat,  and  had  represented 
it  as  being  an  isolated  and  single  transac- 
tion. If  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  perused 
the  correspondence  published  in  the  news- 
papers, he  would  have  seen  that  it  was  not 
a  solitary  transaction,  but  that  several 
merchants  of  Mark-lane  had  purchased 
Stettin  wheat  at  the  same  period,  and  on 
equal  if  not  more  favourable  terms.  He 
knew  that  purchases  had  since  been  made 
at  even  lower  rates  than  the  cargo  now 
alluded  to.  But  the  hon.  Gentleman  said 
he  did  not  tell  the  whole  truth — that  it 
was  Silesian  wheat,  and  necessarily  of  infe- 
rior quality.  Now,  though  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman was  a  Russian  merchant,  he  was 
not  a  com  merchant.  [Mr.  Mitchell:  I 
have  imported  com.]  Then,  if  so,  it  was 
that  inferior  quality  of  Riga  or  Archangel 
wheat,  to  the  like  of  which  he  wished  to 
compare  his  Stettin  wheat ;  and  he  much 
doubted  if  the  hon.  Gentleman  could  tell 
the  difference  between  a  sample  of  Silesian 
wheat  and  a  sample  of  Pomeranian.  The 
order  which  he  (Mr.  Sandars)  had  sent  out 
was  published,  and  it  was  for  the  best 
quality  of  red  Stettin  wheat.  He  men- 
tioned nothing  about  Silesian;  it  was  an 
order  for  Settin  wheat  Gllbs.  to  62 lbs.  to 
the  bushel,  and  he  would  leave  it  to  any 
person  connected  with  the  trade  to  say  if 
yellow  wheat  of  61  lbs.  to  62  lbs.  a  bushel 
from  Stettin  was  not  of  the  best  quality. 
He  had  full  confidence  in  the  merchant  to 
whom  he  had  sent  the  order,  and  he  per- 
formed it  to  his  satisfaction.  He  had  im- 
ported many  cargoes  of  Silesian  wheat, 
but  he  never  had  a  cargo  in  the  condition 
to  which  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  alluded. 
When  the  wheat  arrived,  its  value  in  Wake- 
field market  was  from  37«.  to  38f .  If  the 
hon.  Gentleman  referred  to  the  quotations 
at  that  time  in  that  market,  he  would  find 
that  the  top  quotation  was  38«.  to  40s,  for 
the  very  finest  qualities  of  English  wheat. 
When  he  said  finest  quality  of  English 
wheat,  he  did  not  mean  to  refer  to  white 
wheat.  The  quality  of  the  Silesian  was  a 
fine  yellow  wheat,  and  highly  esteemed  in 
the  Yorkshire  market.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man said  the  farmers  had  submitted  to  a 
sacrifice;  and  no  doubt  he  like  other  free- 
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traders,  was  disappointed  in  the  result 
that  had  taken  place.  It  was  found  by 
experience  that  prices  were  much  lower 
than  they  expected.  He  would  read  to 
the  House  a  quotation  from  ar^peech  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman.  It  was  made  in  the 
month  of  last  J  uly,  and  he  then  said — 

"  There  was  a  prospect  of  an  abundant  harrcst, 
and  if  the  fiirmers  got  from  45«.  to  BOs.  a  quarter, 
of  which  there  was  every  prospect,  they  would  be 
better  off  than  they  had  been  in  any  year  of  pro- 
tection." 

The  hon.  Gentleman  had  also  made  an 
ohsenration  which  certainly  deserved  some 
notice;  it  was  that  the  consumption  of 
wheat  had  increased  one-third  under  free 
trade.  A  more  preposterous  statement 
than  that,  he  (Mr.  Sandars)  could  scarcely 
conceive.  From  whence  had  this  increased 
quantity  of  one-third  been  obtained  ?  Dur- 
ing the  last  year  they  had  imported  about 
5,600,000  quarters  of  wheat,  the  total 
consumption  of  the  country  having  been 
18,000,000  or  20,000,000  quarters.  The 
hon.  Member  appeared  to  have  left  en- 
tirely out  of  his  calculation  the  fact  that 
the  harvest  of  1848  had  been  a  defective 
one,  and  that  2,000,000  or  3,000,000 
quarters  at  least  were  required  to  make 
up  the  deficiency.  He  had  also  not  taken 
into  account  the  quantity,  amounting  at 
least  to  600,000  quarters,  which  had  been 
exported  to  Ireland  in  that  year,  and  the 
additional  quantity  required  in  that  coun- 
try in  consequence  of  the  failure  of  the 
potato  crops.  Altogether,  at  least  4,000,000 
to  5,000,000  quarters  were  required  to 
make  up  the  deficiency;  and  it  was  a  great 
mistake,  therefore,  to  suppose  that  the 
5,600,000  quarters  which  had  been  thus 
imported  had  been  owing  to  the  increased 
consumption  of  the  country,  while  it  had, 
in  fact,  only  been  imported  for  the  purpose 
of  supplying  the  deficiency  of  the  previous 
harvest;  and  it  was  fortunate  that  they 
were  able  to  obtain  so  large  a  quantity. 
But  what  was  the  quantity  which  would, 
in  all  probability,  be  imported  for  the 
years  1849-50?  He  found,  by  a  re- 
turn recently  laid  before  Parliament, 
that  the  quantity  of  wheat  imported  dur- 
ing the  six  months  ending  5th  of  April 
last  was  1,401,000  quarters,  as  com- 
pared with  2,994,000  quarters  in  the  cor- 
responding period  of  the  previous  year. 
And  if  they  were  to  go  on  at  that  rate  for 
the  remainder  of  the  present  year,  they 
would  import,  not  6,000,000,  but  2,800,000 
of  quarters  only.  The  hon.  Memher  for 
Paisley  had  stated  that  wheat  oould  not 


be  imported  from  America  under  45$.  per 
quarter.  Such,  however,  was  not  always 
the  case,  for  wheat  had  been  imported  into 
this  country  from  New  York  and  New  Or- 
leans at  prices  considerably  under  that;  and 
it  was  only  in  consequence  of  the  stocks  of 
wheat  being  lower  there  than  usual,  that 
it  was  not  now  imported  at  less.  Returns 
had  been  laid  before  Parliament,  on  the 
Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Shrews- 
bury, which  gave  the  prices  of  wheat  in 
the  continental  ports  and  in  America  for 
several  years  past ;  and  it  would  be  found, 
upon  reference  to  that  return,  that  in  1844 
the  prices  at  New  Orleans  ranged  from 
Us.  to  30«.,  and  in  1840  from  23<.  6d.  to 
Sis.  The  freight  and  charges,  when  added 
to  those  sums,  would  give  a  very  different 
result  from  that  mentioned  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Paisley.  In  Prussia  Proper, 
for  a  period  of  22  years,  from  1816  to  1837, 
wheat  had  been  2S$.  9d.  ;  and  for  17 
years,  from  1820  to  1837,  only  25*.  5d; 
for  Dantzic,  for  the  same  period,  only 
25s.  4d.,  as  per  Mr.  Porter's  tables.  He 
was  surprised  that  his  former  statements 
relative  to  the  prices  wheat  had  been  sold 
at  in  Pomeranian  ports  should  have  been 
doubted :  did  the  hon.  Gentleman  know 
the  rates  at  which  wheats  had  been  selling 
in  the  English  markets  ?  He  would  state 
a  few  from  those  districts  he  was  best  ac- 
quainted with: — at  Boston  the  averages 
through  March  were  for  wheat,  34*.  5d. 
34«.  Qd.,  34:8.  lid.,  35s.  lOd.;  Oats, 
I2s.  I0d„  I2s.  5d.,  I3s.  3d.,  I2s.  lOd.; 
Beans,  22$.  6d.,  22s.  8d.,  22*.  7d., 
22*.  lid.  His  correspondent  said,  April 
12th  1850  —  "  Good  red  wheat  sold  on 
Wednesday  last,  61  to  62  lbs.,  at  31*.  to 
32*.,  and  fine  63  lbs.  yellow  up  to  34*." 
At  Wisbeach  the  average  prices  of  wheat 
through  March  and  April  ruled  from  34*. 
to  35*.  April  20th  a  correspondent  writes 
— **  Prices  to  the  farmers  for  62  lbs.  red 
wheat,  31*.  to  34*.  per  qr."  From  Spal- 
ding, April  17 — **  Good  red  wheat  was 
bought  yesterday  at  33*.  per  qr.  63  lbs. 
to  the  bushel,  to  the  farmers,  and  for  use- 
ful coarser  quality,  31*.,  61  lbs.  to  62  lbs. 
per  bushel;  oats  11*.  6d.  to  12*.*'  From 
Driffield,  May  4th — **  The  average  last 
week  was,  wheat,  32*.  6fd.;  oats,  11*.  4d.: 
this  week,  wheat,  33*.  lid.;  oats,  13*.'* 
Sales  of  good  wheat  were  also  made  at 
Stamford,  63  lbs.  at  32*.  7d.  per  qr.  in 
quantity.  He  could  give  numerous  other 
quotations  of  English  markets  to  show  the 
low  prices  at  which  English  wheat  had 
been  selling;  yet  hon.  Gentlemen  appeared 
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to  be  surprised,  and  doubted  tbe  truth  of 
statements,  quoting  similar  rates  for  foreign 
wheat:  sureij  our  merchants  were  not 
going  to  pay  the  foreigner  more  for  his 
corn  than  thej  could  buy  it  for  at  home. 
We  had  a  return  of  the  exports  of  corn 
from  Galatz  and  Ibraiia.  In  Wallachia 
they  amounted  for  some  four  or  five  years 
past  to  upwards  of  1 ,200,000  qrs.  per  an- 
num, though  for  some  ten  years  previous 
they  had  only  averaged  some  300  qrs.  per 
annum.  He  remembered  that,  in  1846,  a 
large  cargo  of  wheat  arrived  at  Goole,  in 
Yorkshire,  from  Ibraiia,  which  had  cost 
only  9s,  a  quarter,  and,  with  freight  at 
8«.  6(2.  was  delivered  under  205.  Now,  in 
a  work  which  was  published  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Wcstbury,  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man said — 

*'  He  would  take  52$.  2d.  to  be  the  proper  price 
of  wheat ;  and  it  waB  therefore  clear,  that  what- 
ever was  the  average  price,  if  it  were  above  528, 2d. 
the  fanner  gained  so  much  extra  profit,  and  if  it 
were  under  that  amount  he  suflbred  so  much  extra 
loss." 

He  (Mr.  Sandars)  was  afraid  that  the  ba- 
lance was  on  the  wrong  side  now.  But 
the  hon.  Member  for  Wesbury  went  on  to 
say— 

"  That  while  incalculable  benefit  would  arise 
to  the  manu&cturing  interests  and  the  working 
classes  generally  from  the  adoption  of  free  trade 
in  com,  nothing  was  more  erroneous  than  to  sup- 
pose that  the  price  of  provisions  or  labour  would 
be  cheapened  thereby;  but  the  consequence  would 
be,  by  continued  prosperity,  to  provide  higher 
rates  of  each." 

He  was  sorry  the  opinion  of  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman so  far  had  not  been  carried  out. 
He  could  not  agree  with  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  mover  of  the  Resolution,  that  it 
was  desirable  to  bring  this  question  before 
the  House  at  the  present  time.  He  under- 
stood the' hon.  Gentleman  to  say  that  the 
present  system  had  been  tried  three  years, 
and  therefore  long  enough;  but  he  must 
remember  that  although  the  Act  was 
passed  in  1846  it  did  not  come  into 
operation  until  February,  1849.  Up  to 
that  time  there  was  a  sliding-scale;  and 
the  present  system,  therefore,  as  he 
conceived,  had  been  in  operation  only  fif- 
teen months.  Much  had  been  said  in 
that  debate  as  to  the  prices  of  1835. 
Hon.  Gentlemen  should  remember  that 
there  was  a  great  difference  between 
the  prices  of  1835  and  of  the  present 
time  as  to  other  descriptions  of  grain 
than  wheat.  If  they  took  wheat,  the  dif- 
ference of  price  was  not  very  much;  but 
if  thej  took  other  descriptions  of  grain. 


they  would  see  a  very  wide  distinction.  In 
1835  the  average  price  of  wheat  was  39s, 
4d,  Last  six  weeks  of  1850  wheat  was 
37^.  Sd.;  difference.  Is,  8d.;  barley,  1850, 
228.  9d„  1835,  29*.  lid.,  difference,  7s. 
2d,;  oats,  1850,  15».,  1835,  22s.  Id.,  dif- 
ference,  Ts.  Id,;  rye,  1850,  2ls.  2d„  1835, 
dOs,  4d.,  difference,  9s.  2d.;  beans,  1850, 
23«.  9d.,  1835,  36«.  lid.,  difference,  13«. 
2d.;  peas,  1850,  25*.  Id.,  1835,  36s.  6d.. 
difference,  11^.  5d,  These  low  prices 
arose  from  our  large  production;  that  year 
being  considerably  above  an  average,  and 
the  three  preceding  years  were  full  averages. 
In  1849  the  crop  was  large;  but  it  was 
preceded  by  a  deficient  crop;  and  there- 
fore the  farmers  were  less  able  to  bear  the 
present  low  prices.  He  wished  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  the  system  of 
averages  as  made  up  in  this  country;  they 
did  not  fairly  represent  the  prices  the  farmer 
received  for  his  produce,  as  it  was  returned 
over  and  over  with  an  accumulation  of 
freight  and  charges.  For  instance  the 
averages  were — 

General  Average.  London  Average. 

March  22    38t,    Id 428,    6d. 

April     5    3l8,    9d 42i.  lOd. 

April    29    37*.  lOd 42«.    2d, 

May     13    30«.  lid 41t.    4d.    , 

Or  a  difference  of  is.  to  5s,  per  quarter, 
and  he  believed  the  general  average,  if 
taken  fairly  from  the  growers  alone,  would 
not  now  be  above  35s.  in  place  of  368.  lid. 
He  should  advise  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  to 
take  this  question  into  his  early  considera- 
tion, with  a  view  of  having  the  returns 
made  from  the  growers  or  producers  only, 
and  that  he  would  also  turn  his  attention 
to  a  system  of  agricultural  statistics.  It 
was  a  disgrace  to  this  country  and  this 
age  that  we  had  no  means  of  testing  our 
yearly  produce  and  consumption  of  grain. 
Statements  had  been  made  of  the  small- 
ness  of  our  stacks  of  wheat  out  of  the 
farmers*  hands.  The  noble  Lord  the  Pre- 
sident of  the  Council  had  said  the  other 
day,  that  the  stock  of  foreign  wheat  in  the 
country  was  only  242,000  qrs.:  this  was  a 
great  mistake.  The  stock  in  London  alone 
amounted  to  fully  this.  In  Liverpool  it 
was  considerable;  and  in  Wakefield  and 
Leeds  alone  it  amounted  to  120,000  qrs.; 
and  take  this  country  at  large,  he  believed 
it  amounted  to  near,  if  not  quite,  one  mil- 
lion of  quarters.  There  was  one  further 
point  to  which  he  wished  to  refer  in  con- 
nexion with  this  subject,  and  that  was  the 
danger  which,  in  his  opinion,  arose  from 


57 


Por^gn 


\UktU] 


Corn, 


S& 


an  extreme  reliance  upon  foreign  supplies 
of  wheat  in  cases  of  deficient  harvests  at 
home.  The  great  hulk  of  the  supply  of 
foreign  wheat  was  ohtained  from  European 
ports.  It  appears  that  during  the  last 
year  there  had  heen  imported  from  Rus- 
sian ports  550,000  quarters;  from  Den- 
mark, 243,000  quarters;  Pi-ussia,  618,000; 
Holland,  Belgium,  and  the  Hanseatic  towns, 
ahout  1,000,000  quarters;  from  France, 
730,000  quarters;  America  617,000  quar- 
ters; and  from  all  other  parts  of  the  world 
only  418,000  quarters.  When  deficient 
harvests  occurred  in  this  country,  a  similar 
deficiency  usually  prevailed  in  the  conti- 
nental nations  of  Europe;  the  case  was  not 
so,  however,  with  America,  and  drawing 
as  we  did  our  chief  supplies  from  Europe, 
he  could  hut  apprehend  serious  difficulties, 
if  not  famine  prices,  in  periods  of  deficiency 
at  home  from  our  relying  to  a  great  extent 
upon  foreign  supplies.  As  to  what  might 
he  considered  the  natural  price  of  wheat 
under  the  free- trade  system,  some  differ- 
ences of  opinion  appeared  to  prevail.  He 
had  taken  some  pains  to  procure  correct 
information  on  this  point,  hy  correspon- 
dence with  com  merchants  in  the  principal 
ports  of  Europe,  and  the  result  was,  that 
at  35#.  per  quarter  here,  we  might  expect 
considerahle  supplies  of  foreign  wheat.  It 
would  he  produced  and  shipped  F.  0.  B.  at 
28«.  to  30<.  per  quarter,  and  with  5s»  to 
6«.  per  quarter  freight  and  expenses,  deli- 
vered at  the  ports  of  this  country.  He 
would,  with  the  permission  of  the  House, 
read  to  it  a  letter  he  had  received  from  a 
merchant  of  high  standing  in  Prussia,  and 
one  who  was  high  in  the  confidence  of  the 
Government  of  that  country  : — 

"  Stettin,  April  4, 1850. 
"  The  main  question  is,  at  what  price  can  the 
&rmer  abroad  afford  to  sell  wheat,  and  what  does 
it  cost  the  farmer  at  homo?  I  am  not  able  to 
judge  of  the  latter ;  but  so  much  is  certain,  that 
Tou  cannot  grow  wheat  as  cheap  in  England  as  is 
the  case  on  the  Continent ;  and  I  have  therefore 
ever  been  of  opinion  that  you  ought  to  havo  re- 
tained a  moderate  duty,  of  perhaps  5s.  per  quarter, 
till  such  time  when  the  price  of  land,  rent,  taxes, 
labour,  Ac. ,  comes  more  to  a  level  (if  ever)  with 
other  countries;  and  I  have  no  doubt  that  the 
country  at  large  would  have  been  quite  as  satis- 
fied as  with  the  present  \b.  duty.  I  say  this,  not- 
withstanding I  adhere  to  the  principle  of  free  trade 
as  much  as  any  sensible  man  can  do,  and  I  found 
it  upon  the  conviction,  that  our  farmers  can  well 
afford  to  sell  at  prices  equal  to  29s.  and  39«.  per 
quarter,  free  on  board  ;  and  upon  the  belief  that  it 
will  be  found  similar  in  all  exporting  countries, 
say,  that  under  common  circumstances,  they  all 
can  grow,  or  afford  to  supply  you  considerably 
cheaper  than  England." 

Tbe  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  re- 


cently stated,  that  he  helieved  the  price 
would  range  at  hetween  45«.  and  50^.  per 
quarter :  in  his  (Mr.  Sandars')  opinion  it 
would  vary  from  35«.  to  40«.  Returns  re- 
cently laid  hefore  Parliament  showed  thai 
they  had  imported  under  the  5th  and  6th 
Vict.,  in  two  years,  400,000  quarters  of 
wheat,  which  paid  a  duty  of  20<.,  the 
average  price  of  which  must,  therefore, 
have  heen  under  50^.  With  respect  to  the 
Motion  hefore  the  House,  he  felt  himself 
placed  in  some  difficulty.  He  thought  it 
unwise  to  hring  forward  the  Motion  at  the 
present  time,  as  the  system  of  free  trade 
had  not  heen  in  operation  for  more  than 
fifteen  months.  He  had  pledged  himself 
that  he  would  give  free  trade  a  fair  trial, 
and  he  felt  hound  to  say  that,  in  his  opin« 
ion,  it  had  not  yet  received  that  fair  trial, 
and  he  did  not,  therefore,  feel  himself  in  a 
position  to  vote  for  the  Motion  of  the  hon. 
Memher  for  West  Gloucestershire. 

Mr.  J.  WILSON  said,  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man who  had  just  sat  down  had  referred  to 
an  opinion  of  his  (Mr.  Wilson's)  expressed  in 
a  publication  issued  in  1840,  and  in  refer- 
ring to  that  the  hon.  Memher  had  told  the 
House,  that  in  that  year  he  (Mr.  Wilson) 
had  mentioned  the  price  of  52«.  2d,  as 
heing  the  average  price  of  the  preceding 
seven  years — a  price  which  had  paid  the 
English  farmers,  and  which  would  prohahly 
continue  to  he  the  price  in  future  years. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  had  then  expressed 
his  regret,  that  the  experience  at  present 
did  not  justify  the  opinion  which  he  (Mr. 
Wilson)  had  put  upon  record  at  that  time. 
Now,  he  held  a  paper  in  his  hand,  from 
which  he  found  that,  taking  the  average 
price  of  the  last  seven  years,  and  compar- 
ing it  with  the  price  for  the  seven  years 
preceding  1840,  instead  of  its  heing  528* 
2d.,  it  was  53<.  per  quarter.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  also  said,  that  the  present 
average  price  was  hclow  the  average  in 
1840;  hut  it  should  he  rememhered  that 
the  seven  years  to  which  he  (Mr.  Wilson) 
had  referred  in  1840,  included  years  when 
the  price  of  wheat  was  lower  for  a  longer 
period  than  it  had  heen  at  any  period 
during  the  last  seven  years,  even  including 
the  present  year.  In  1835,  for  instance, 
for  a  period  of  thirty- six  weeks,  the  price 
of  wheat  was  under  40«.;  whereas  in  1849^ 
the  price  had  been  under  40*.  only  for  a 
period  of  sixteen  weeks.  Then  the  hon. 
Gentleman  went  on  to  quote  the  average 
price  of  barley  and  oats  at  that  time,  com- 
pared with  the  present,  but  fell  into  a 
great  fallacy,  because  at  the  former  time 
he  quoted  the  average  for  a  year,  and  a^ 
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the  preseni  time  quoted  the  average  for  the 
last  six  weeks  only  Let  him  quote  the  aver- 
age price  now  and  in  1835.  Last  year  the 
price  averaged  lOs,  higher  than  it  did  at 
the  present  moment;  and  therefore  it  was 
unfair  for  the  hon.  Gentleman  to  compare 
1835,  taking  its  low  and  high  price  toge- 
ther, with  the  price  at  the  present  moment. 
Then,  the  hon.  Gentleman  referred  to  the 
statements  he  had  made  in  the  House  and 
elsewhere  as  to  the  prices  at  which  he  had 
made  purchases.  He  (Mr.  Wilson)  had  no 
douht  that  whatever  the  hon.  Gentleman 
stated  as  regarded  his  purchases  was  true; 
but  he  contended  that  the  price  at  which  he 
might  have  purchased  wheat  at  the  present 
time,  considering  that  the  present  was  an 
exceptional  time-* that  at  whatever  price 
he  might  have  purchased  for  the  last  two 
or  tliree  months,  it  could  be  no  fair  criterion 
of  the  price  of  wheat  for  a  number  of  years. 
But  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  gone  further, 
and  quoted  several  letters  he  had  received 
from  the  Continent  for  the  purpose  of  show- 
ing that  wheat  was  lower  than  when  he 
had  addressed  the  House  on  a  former  occa^ 
sion.  He  (Mr.  Wilson)  could  only  say  in 
reply,  that  he  had  a  statement  from  the 
continental  ports,  by  which  he  found  that 
in  every  market  of  the  continent  of  Eu- 
rope, extending  to  the  Baltic  ports,  the 
price  of  wheat  had  risen  from  Is,  to  28.  6d. 
during  the  last  fortnight.  He  had  observ- 
ed that  some  of  the  letters  from  which  the 
hon.  Gentleman  quoted  were  dated  so  far 
back  as  the  9th  of  March,  and  that  the 
latest  was  dated  the  15th  of  April.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  had  also  quoted  letters 
from  the  home  markets;  but  these  also 
were  dated  some  weeks  back.  Now,  the 
rise  of  price  in  the  home  markets  to  which 
allusion  had  that  evening  been  made,  occur- 
red during  the  last  fortnight  or  three  weeks. 
He  found  that  in  Canterbury  four  weeks 
ago  the  average  price  was  38«.  7d,;  the 
present  week  it  was  40f.  In  Lincoln,  four 
weeks  ago,  it  was  37s, ;  last  week  it  was 
39s,  8d.  He  had  been  told  by  a  gentle- 
man that  evening,  that  at  a  market  in 
Berkshire  he  had  recently  sold  wheat  at 
44«.,  being  4f.  higher  than  he  had  obtained 
for  it  a  fortnight  ago.  But  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  also  complained  of  the  mode 
of  taking  the  averages,  and  he  had  quoted 
the  London  averages  as  being  higher  than 
those  in  the  provincial  towns.  If,  however, 
he  had  referred  to  his  statements  on  former 
occasions,  he  might  have  found  out  why 
the  London  averages  should  be  somewhat 
higher  than  the  country  averages.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  waa  perfectly  right  in 


supposing  that,  so  far  as  home-grown 
wheat  was  concerned,  it  was  subject  in 
London  to  a  portion  of  the  same  charges 
as  the  foreign  wheat,  and  the  addition 
of  those  charges  might  explain  why  the 
average  here  was  higher  than  it  was 
in  the  provincial  towns.  But,  however, 
it  was  of  much  more  importance  that 
the  House  should  consider  the  general 
bearings  of  this  question,  than  that  they 
should  consume  their  time  on  individual 
cases.  He  was  perfectly  willing  to  admit, 
with  many  hon.  Gentlemen  on  ^o  opposite 
side  of  the  House,  that  there  was  not  in 
this  country  at  present  that  universal  pros- 
perity which  all  present  would  be  glad  to 
see;  but  all,  he  thought,  must  acknowledge 
that  there  was  a  wonderful  distinction  be- 
tween the  suffering  at  present  compared 
with  the  suffering  at  former  times.  ["  No, 
no !  '*]  He  thought  every  dispassionate  man 
must  admit  that,  whereas  in  former  times 
much  of  the  suffering  had  been  undergone 
by  the  working  classes,  whatever  suffering 
we  had  now  to  deplore  was  chiefly  con- 
fined to  the  middle  classes  of  this  country. 
{Renewed  cries  of  **  No,  no!*']  Hon. 
Gentleman  said  '*  No,  no ;"  but  he  had 
heard  an  hon.  Gentleman  on  the  opposite 
side  say,  in  the  course  of  the  present  Ses- 
sion— and  it  was  a  true  saying — that  this 
question  of  the  corn  laws  must  be  settled 
by  the  influence  it  bore  on  the  working 
classes.  On  that  test  he  (Mr.  Wilson)  was 
willing  to  judge  of  this  question.  In  Feb- 
ruary last,  prior  to  the  Motion  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Buckinghamshire,  the  Govern- 
ment laid  a  return  on  the  table  from  the 
Poor  Law  Commissioners,  showing  the  state 
of  pauperism  on  the  1st  of  January  this 
year,  as  compared  with  former  years.  A 
noble  Lord,  in  another  place,  who  was  dis- 
satisfied with  that  return,  and  suspecting 
that  there  might  be  some  cause  for  making 
it  up  to  the  1st  January,  moved  for  a  simi- 
lar return  applicable  to  the  middle  of  the 
last  quarter.  What  did  that  return  show  ? 
He  moved  for  a  return  of  the  number  of 
paupers  receiving  indoor  and  outdoor  re- 
lief in  a  given  week  in  the  middle  of 
February.  Now,  that  return,  moved  for 
by  a  noble  Lord,  himself  a  great  protec- 
tionist, showed  the  following  remarkable 
results:  In  the  corresponding  week  of 
these  years,  there  were — 

Outdoor  Paupers.  Indoor  Paupers.    Total. 

1847  ...  729,000  ...  179,000  ...  908,000 

1848  ...  824,000  ...  169,000  ...  993,000 

1849  ...  784,000  ...  159,000  ...  043,000 

1850  ...  748,000  ...  142,000  ...  894,000 

So  that  in  the  vaunted  year  of  1848,  when 
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wheat  was  100a.  per  qaarter,  there  were  a 
far  greater  numher  of  paupers  than  in  the 
present  year  of  alleged  depression  and  dis- 
tress; and  the  total  numher  of  paupers  in 
the  country  had  been  reduced  from  993,090 
to  894,000.  He  thought  they  would  hardly, 
after  this  evidence,  deny  that,  whatever 
suffering  there  may  be  in  this  country  as 
compared  with  former  years,  they  could 
not  attribute  an  unusual  portion  of  that 
Buffering  to  the  labouring  portion  of  the 
community.  But  while  he  admitted  there 
was  considerable  suffering  among  the  mid- 
dle classes,  he  could  not  admit  that  that 
suffering  was  confined  to  the  agricultural 
classes.  They  had  been  told  by  the  hon. 
Mover  of  this  Motion — and  hon.  Gentlemen 
seemed  to  think  that  the  statement  told  a 
great  deal  in  favour  of  their  views — that 
the  free-traders  were  disappointed  in  the 
expectations  they  entertained  of  free 
trade.  But  could  hon.  Gentlemen  over- 
look the  causes  which  affected  the  middle 
classes  at  this  moment?  Could  they  not 
discover  one  great  cause  to  which  farmers, 
shopkeepers,  and  others  of  the  middle 
classes,  owed  much  suffering?  Some  hon. 
Gentlemen  present  knew  the  county  of 
Lincoln  and  other  counties,  and  they  were 
well  aware  that  they  could  scarcely  name 
a  person  in  those  counties  who  had  not 
suffered  severely  from  railway  speculations. 
["  No,  no! "]  Hon.  Gentlemen  said,  **  No, 
no."  He  was  not  charging  the  agricultu- 
ral classes  with  speculating  in  railways. 
He  had  already  said  that  he  did  not  con- 
fine his  observations  to  them.  He  believed 
the  middle  classes  of  Liverpool  and  Man. 
Chester  were  as  much,  or,  perhaps  more, 
engaged  in  these  speculations  than  others; 
but  while  he  said  this,  he  could  not  hide  from 
himself  the  fact  that  this  was  one  great  and 
patent  cause  of  the  suffering  with  which 
free  trade  was  charged.  He  had  obtained 
a  return  from  the  secretary  of  the  Stock 
Exchange,  which  gave  an  account  of  nine 
of  the  chief  railways  of  the  kingdom. 
From  this  it  appeared  that,  in  1848,  there 
were  no  less  than  147,000  men  employed 
in  making  railways;  now,  there  were  not 
quite  45,000.  So  that  here  were  upwards 
of  100,000  men  thrown  idle  in  consequence 
of  the  discontinuance  of  these  railways. 
What  else  did  he  find?  In  1848,  on 
these  nine  railways,  there  were  expended 
51,000,000?.  sterling,  from  which  the  middle 
classes  derived  in  dividends  2,700,000?.  At 
present, there  were  expended  1 02,000,000?. ; 
and  what  did  the  House  think  the  public 
were  deriving  as  an  income  from  that 


sum  ?  Why,  no  more  than  2,500,000?., 
being  200,000?.  less  than  they  derived 
from  the  51,000,000?.  expended  in  1848. 
In  fact,  then,  51,000,000?.  had,  in  the 
interval,  been  expended  by  the  commu- 
nity, from  which  the  owners  now  realised 
absolutely  no  return  whatever.  This  was 
a  fact  which,  in  his  opinion,  of  itself  ex- 
plained a  very  great  deal  of  the  distress 
under  which  our  middle  classes  were  suf- 
fering. The  hon.  Gentleman  talked  of  the 
diminished  imports  of  grain  last  year.  If 
any  argument  more  striking  than  another 
could  demonstrate  the  benefits  which  free 
trade  had  conferred  upon  the  country,  it 
was  precisely  that  of  the  hon.  Member  on 
this  particular  point.  The  hon.  Member 
told  them  that  the  harvest  of  1848  was 
deficient,  and  that,  in  consequence  of  that 
circumstance,  no  less  than  5,500,000  quar- 
ters of  foreign  wheat  came  into  this  coun- 
try under  the  facilities  given  by  our  recent 
legislation.  Such  was  precisely  the  object  of 
that  legislation .  The  hon.  Member  said  that 
the  importation  this  year  had  fallen  off — ^the 
harvest  of  1849  having  been  plentiful;  this 
again  was  the  object  of  their  recent  legis- 
lation; to  equalise,  as  nearly  as  in  them 
lay,  the  seasons.  The  hon.  Member,  more- 
over, was  mistaken  in  his  figures  on  this 
point;  he  stated  that,  in  the  last  six  months, 
up  to  April,  1,200,000  quarters  had  been 
imported,  whereas  the  returns  to  the  Board 
of  Trade  indicated  only  600,000  quarters 
—463,000  of  these  being  of  wheat.  The 
hon.  Member  asked  what  evidence  the  hon. 
Member  for  Bridport  had  of  the  large  in- 
crease he  indicated  in  the  consumption  of 
bread  this  year.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Bridport  had  the  same  evidence  that  was 
open  to  the  hon.  Member  himself  in  the 
simple  facts,  among  others,  that,  in  addi- 
tion to  the  large  quantity  of  foreign  wheat 
imported,  the  quantity  of  home  wheat  sold 
in  the  English  markets  in  the  past  six 
months  was  2,627,000  quarters;  whereas 
the  quantity  so  sold  in  the  six  correspond- 
ing months  of  last  year  was  only  2,310,000 
quarters.  The  hon.  Member  who  opened 
the  debate  talked  of  the  English  farmer 
being  undermined  by  the  United  States' 
farmer ;  and,  further,  a  great  deal  had 
been  said  about  the  quantity  of  wheat  im- 
ported last  year  from  the  United  States, 
of  the  large  profits  made  upon  those  im- 
ports, and  so  on.  Now,  he  held  in  his 
hand  an  account  of  four  cargoes  of  wheat, 
imported  last  year  from  New  York  to 
Liverpool,  by  the  house  of  which  the  hon. 
representative  of  South  Lancashire  was  a 
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member.  He  found  that,  upon  the  first  of 
these  cargoes,  consisting  of  4,315  quarters, 
there  had  been  a  loss  in  quantity  of  357 
bushels,  equivalent  to  a  chargo  of  28,  3d, 
per  quarter,  the  cost  of  bringing  the  cargo 
to  England  being  10*.  2d.  per  quarter;  or, 
together,  12*.  55.  per  quarter.  The  case 
with  the  other  cargoes  was  much  the  same. 
It  appeared  that  at  the  present  time  the  price 
of  good  white  wheat  in  New  York  was 
44«.  Od.  per  quarter;  so  that  this  wheat 
could  not  be  brought  into  the  markets  of 
this  country  under  a  totol  cost  of  at  least 
56*.  lie  would  add  this  further  fact,  that 
at  the  present  moment  flour  was  3*.  per 
barrel  dearer  at  New  Orleans  than  at 
Liverpool.  He  did  not  perceive,  then,  any 
danger  of  the  British  farmer  being  under- 
mined by  the  United  States*  farmer;  and, 
moreover,  he  should  not  be  surprised  to  see, 
within  a  few  months,  quantities  of  wheat 
shipped  from  Europe  for  the  United  States. 
[**  Oh,  oh  !**]  Hon.  Gentlemen  who  cried 
••Oh,  oh!"  did  not  seem  to  know  that 
scarcely  ten  years  ago  large  supplies  of 
wheat  went  from  Europe  to  America. 
During  the  last  ten  years  there  had  been 
variations  of  high  and  low  prices.  The 
years  1843,  1844,  and  1845,  had  been,  on 
the  continent  of  Europe,  the  cheapest 
years  that  had  been  known  for  a  long  pe- 
riod; but  ho  could  not  understand  why 
some  hon.  Gentlemen  should  be  unwilling 
to  take  the  experience  of  the  last  ten  or 
twelve  years  as  a  fair  criterion  of  the  pro- 
bable prices  of  the  next  five  or  ten  years. 
The  condition  and  character  of  many  parts 
of  the  Continent  were  entirely  changed  with- 
in  the  last  fifteen  or  twenty  years.  The 
Rhenish  provinces,  for  instance,  had  for- 
merly exported  a  considerable  quantity  of 
grain;  but,  for  several  years  past,  instead 
of  exporting,  they  had  been  regularly  im- 
porting. It  had  been  said  that  free  trade 
would  stimulate  production  abroad,  and 
that  in  the  course  of  time  it  would  in- 
crease materially  the  supplies  from  foreign 
countries.  He  had  no  doubt  that  would 
bo  the  case,  provided  we  could  give  to 
those  countries  a  higher  price  than  they 
had  been  in  the  habit  of  receiving,  for 
they  would  then  bring  new  land  into  culti- 
vation, and  increase  the  productiveness  of 
the  land  already  cultivated;  but,  unless  we 
gave  an  increased  price,  there  could  be  no 
impulse  to  increased  cultivation.  He  could 
only  say  that  lie  thought  it  would  be  most 
unfair  and  most  unwise  in  that  House  to 
declare  that  the  experience  they  had  hither- 
to had  with  regard  to  recent  legislation 


could  afford  a  BaUsfactonr  Bolaiion  of  ihii 
question.  Would  hon.  Gientlement  in  the 
month  of  May,  1836,  have  been  satisfied  to 
take  the  experience  of  1835  as  a  fair  crite- 
rion of  the  effect  of  the  sliding- scale  of  1828? 
Was  ho  not,  then,  equally  jostificd  in  de- 
clining to  take  the  prices  of  1848-49  as  a 
I  fair  criterion  of  what  the  price  of  wheat 
would  be  in  future  ?  It  had  been  shown 
clearly  and  indisputably  that,  whatever 
parties  in  this  country  might  be  saffering 
from  distress,  the  working  classes  were 
better  off  than  they  had  been  some  years 
ago.  [''Oh,  oh!^']  Would  not  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  credit  returns  which 
had  been  laid  upon  the  table  by  their  own 
friends  ?  The  House  had  no  other  crite- 
rion by  which  to  form  a  judgment;  but  if 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  could  famish  any 
better  criterion  of  the  condition  of  the 
working  classes  than  was  afforded  by  the 
returns  from  poor-law  unions  thronghont 
the  kingdom,  which  were  wholly  unin- 
fluenced by  the  Government,  he  would  be 
willing  to  admit  that  these  returns  did  not 
afford  a  satisfactory  test.  Until,  however, 
some  better  criterion  was  found,  he  was 
entitled  to  say  that,  whatever  effect  free 
trade  in  com  may  have  had,  and  what- 
ever consequences  may  have  been  pro- 
duced by  low  prices,  the  working  classes  of 
this  country  are  at  present  in  a  better 
position  than  they  even  enjoyed  before 
free-trade  measures  were  sanctioned  by 
Parliament. 

Mr.  HERRIES  said,  ho  would  occupy 
the  House  only  a  short  time.  The  pre- 
sent debate,  as  far  as  it  had  gone,  was 
undoubtedly  fertile  in  admissions  on  all 
sides  tending  to  the  hope  that  the  House 
would  ultimately  come  to  some  common 
agreement  on  this  important  subject.  One 
hon.  Member  (Mr.  Hastie)  stated  if  the 
present  state  of  things  continued  for  three 
years  longer,  he  would  become  a  protec- 
tionist, and  agree  to  a  duty  on  foreign 
corn.  The  hon.  Member  for  Shrewsbury 
(Mr.  Slaney)  made  a  remarkable  state- 
ment, that  had  he  been  consulted  on  the 
repeal  of  the  corn  laws,  he  would  have  ad- 
vocated a  protective  duty,  because  he  con- 
sidered it  was  justified  by  reason  of  the 
special  burdens  borne  by  the  agricultural 
interest,  and  that  if  the  present  state  of 
things  continued,  he  was  of  opinion  that 
protection  must  be  given.  Why,  this  was 
the  very  essence  of  protection,  for  tho 
hon.  Member  was  both  retrospectively  and 
prospectively  in  favour  of  that  policy.  It 
was  much  to  bo  regretted  that  it  had  not 
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the  advantage  of  his  present  support.  Let 
it  always  he  well  understood  that  the  pro- 
tectionists called  for  no  special  favour  to 
any  class.  With  respect  to  the  agricul- 
turists they  asked  for  strict  justice  only, 
and  they  demanded  it  in  the  alternative : 
they  required  either  a  reversal  of  the  free 
admission  of  foreign  corn,  or  some  com- 
pensation for  the  special  hurdens  to  which 
land  was  subjected.  This,  in  fact,  was 
the  whole  question.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
had  said  the  present  disastrous  state  of 
things  was  not  wholly  to  be  attributed  to 
free  trade;  but  he  could  not  deny  that  a 
part  of  the  distress  was  owing  to  the  adop- 
tion of  free  trade.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Westbury  gave  the  agri- 
culturists hopes  of  better  times — meaning 
better  prices.  What  did  that  hon.  Mem- 
ber mean  by  such  inconsistency  ?  If  low 
prices  be  the  object  of  the  free-traders, 
and  they  had  obtained  them,  why  should 
they  now  turn  round  and  say  low  prices 
ought  not  to  exist  any  longer  ?  All  these 
contradictions,  in  his  opinion,  tended  to 
further  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  West  Gloucestershire. 
He  (Mr.  Uerries)  would  confine  his  obser- 
vations to  the  question  before  the  House, 
which  was  to  go  into  Committee  to  con- 
aider  the  laws  relative  to  the  importation 
of  corn.  Taking  the  Motion  in  conjunction 
with  another  which  had  been  announced 
some  time  back  by  the  same  hon.  Member, 
for  a  fixed  duty  of  Ss,  on  the  importation 
of  foreign  corn,  he  would  say  if  the  House 
agreed  to  the  Motion  before  it,  he  should 
in  that  view  give  it  his  support;  and  he 
must  say  he  was  surprised  the  noble  Lord 
at  the  head  of  the  Government  should  have 
any  difficulty  in  giving  his  consent  to  this 
Motion,  seeing  that  he  at  one  time  was  in 
favour  of  an  8«.  duty  himself.  The  an- 
swer given  by  the  noble  Lord  opposite  to 
the  remonstrances  of  this  important  and 
most  aggrieved  interest,  when  recently 
presented  to  him  by  a  deputation  entitled 
to  much  respect,  was  by  no  means 
satisfactory.  The  debate  to-night  had 
turned  upon  the  argument,  or  what  was 
called  such,  that  this  was  but  a  trial  of 
the  experiment  of  free  trade.  He  would 
refrain  from  addressing  his  observations 
on  this  occasion  to  the  effect  of  such  an 
experiment  upon  other  branches  of  British 
industry,  and  restrict  them  to  the  free  in- 
troduction of  foreign  corn  in  competition 
with  our  home  produce,  by  which  it  was 
now  no  longer  disputed  that  the  value  of 
^t  produce  had  been  lamentably  deteri- 
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orated.  As  to  the  assumption  now  put 
forward,  that  the  recent  policy  was  adopted 
as  an  experiment  only,  he  should  protest 
in  the  strongest  terms  against  such  a  view 
of  the  subject,  and  against  the  belief  that 
any  Legislature  could  have  been  rash  and 
reckless  enough  to  venture  upon  an  expe- 
riment involving  in  its  possible  conse* 
quences  the  welfare  of  the  largest  and  most 
important  proportion  of  the  community. 
He,  for  one,  had  never  understood,  at  the 
time  they  were  bringing  forward  their 
free-trade  propositions,  that  they  were 
about  to  try  an  experiment.  He  did  not 
think  that  if  the  proposition  were  so  un- 
derstood, the  House  of  Commons  would 
ever  have  consented  to  it.  When  the  hon. 
Member  who  had  moved  the  Address  at 
the  commencement  of  the  Session  had  ad- 
mitted that  the  agricultural  interest  had 
suffered  a  loss  of  90,000,000^.,  he  did  not 
treat  that  enormous  sacrifice  as  the  result 
of  an  experiment  only,  but  rather  gloried 
in  it  as  a  permanent  consequence  of  a 
permanent  policy.  If,  however,  these 
measures  were  to  be  looked  upon  only 
as  an  experiment,  he  thought  that  they 
must  acknowledge  this  was  an  expe- 
riment which  had  had  a  fair  trial,  as  far 
as  the  agricultural  interest  was  concerned. 
It  was  now  three  years  since  the  passing 
of  the  Act;  but  in  point  of  fact  there  were 
only  fifteen  months  that  could  be  said  to 
be  applicable  to  the  experiment  made. 
From  the  moment  that  this  Act  might  be 
said  to  have  come  into  full  operation,  the 
most  serious  results  were  felt  by  the  agri- 
cultural interest.  This  experiment  had 
had,  then,  a  trial  which  every  reasonable 
man  must  admit  had  told  most  injuriously 
upon  the  farming  interest  of  the  country. 
In  spite  of  all  the  calculations  made  on 
the  other  side  as  to  the  probability  of  that 
interest  rising  from  its  depressed  state,  it 
was  now  next  to  impossible  that  any  dis- 
passionate person  could  entertain  a  rational 
hope  of  their  anticipations  being  realised 
under  the  existing  law.  The  Legislature, 
he  contended,  had  no  right  to  impose 
these  hard  conditions,  whether  by  way 
of  trial  or  otherwise,  upon  the  greatest 
interest  of  the  country.  It  was  impos- 
sible for  the  present  system  of  govern- 
ment to  continue  without  giving  some 
relief  to  the  agricultural  interest,  which 
was  now  suffering  such  unequal  bur- 
dens. He  would  ask  those  who  supported 
these  measures  to  say  candidly  whether 
they  had  not  been  disappointed  in  the  re- 
sults expected  from  them?    Was  there 
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&nj  person  now  in  office  who,  if  he  could 
have  foreseen  the  effects  that  were  to  fol- 
low from  these  measures,  would  have  had 
the  follj  or  the  wickedness  to  propose 
them?     Would  he  not  rather  have  shrunk 
from  the  idea  of  throwing  the  agriculturists 
of  England  into  competition  with  the  fo- 
reigner,  if   he  had   foreseen  the  conse- 
quences ?     The  agriculturists  were  told  to 
put  their  hope  in  the  future,  for  that  things 
would  soon  become  better.     They  talked 
Df  the  energies  of  the  British  farmer,  and 
they  spoke  eloquently  of  the  spirit  of  the 
British  farmer  backed  by  his  English  capi- 
tal being  able  to  overcome  his  present  dif- 
ficulties.    But  he  would  ask  them  what 
right  had  they  to  impose  these  difficulties 
Upon  the  British  farmer?     What    right 
had  they  to  test  to  the  utmost  extremity 
of  even  possible  endurance  his  spirit  and 
his   strength   under  such  circumstances? 
He  had  no  doubt  but  that  the  British  far- 
mer would   struggle  to  the  last  against 
these  or  any  other  difficulties,  and  per- 
haps be  able,  to  some  extent,  to  mitigate 
the  evils  with  which  the  Legislature  had 
surrounded  him.  But  within  the  short  time 
that  had  elapsed  since  this  so-called  ex- 
periment had  been  tried,  the  prices   of 
agricultural  produce  had  diminished   20, 
2bt   and    30    per    cent.     Was  not    that 
broad  fact  sufficient  evidence  of  the  result 
of  the  trial,  without  descending  to  minute 
calculations  or  particular  details  ?    But,  in 
order  to  show  in  the  most  tangible  form 
the  pressure  that  was  imposed  upon  the 
agricultural  interest,   let  us  compare    it 
with  the  pressure  of  the  most  prominent 
of  the  direct  imposts  upon  the  country, 
and  the  effects  of  which  were  universally 
felt  and  acknowledged.     Compare    what 
had  been  done  to  the  British  agriculturist 
with  the  alarm  which  was  created  in  the 
last  year  by  the  right  hen.  Qentlcman  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  when  he  felt 
himself  compelled  to  repair  his  shattered 
finances  by  a  proposition  to  increase  the 
income  tax.     We  all  remember  the  uni- 
Yersal  outcry  which  followed  the  announce- 
ment of  that  proposal.     It  was  true  the 
Government    were    obliged    to   withdraw 
that  proposition,  and  to  content  themselves 
with  the  simple  continuance  of  the  tax  at 
its  existing  rate  of  3  per  cent.     But  what 
was  this   even  when  compared  with   the 
sacrifice  now  recklessly  imposed  upon  tlie 
income  of  the  agriculturists  ?     What  was 
the  amount   required  to  be  paid  by  the 
agriculturists  ?     Why,  they  had  taken  30 
per  cent  on  the  incomes  of  the  farmers. 


They  had  taken  in  this  one  year  from  the 
farmers,  what  was  equivalent,  at  the  least, 
to  ten    times   the  present    income    tax. 
One  hon.  Member  said,  that  if  England 
continued  to  suffer  thus  for  three  years,  he 
would  be  a  protectionist.  He  (Mr.  Herries) 
would  tell  the  hon.  Member  that  he  should 
according  to  his  own  principles  be  a  pro- 
tectionist and  help  the  agriculturist  now. 
The  commiseration  of  the  hon.   Gentle- 
man ought  not  to  be  postponed — it  should 
be  manifested  at  once,  for  the  extent  of 
the  loss  and  suffering  was  generally  ac- 
knowledged.    The  proposition  now  made 
had  for  its  object  the  going  into  a  Com- 
mittee with  a  view,  no  doubt,  of  proposing 
a  fixed  duty  upon  foreign  com.     He  (Mr. 
Herries)  did  not  think  that  that  would  be 
a  very  great  relief  to  the  agriculturists. 
He  was  convinced  that  the  effect  of  putting 
on  such  a  duty  would  not  materially  affect 
the  price  of  corn.      He  was  disposed  to 
think  that  the  imposition  of  a  moderate 
fixed  duty  upon  corn  would  not  have  the 
effect  of  raising  the  price,  but  it  would  en- 
sure them  against  the  prices  going  much 
lower.     It  would  have  the  effect  of  cir- 
cumscribing the  radius  of  competition  of 
the  foreign  growers  in  our  own  markets, 
and  would  thereby  put  a  certain  limit  upon 
those  enormous  importations,  from  which 
the  detriment  to  our  own  producers  had 
been  so  severely  experienced.     It  might 
thus  in  all  probability  tend  to  arrest  a  fur- 
ther declension  in  the  price  of  com  in  this 
country.  Even  supposing  that  it  would  have 
the  effect  of  raising  the  price  of  com  to  the 
extent  of  45*.,  that  would,  in  some  de- 
gree, be  a  boon  to  the  farmer,  as  compared 
with  the  present  prices.     Could  they  point 
out  any  interest  in  the  country  that  would 
be  injured  by  a  rise  in  the  price  of  corn  to 
45«.  ?     If  they  co\ild  not,  why  then  did 
they  not  take  some  steps  to  attain  this  re- 
sult?    They  certainly  used  much  milder 
language  to  the  demands  of  the  agricul- 
turists now  than  they  did  before.      But 
would  they  do  nothing  more  ?    Would  they 
wait  for  the  expiration  of  three  years  for 
the  experiment,  as  the  hon.  Member  for 
Paisley  suggested  ?      He  would  caution 
them  against  any  further  delay.      They 
ought  to  take  warning  by  the  excitement 
and  alarm  that  they  had  already  created. 
But  the  agriculturists  had  been  somewhat 
suspiciously  advised  by  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet the  Member  for  Ripon,  not  to  press 
their  claims  for  relief  in  the  pix^scnt  Ses- 
sion, but  to  postpone  them  until  the  next 
year,  when  the  income  tax  would  expire^ 
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and  wb^n  a  general  reckoning  with  tbe 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  must  take 
place,  and  thus  to  throw  the  weight  of 
their  grioYances  into  the  general  cauldron 
of  difficulties  with  which  the  noble  Lord 
at  the  head  of  the  GoTernment  would 
then  have  to  contend.  It  was  admitted 
from  both  sides  of  tbe  House  that  the 
landed  interest  was  exposed  to  peculiar 
burdens  which  ought  to  be  taken  into  con« 
sideration,  and  rclicYed,  when  the  question 
arose  of  exposing  it  to  open  competition 
with  the  foreigner.  Promises  were  given 
that  sUch  relief  should  be  afforded.  But 
the  hour  of  fulfilment  had  not  arrived. 
The  most  moderate  application  for  the  per- 
formance of  those  promises,  had  been  made 
by  tbe  hon.  Member  for  Buckinghamshire. 
That  application  had  been  rejected.  Could 
thev  be  surprised  at  the  strong  sentiments 
of  mdignation  ivhich  that  refusal  had  occa- 
sioned ?  He  begged  to  be  understood  as 
ndt  entertaining  the  slightest  wish  to  con- 
tribute to  the  angry  feeling  that  at  pre- 
sent existed  in  the  country  upon  this  sub- 
ject. That  inimical  feeling,  however, 
clearly  justified  by  the  treatment  which 
the  agricultural  interest  had  received,  was 
not  the  source  of  the  greater  part  of  the 
obstruction  experienced  by  the  Ministers. 
They  had  a  domestic  opposition  of  their 
own  from  which  it  chiefly  proceeded.  It 
was  from  that  quarter  that  they  were  con- 
tinually attacked.  They  were  treated  by 
that  section  of  the  House  like  the  idols  of 
some  savage  tribes,  or  the  saints  of  some 
Catholic  countries  hardly  less  ignorant, 
alternately  worshipped  or  whipped  as  the 
exactions  of  their  votaries  were  granted  or 
refused.  There  had  been  many  whipping 
nights  in  the  present  Session.  The  re- 
trenchment of  6,000?.  on  the  abolition  of 
the  window  tax,  the  resolutions  on  the  tim- 
ber duties,  the  attornies'  certificates,  were 
all  administered  from  the  same  quarter, 
and  in  the  same  spirit.  Let  the  Govern- 
ment ponder  on  these  signs,  and  reflect 
upon  the  consequence  of  persevering  in  a 
system  of  ruinous  injustice  towards  the 
great  landed  interests  of  the  kingdom.  Let 
them  beware  lest  that  great  and  widely- 
dispersed  body  of  the  community,  upon 
whose  loyalty  and  devotion  all  Govern- 
ments had  hitherto  been  accustomed  to 
rely  for  the  maintenance  of  a  complicated 
and  unpopular  system  of  taxation,  which 
was  the  very  foundation  of  our  national 
credit,  should  be  driven  to  desert  them  in 
their  hour  of  need  !  The  true  meaning  of 
the  word  "  protection"  for  which  they  con- 


tended, was  neither  more  nor  less  than 
justice.  It  meant  defence  against  an  un- 
due invasion  of  rights  and  property,  or 
compensation  for  partial  and  undue  taxa- 
tion. On  a  former  occasion,  when  he 
had  asserted  thus  much,  the  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Member  for  Bradford  had  interrupted 
him  and  said,  "  Yes,  and  I  ask  for  justice 
for  my  constituents."  [Colonel  Thompson  : 
Hear,  hear !  ]  He  (Mr.  Herries)  had  ai 
sincere  a  respect  and  admiration  for  the 
manufacturing  interests  as  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  himself  could  haVe.  No 
man  could  estimate  more  highly  the  na- 
tional importance  of  that  great  branch  of 
British  industry,  and  the  high  claims  which 
it  possessed  upon  the  gratitude  and  the 
support  of  this  country.  But  he  asked 
for  an  equal  consideration  of  a  still  greater 
department  of  industry  and  capital.  When 
the  manufacturers  boasted  of  their  readi- 
ness to  abandon  all  protection  from  import 
duties  on  foreign  productions,  and  insisted 
on  imposiug  the  same  condition  on  the 
landed  interest,  they  overlooked  or  wilfuDy 
suppressed  a  material  distinction.  It  so 
happened  that  the  manufacturer  was,  un- 
der the  present  relative  circumstances  of 
this  country  and  the  Continent,  enabled  to 
produce  the  subjects  of  his  industrv  at  a 
lower  price  than  the  foreigner;  while  the 
British  farmer  was  prevented,  by  the  bur- 
dens imposed  upon  him,  from  raising  agri^ 
cultural  produce  at  anything  like  the  same 
rate  as  the  continental  cultivator.  This 
made  it  as  impossible  for  him  to  sustain 
competition,  as  it  was  easy  for  the  manu- 
facturer to  do  without  protection.  He 
would  ask  the  liberty  of  calling  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House  to  the  converse  of  this 
state  of  things  as  it  existed  in  Prussia, 
for  example.  There,  matters  were  just 
in  a  contrary  position.  The  Prussian 
farmer  could  grow  his  grain  at  a  much 
cheaper  rate  than  the  British;  while  the 
manufacturer  could  not  fabricate  his  wool- 
len, or  cotton,  or  hard  wares  upon  the 
same  terms  as  the  English.  What,  then, 
if  the  Prussian  landowner  should  come  to 
his  Government  and  say,  **  We  want  no 
protection,  we  disdain  it ;  take  it  away 
therefore  from  the  manufacturer!"  But 
the  Prussian  Government  is  too  wise  to 
listen  to  him.  It  considers  that  the  re- 
lative circumstances  of  each  interest  is 
fairly  to  be  considered,  and  justice  to  be 
done  to  both  as  component  parts  of  the 
same  country,  and  having  a  common  in- 
terest in  its  safety  and  its  honour.  The 
Government  of  this  country  appeared  to 

D2 


71 


Foreign 


{COMMONS  \ 


Com. 


72 


forget  these  diversitieB  of  circumstances 
and  claims,  and  this  community  of  in- 
terests among  ourselves.  It  was  evident 
that  a  great  change  was  taking  place  in 
the  puhlic  opinion.  He  did  not  mean 
among  the  agricultural  classes  only,  but 
in  all  others,  whether  connected  with  the 
manufacturing  population  or  otherwise. 
There  was  a  manifest  reaction.  And  what 
was  meant  bj  reaction  when  applied  to 
public  opinion?  It  meant  a  reverse  to 
truth  from  error,  and  false  impressions,  and 
that  only.  He  should  vote  for  the  Mo- 
tion. 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER  was  glad  that  his  hon.  Friend  had 
brought  this  Motion  forward;  for  he  agreed 
with  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for 
Marylebone,  that  the  opinions  of  leaders  of 
parties  should  be  stated  in  one  or  other 
House  of  Parliament,  rather  than  go  forth 
to  the  public  in  answers  to  deputations  and 
manifestoes  published  in  the  newspapers. 
In  that  House,  at  least,  opinions  could  be 
sifted,  statements  answered,  and  assertions 
tested  by  reference  to  facts;  and  he  was 
quite  sure  that  by  having  these  questions 
brought  forward  in  Parliament,  the  public 
would  receive  a  clearer  impression  of  the 
true  state  of  the  case,  and  arrive  at  a  juster 
appreciation  of  its  merits,  than  when  mere 
one-sided  statements  were  put  forth  to 
parties,  none  of  whom  had  any  motive  for 
questioning  the  accuracy  of  what  was  ad- 
dressed to  them.  It  was  true,  that  lat- 
terly much  light  had  been  thrown  on  the 
views  of  the  great  party  opposite  from  what 
had  appeared  in  the  public  papers.  They 
bad  at  last  come  to  some  definite  decision 
with  respect  to  their  opinions;  and  the  noble 
Lord  at  the  head  of  ^e  party  in  the  other 
House  had  put  forward  his  manifesto  of 
principles,  and  had  unfurled  the  standard 
of  protection.  He  was  glad  that  it  was  so. 
Earlier  in  the  Session  hon.  Gentlemen  on 
the  other  side  of  the  House,  had  been  a 
little  chary  in  the  expression  of  their 
convictions  on  this  subject.  It  was  true, 
that  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for 
South  Lincolnshire  had  talked  of  recon- 
sidering our  past  legislation,  to  which  he 
attributed  the  distress  existing  in  some 
parts  of  the  country;  but  the  hon.  Member 
for  Buckinghamshire,  the  great  leader  of 
the  party,  carefully  avoided  saying  anything 
about  protection  in  the  discussion  of  the 
Motion  he  brought  forward  for  transferring 
a  large  portion  of  the  local  taxation  to  other 
classes  than  those  by  whom  it  was  at  pre- 
aent  paid— a  relief,  be  it  observedy  which 


the  deputation  which  lately  waited  on  his 
noble  Friend  at  the  head  of  the  Goyem- 
mcnt  scouted  as  utterly  insignificant  and 
unworthy  of  their  consideration,  and  thej 
gave  him  to  understand  that  nothing  but 
a  return  to  protection  would  at  all  an- 
swer their  purpose.  It  was  right,  then, 
to  know  what  they  were  contending  for; 
and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who  pre- 
ceded him  had  told  them  fairly,  that 
he  conceived  the  object  of  Motion  was 
the  imposition  of  a  fixed  duty  of  Ss.  per 
quarter  on  wheat.  That,  then,  was  the 
question  on  which  they  were  to  yote  that 
night.  It  was  not  a  Motion  for  a  Com- 
mittee of  Inquiry  into  the  distress  of  the 
agricultural  interest,  as  had  been  supposed 
by  the  noble  Member  for  Stamford,  but 
was  a  Motion  to  ask  the  House  to  go 
into  Committee  in  order  to  consider  their 
past  legislation,  the  object  being  in  that 
Committee  to  make  the  proposal  of  a  fixed 
duty  of  Ss,  a  quarter  on  the  importation  of 
foreign  corn.  Some  difference  of  views 
had  indeed  been  manifested  amongst  the 
hon.  Gentlemen  who  had  spoken  in  sup- 
port of  the  Motion.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Somersetshire  rather  doubted  the  po- 
licy of  the  hon.  Member  for  West  Glouces- 
tershire, who  appeared  in  the  somewhat 
ambiguous  character  of  a  free-trader  and  a 
supporter  of  protection.  He  was  of  opin- 
ion, that  thore  was  little  use  in  appealing 
to  the  present  House  of  Commons,  and 
that  it  would  bo  far  better  to  postpone  any 
Motion  till  they  had  got  a  new  Parliament 
elected  by  an  amended  constituency,  which 
he  hoped  and  trusted  would  listen  more 
favourably  to  the  views  and  arguments  ad- 
dressed to  it  by  his  friends.  What  the 
precise  mode  in  which  this  amended  con- 
stituency was  to  be  attained  was,  the  hon. 
Gentleman  forgot  to  explain;  but  he  (the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer)  hoped  he 
would  do  so  before  the  close  of  the 
debate.  He  confessed,  however,  that  he 
had  no  fear  that  the  hon.  Gentleman 
would  obtain  a  reversal  of  the  past  po- 
licy of  the  country  by  any  Parliament 
which  he  could  obtain.  He  believed 
the  greatest  benefit  had  been  conferred 
on  the  country  by  that  policy;  and  he 
did  not  believe,  whatever  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman and  his  allies  might  think,  that  the 
great  body  of  the  people,  who  had  tasted 
the  benefits  and  advantages  of  cheap  food, 
was  prepared  to  forego  those  advantages, 
or  that  the  constituency  of  the  country 
would  return  a  body  of  representatives 
either  in  three  years,  or  at  any  future 
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time,  who  ifould  reverse  it.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  who  preceded  him  had 
verj'properly  declined  treating  this  ques- 
tion as  an  experiment;  and  he  (the  Chan- 
cellor  of  the  Exchequer)  must  say  he  was 
a  little  astonished  to  see,  in  the  address  or 
manifesto  issued  hy  Lord  Stanley,  that  the 
noble  Lord  supposed  that  he  (the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer)  had  ever  used  a 
word  or  let  fall  one  syllable  from  which  an 
inference  might  be  drawn  that  ho  consid- 
ered free  trade  .as  an  experiment.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Wakefield  had  certainly 
talked  of  it  as  an  experiment,  and  the  ex- 
pression had  been  used  by  other  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen on  the  opposite  side  of  the  House; 
but  he  disclaimed  in  the  strongest  terms 
for  himself  ever  having  used  a  single  ex- 
pression from  which  an  inference  could  be 
drawn  that  he  considered  the  policy  of  Go- 
vernment as  an  experiment.  The  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Stamford  talked  of 
"  the  ripple  of  the  wave;**  but  he  was  ut- 
terly mistaken  if  he  supposed  he  saw  the 
slightest  indication  of  a  doubt  on  the  part 
of  himself  or  of  his  noble  Friend  at  the 
head  of  the  Government  as  to  the  wisdom, 
policy  or  justice  of  the  course  which  had 
been  pursued.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Stamford  had  put  very 
clearly,  though  not  very  consistently  with 
what  fell  from  himself,  what  he  conceived 
to  be  the  object  of  protection.  He  stated 
he  did  not  think  even  the  imposition  of  a 
fixed  Ss,  duty  would  be  of  any  great  bene- 
fit, or  materially  raise  the  price  of  corn; 
and  he  (the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer) 
must  say,  supposing  the  agricultural  inter- 
ests looked  for  much  comfort  from  their 
friends,  they  would,  on  this  occasion,  at 
least,  derive  very  little  from  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  or  from  the  admission 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Wakefield  on  that 
side  of  the  House — far  more  important 
than  any  of  those  to  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  referred  with  such  ap- 
parent satisfaction — that  the  large  im- 
portation of  foreign  corn  in  1849  could 
not  have  in  any  way  contributed  to  the 
alleged  distress  which  had  been  the  sub- 
ject of  two  Motions  last  Session,  and  of 
one  in  the  present  Session  of  Parliament. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  argued 
that,  as  the  English  manufacturer  could 
produce  cheaper  than  the  foreign  manu- 
facturer, he  did  not  stand  in  need  of  pro- 
tection, but  as  the  English  agriculturist 
could  not  produce  corn  so  cheaply  as  the 
foreign  agriculturist,  we  ought  to  maintain 
protection  on  English  com,  in  order  to  en- 


sure to  the  latter  a  price  which  would  cover 
the  cost  of  his  more  expensive  production 
— that  was  to  say,  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man meant  that  the  price  of  food  should 
be  raised  by  law  to  the  consuming  popula- 
tion of  this  country.    [  Cheers,  and  cries  of 
**  No,  no!**]     If.  that  was  not  his  object, 
let  him  state  what  he  meant  by  his  declara- 
tion,  that  a  protecting  duty  on  the  low- 
priced  corn   of  the  foreigner  was  neces- 
sary,  because  the    English    agriculturist 
did  not  produce  his  corn  so  cheaply.     He 
called  the  withdrawal  of  protection  an  in- 
justice.   He  (the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer) said  it  was  manifestly  unjust  and  im- 
politic to  raise  the  price  of  the  food  of  the 
labouring  population;  and  the  principle  on 
which  he  and  the  noble  Lord  had  supported 
the  measure  of  free  trade,  when  introduced 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  the 
Member  for  Tamworth,  and  had  since  main- 
tained it,  was  because  they  believed  it  un- 
doubtedly the  wisest  policy,  and  that  which 
was  most  advantageous  to  all  interests.    It 
was  not  as  an  experiment  that  this  policy  had 
been  proposed  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet, 
or  had  been  supported  by  him  (the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer)  and  his  Friends 
behind  him :  they  had  supported  it  on  the 
one  plain  principle  that  it  was  essentially 
for  the  benefit  of  the  large  and  increasing 
population  of  this  country  to  have  its  main 
articles  of  food — its  meat  and  its  bread- 
as  cheap  as  the  world  could  afford  them. 
[  Cheers.  ]  That  was  the  principle  on  which 
the  Government  supported  the  free-trade 
policy;  by  that  policy  the  Government  waa 
prepared  to  stand  or  fall;  and  let  him  as- 
sure hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  there  was  not 
the  slightest  shade  of  doubt  or  misgiving 
in   the  minds  of  himself  or  of  his  noble 
Friend  that  this  policy  was  just  and  sound. 
He  did  not  wish  to  use  one  word  that  could 
be  construed  into  an  insult  to  the  agricul- 
tural body,  and  indeed  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman   had   admitted   Government  gave 
them  at  least  good  words;  but  it  was  for 
the  interests  of  the  agriculturist,  and  for 
the  character  of  Government,  that  no  false 
expectation  or  delusive  hope  should  be  per- 
mitted to  go  forth  that  Government  were 
prepared  to  change  the  course  they  had 
pursued,  or  had  the  slightest  doubt  as  to 
its  wisdom  and  its  prudence.     He  did  not 
think  it  inconsistent  with  that  opinion  to  lay 
before  the  House  the  reasons  for  thinking 
the  present  prices  of  com  were  lower  than 
the  permanent  range  of  price  was  likely  to 
be,  and  that  they  could  not  be  solely  or  even 
principally  attributed  to  the  influence  of 
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free  trade.  He  would  appeal  again  to  the 
authority  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Wake- 
field, whose  speech  had  that  night  been 
received  with  such  unanimous  cheers  by 
hon.  Members  on  the  other  side  of  the 
House.  Last  year  there  were  two  Motions 
brought  forward  by  the  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  the  Member  for  Buckinghamshire 
-^one  for  the  relief  of  the  burdens  on  land, 
and  the  other  on  the  state  of  the  nation. 
Both  those  Motions  were  grounded  upon 
the  allegation  that  the  importations  of 
foreign  corn  had  unnaturally  and  unduly 
depressed  the  price  of  home-grown  corn, 
and  had  thereby  produced  great  agricul- 
tural distress.  Well,  what  did  the  hon. 
Member  for  Wakefield  say  on  that  point  f 
He  said  that  the  importations  of  foreign 
com,  last  year,  were  not  more  than  suffici- 
ent to  supply  the  deficiency  arising  from  a 
bad  harvest  and  the  failure  of  the  potato 
crop  in  Ireland — that  it  was  6od*B  mercy 
the  corn  came  in  time  to  prevent  starva- 
tion— and  that,  so  far  from  that  importa- 
tion depressing  unduly  the  price  of  agricul- 
tural produce  and  the  condition  of  the  la- 
bourer, it  was  the  greatest  boon  that  could 
have  been  conferred  upon  the  country,  in 
order  to  obviate  the  evils  which  would 
otherwise  have  risen  from  a  deficient  har- 
yest  and  the  failure  of  the  potato  crop. 
Upon  the  showing,  then,  of  one  of  their 
own  principal  authorities,  notwithstanding 
the  constant  allegation  of  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite,  that  the  importations  of  foreign 
corn  had  occasioned  agricultural  distress, 
it  appeared  that  they  had  nothing  what- 
ever to  do  with  it;  and  the  whole  argu- 
ment, therefore,  on  that  branch  of  the  case 
had  entirely  fallen  to  the  ground,  if  they 
gave  any  weight  to  the  opinions  of  that  hon. 
Member,  to  whose  authority  on  the  price 
of  com  they  so  constantly  appealed.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  had  also  stated  that,  there 
having  been  a  good  harvest  last  year,  the 
importations  had  considerably  fallen  off. 
That  was  another  proof  that  the  present 
prices  were  not  occasioned  by  foreign  im- 
portations. In  fact,  that  argument  bad  been 
utterly  destroyed  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Wakefield.  [CW«  0/  ''No  !*']  Those 
boB.  Members  who  cried  **No*'*  bad  not, 
perhaps,  heard  the  statements  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Wakefield*  having  come  into 
the  House  since  dinner;  but  he  was  satis- 
fied that  those  who  had  heard  that  Gentle- 
man's speech  would  concur  in  what  he  (the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer)  had  just 
stated  aa  to  the  effect  of  his  admissions. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  had  in  another  part 


of  his  speech  compared  the  average  price 
of  a  year  with  the  temporary  price  of  a 
week.  That  was  not  a  fair  mode  of  mak- 
ing a  comparison.  He  (the  Chancellor  of 
Exchequer)  would  take  the  average  price 
of  wheat  for  the  year  1849,  as  compared 
with  that  for  the  year  1835.  In  1835 
the  average  price  was  39s,  4d.,  while  in 
1849  it  was  44«.  3d.,  being  is,  lid,  higher 
last  year  than  it  was  under  an  exclusive 
system  of  protection.  Surely  that  was 
enough  to  show  that  it  by  no  means  foU 
lowed  that  the  importations  of  foreign  corn 
had  produced  the  present  low  prices.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  had  quoted  various  state- 
ments from  different  parts  of  the  country, 
with  the  view  of  showing  that  there  had 
been  no  such  rise  of  price  as  had  been 
stated.  He  attached  little  importance  to 
statements  as  to  particular  places,  and 
many  of  them  of  old  date.  He  would  read 
to  the  House  a  short  paragraph  from  a 
publication  whose  authority  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  would  not  deny — he  meant 
the  Mark-Lane  Express  of  Monday  :— 

**  Wheat  is  now  worth  from  is.  to  58  per  quar- 
ter more  than  it  was  a  month  ago.  and  oUier  kinds 
of  agricultural  produce  have  participated  in  the 
improvement.  As  the  rise  has  been  general,  and 
nearly  to  the  same  extent  at  all  the  principal 
towns,  it  is  unnecessary  to  refer  to  particulars." 

Nor  was  this  owing  to  any  speculative  de- 
mandf  for  they  proceeded  to  say — 

*'  We  may,  however,  remark  that  purchasers 
have  manifested  considerable  caution,  aiid  that 
hitherto  there  has  been  little  speculation  in  the 
usual  acceptation  of  the  term." 

It  was  thus  obvious  that  there  had  been 
during  the  last  month  a  rise  of  price  in 
the  case  of  wheat  to  the  extent  of  4<.  or 
5s,  He  would  not  trouble  the  House  with 
the  quotations  in  the  cases  of  barley  and 
oats.  He  would  merely  state  that  they 
also  bod  participated  in  the  advance  of 
price,  although  not  to  the  same  extent  as 
wheat.  His  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Westbury  had  shown  that  an  almost  equal 
rise  had  taken  place  on  the  Continent ; 
that  the  demand  there  was  greater  than 
usual  at  present,  owing  to  the  shortness  of 
the  stocks  on  hand.  The  same  thing  was 
true  as  regarded  the  United  States.  By 
the  most  recent  accounts  from  New  York, 
it  appeared  that  the  price  of  wheat  there 
was  44«.  9d,  per  quarter,  which,  taking 
the  freight  into  account,  would  bring  its 
selling  price  in  this  country  to  little  short 
of  52^.  per  quarter.  His  hon.  Friend  had 
also  stated  grounds  for  believing  that 
owing  tQ  the  exceedingly  good  harvest  of 
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last  autumn  there  had  heen  a  much  larger 
quantity  of  Britiah  wheat  hrought  to  mar- 
ket within  the  last  six  months  than  in  the 
corresponding  six  months  of  last  year. 
Surely  that  must  be  allowed  to  have  some 
effect  in  lowering  the  prices.  Hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  had  spoken  much  of  distress, 
and  Lord  Stanley,  in  his  manifesto,  had 
stated  that  the  existing  distress  was  press- 
ing upon  every  portion  of  the  community. 
Now,  he  (the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer) did  not  mean  to  dispute  that  in 
many  parts  of  the  country  agricultural 
distress  did  prevail ;  but  he  defied  any 
hon.  Member  to  stand  up  in  that  House 
and  bring  forward  proois  that  distress 
was  pressing  upon  all  parts  of  the  com- 
munity. He  emphatically  denied  that 
such  was  the  fact.  Who  would  get  up 
and  say  that  the  manufacturing  districts 
were  suffering  the  slightest  distress  ?  He 
begged  then  to  look  to  the  facts.  The 
same  allegation  of  general  distress  was 
made  as  strongly  month  after  month  last 
year.  It  was  the  foundation  of  the  Mo- 
tions of  the  hon.  Member  for  Buckingham- 
shire last  Session,  and  had  existed,  accor- 
ding to  hii  representations,  for  upwards 
of  a  year  and  a  half,  and  up  to  the 
present  time.  Early  in  this  Session  he 
(the  Chanoellor  of  the  Exchequer)  had 
taken  the  opportunity  of  stating  the 
amount  of  poor-law  expenditure  and  the 
number  of  persons  relieved.  He  stated 
that  the  poor-law  expenditure  for  the 
year  ending  the  25th  of  March,  1849, 
was  less  than  that  of  the  preceding 
year,  and  that  the  poor-law  expenditure 
for  the  half  year  ending  Michaelmas,  1849, 
was  less  than  for  the  corresponding  half 
year  in  1848.  But  he  felt  that  the  amount 
of  expenditure  was  not  of  itself  conclusive, 
because  it  might  be  said  that  it  had 
arisen  from  the  low  price  of  corn.  He 
took,  therefore,  the  number  of  persons 
relieved,  and  showed  that,  comparing  the 
number  relieved  on  the  1st  of  July,  1849, 
as  compared  with  those  on  the  1st  of  July, 
1848,  and  the  number  on  the  1st  of  Janu- 
ary«  1850,  with  the  number  on  the  1st  of 
January,  1849,  there  had  been  a  consider- 
able diminution  at  the  latter  period.  But 
a  noble  Lord  in  the  other  House  (the 
Marquess  of  Salisbury),  not  content  with 
that  statement,  moved  for  a  return  show- 
ing the  state  of  matters  up  to  the  middle 
of  February;  and  what  had  been  the  re- 
sult ?  It  exactly  corresponded  with  what 
he  had  stated  before  as  to  the  dimin- 
ished amount  of  relief.     The  noble  Lord 


I  the  Member  for  Stamford  had  said  that 
I  there  had  been  a  ereat  increase  of  pau- 
perism   in   the   midland  counties.     Well, 
he  would  take   the   three  counties    with 
which    the    noble   Lord   was    most   con^ 
nee  ted  —  namely,    Leicester,    Northamp«« 
ton,  and  Rutland,  which  would  fully  an* 
swer,  he  thought,  the  noble  Lord's  descrip- 
tion of  the  midland  counties  ;   and  what 
did  he  find  ?     He  found  from  the  Mar- 
quess of  Salisbury's  return,  to  which  he 
had  just  referred,  that  in  the  second  week 
of  February,   1849,  the  number  of  per- 
sons  receiving    relief   in   the   county  of 
Leicester  was  18,731;  and  for  the  sama 
week    in    1850,   the    number   was    only 
15.715.     With  regard   to    Northampton*' 
shire   the   numbers  were   for    the    same 
periods  15,885  in  1849,  against  15,530  in 
1850,  and  with  respect  to  Rutland  1,410 
against  1,292.     So  that  in  each  of  Uiese 
three  eounties  there  was,  according  to  the 
latest  return,  a  diminution,  and  not  an 
increase,  of  the  number  of  persons  receive 
ing    relief.     He  would    not    trouble  th^ 
House  with  the  other  counties.     [Jronicd 
cheers.]    Well,  he  would  take  one  other 
county— the  county  of  the  hon.  Gentlemaa 
who  cheered  so  loudly — namely.  Suffolk-** 
and  he  would  take  the  favourite  year  of 
hon.  Qentlemen  opposite  (1847),  when  the 
price  of  corn  was  high;  and  what  did  be 
find  ?     He  found  that  in  the  second  week 
of  February,  1847,  the  number  of  persona 
receiving  relief  in   Suffolk  was   30,329, 
and  in  1850  the  number  was  29,319.     He 
would  not  detain  the  House  with  going 
over  all  the  counties  ;  but  he  was  ready  to 
meet  any  hon.  Member  who  should  chal- 
lenge  his  statement  with  regard  to  any 
particular  county.     But,   said  the   noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Stamford,  there  waa 
not  only  distress  in  this  country,  but  the 
distress   in  the   sister    country   was   still' 
greater  than  here  ;  and  in  confirmation  of 
his  statement  he  read  an  extract  from,  he 
believed,  the  correspondence  of  a  morning 
paper.     It  was  a  good  thing  to  be  able  to 
produce  facts  in  place  of  assertions.     I| 
so  happened  that  tne  returns  received  from 
Ireland  were  up  to .  a  more  recent  period 
than  those  with  regard  to  England.     The 
last  return  he  had  received  was  up  to  the 
middle  of   April.     From   that    rctmn  it 
appeared  that  the  total  number  of  persona 
reoeivbg  relief  in   Ireland   in  the  week 
ending    the    14th   of    April,    1849,   was 
815,829  ;  while  in  the  week  ending  the 
13th   of   April,    1850,  the   number    had 
fallen  as  low  as  338,897,  beiug  a  ne^ 
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decrease  of  476,932,  or  more  than  the 
whole  numher  now  receiving  relief.  But 
the  nohle  Lord  said  that  the  distress  was 
increasing.  Why,  notoriously  in  Ireland, 
when  the  spring  employment  was  over, 
there  was  always  distress ;  hut,  compar- 
ing the  week  ended  the  14th  of  April, 
with  that  ended  the  7th  of  April,  1850, 
there  was  a  diminution  in  the  numhers  re- 
lieved of  upwards  of  6,000  persons.  He 
thought,  then,  that  he  had  shown  that  in 
the  selected  counties  of  the  nohle  Lord, 
and  in  the  sister  kingdom,  the  statements 
of  the  nohle  Lord  were  not  home  out  hy 
the  facts.  It  was  very  desirable  that 
these  assertions  should  not  he  met  hy  mere 
counter  assertions,  hut  hy  facts  that 
were  undisputed  and  indisputable.  But 
there  was  another  test  of  distress,  one  to 
which  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Home 
Secretary  had  alluded  in  a  recent  debate 
— ^he  meant  the  state  of  crime.  Now,  there 
was,  as  his  right  hon.  Friend  had  then 
shown,  a  considerable  diminution  in  the 
number  of  commitments  for  trial  in  1849, 
as  compared  with  1848.  He  did  not  mean 
summary  convictions,  but  commitments  for 
trial  at  assizes  or  sessions.  The  commit- 
tals for  trial  at  Epiphany  sessions,  1849, 
were  4,443;  at  Epiphany,  1850,  they  were 
3,980.  The  next  gaol  delivery  was  at  the 
Lent  assizes.  The  number  of  commit- 
ments for  trial  at  the  Lent  assizes  in  1849 
was  2,805,  while  at  the  same  period  in 
1850  the  numbers  were  2,558,  showing 
a  decrease  of  247,  or  nearly  nine  per 
cent.  Then  as  to  the  number  of  commit- 
ments for  trial  at  the  Easter  sessions, 
1849,  they  were  2.334.  In  1850  they 
were  at  the  same  period,  2,007,  showing 
a  decrease  in  the  commitments  of  327, 
or  fourteen  per  cent.  Now,  surely  this 
was  a  most  satisfactory  statement  to  make 
to  the  House.  It  was  quite  notorious  that 
the  diminution  of  crime  was  a  proof  of  in- 
creased employment  and  prosperity.  Next 
as  to  revenue.  The  revenue  for  the  year 
ending  April,    1850,  as   compared   with 

1849,  excluding  the  com  duties,  showed  a 
slight  decrease  in  the  Customs  duties ; 
but  that  was  entirely  owing  to  the  extra- 
ordinary importation  of  foreign  sugar  in 
the  preceding  year.  But  there  was  an  in- 
crease upon  the  Excise,  the  retums  of 
which,  for  1849,  were  13,932.0002. ;  for 

1850,  14,002,5002.  There  was  likewise 
an  increase  upon  each  of  the  items  of 
stamps,  taxes,  and  income  tax;  which  fact 
was  quite  irreconcileable  with  the  exist- 
ence of  general  distress.    He  was  still 


more  happy  to  be  able  to  state  that, 
during  the  month,  from  the  5th  of  April 
to  the  5th  of  May,  the  same  improved 
appearance  still  continued.  Then,  so 
far  as  employment  was  concerned,  let 
them  take  the  exports  for  the  first  three 
months  of  this  year,  as  compared  with  the 
corresponding  period  of  1849  and  1848. 
The  value  of  the  exports  in  1848  was 
11,684,000/.;  in  1849  it  was  12.822,0002.; 
in  1850  it  was  14,000,0002.  These 
exports  are  produced  by  the  labour  and 
employment  of  the  people  of  this  country, 
who.  in  addition  to  having  good  wages  and 
employment,  had  the  advantage  of  cheap 
food.  Surely  this  afforded  a  strong  argu- 
ment against  the  existence  of  general  dis- 
tress. Of  these  exports  he  would  mention 
one  article  of  agricultural  produce — wool. 
Taking  the  exports  of  wool  for  the  last  three 
years,  in  the  first  three  months  of  each 
year  they  showed  the  following  results  : 
—  In  1848,  1,750.000  lbs. ;  in  1849, 
2,080.000  lbs;  in  1850,  2,162.000  lbs. 
That  was  an  instance  of  a  very  largely 
improved  demand  for  agricultural  produce. 
There  was  also  an  improved  demand  for 
both  corn  and  stock.  Indeed,  he  believed 
the  price  of  stock  as  well  as  of  com  had 
been  mainly  kept  down  by  the  quantity 
produced  at  home.  The  reports  of  New- 
castle market,  for  instance,  state  that  the 
stock,  both  beasts  and  sheep,  brought 
there  had  been  gradually  increasing  during 
the  past  four  years ;  and,  at  the  same 
time,  he  should  observe,  that  the  importa- 
tion of  foreign  cattle  had  diminished.  He 
would  detain  the  House  by  no  further 
statements  at  that  late  hour.  He  was 
glad  this  question  had  been  fairly  brought 
to  an  issue.  He  was  glad  that  they 
were  about  to  express  an  opinion  upon 
what  Lord  Stanley  had  called  "a  mis- 
taken and  insane  policy.**  There  he  join- 
ed issue  with  the  noble  Lord.  He  (the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer)  believed  that 
policy  to  be  a  proper,  a  wise,  and  a  just 
policy ;  and  it  was  one  by  which  they  were 
prepared  to  stand  or  fall.  He  believed 
that  so  far  from  sowing  dissension,  as  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  said,  between 
two  classes  of  society,  that  policy  was  es- 
sentially necessary  for  binding  together  all 
classes  of  the  community.  He  believed 
that  by  it  peace  had  been  hitherto  pre- 
served. He  did  not  mind  the  violent  lan- 
guage that  had  been  used  at  public  meet- 
ings. He  was  not  afraid  of  farmers 
mounting  their  horses  and  riding  down 
their  feUow-citizens.     At  those  meetings 
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gentlemen  talked  together  until  they 
brought  themselves  up  to  fever  heat.  He 
did  not  think  it  very  wise  language  to  use; 
but  he  was  not  the  least  afraid  of  its 
being  put  into  execution.  But  what  he 
did  believe  was,  that  the  policy  which  had 
been  pursued  was  essential  for  the  mainte- 
nance of  tranquillity  and  good  feeling  in 
the  country,  aud  that  no  other  policy  could  : 
tend  so  much  to  maintain  permanently  i 
those  valued  institutions  which  they  must 
all  desire  to  maintain.  | 

Mr.  DISRAELI :  Sir,  I  can  assure  the 
House  that  at  this  late  hour  of  the  night  it 
is  not  a  very  agreeable  task  to  me  to  be 
obliged  to  address  it.  But  after  the  ob- 
servations of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  in 
which  he  has  described  so  freely  the  as- 
sumed policy  which  would  be  pursued 
by  those  with  whom  I  act,  I  think  I 
may,  before  the  division  is  called,  at 
least  be  permitted  to  place  before  the 
House  a  more  correct  perception  of  the 
course  we  should  approve  of.  This  Mo- 
tion has  come  upon  myself  somewhat  un- 
expectedly, and  I  should  think  that  that 
was  the  general  feeling  of  the  House.  The 
Motion  is,  "  That  this  House  will  resolve 
itself  into  a  Committee  of  the  whole  House 
to  take  into  consideration  the  Acts  relat- 
ing to  the  importation  of  foreign  com.** 
Now,  Sir,  this  is  not  the  first  occa- 
sion upon  which  I  have  found  that  no- 
tice upon  the  table  of  the  House.  It  is 
not  four  years  ago  that  an  identical  no- 
tice was  placed  on  the  table,  the  object 
then  being  to  propose,  if  wo  resolved  our- 
selves into  a  Committee  of  the  whole 
House,  that  the  repeal  of  the  laws  which 
then  regulated  the  importation  of  foreign 
com  should  be  passed  by  the  House  of 
Commons.  Sir,  I  need  not  remind  the 
House  of  the  lengthened  debates  and  ample 
discussions — of  the  fiery  stmggle  that  took 
place  upon  that  occasion.  I  had  the  honour 
of  voting,  on  every  occasion  when  the  ques- 
tion was  brought  before  the  House,  in  the 
minority — one  not  contemptible  in  number, 
though  not  ultimately  successful  in  the 
object  for  which  they  stmggled.  In  the 
majority  I  find  the  name  of  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman who  proposes  the  resolution  now 
before  the  House.  A  Whig  Member — a 
Member  for  a  county — ^a  Member  of  an 
ancient  Whig  family — a  supporter  of  the 
repeal  of  the  com  laws — one  of  the  tri- 
umphant majority  before  whom  we  fell — 
after  less  than  four  years*  experience,  feels 
it  to  be  his  duty  to  move  that  the  House  of 
Commons  should  form  itself  into  the  same 


Committee  as  was  proposed  less  than  four 
years  ago,  but  with  an  object  very  differ- 
ent, and  for  a  purpose  quite  contrary.  But 
when  that  Member  for  a  county,  who  voted 
for  a  repeal  of  the  com  laws,  to-night  made 
this  Motion,  what  followed  ?  Why,  Sir,  a 
Member  for  a  borough — a  liberal  Member, 
but  a  Member  for  a  town — seconded  the 
resolution.  [(7Ae«r«,  one?** No,  no!*']  Most 
decidedly  it  was  seconded  by  a  Member  for 
a  borough,  who  sits  upon  that  side  of  the 
House.  And,  therefore,  when  a  proposi- 
tion of  this  kind  is  made  by  a  county  Mem- 
ber on  that  side  of  the  House,  and  second- 
ed by  a  borough  Member  on  that  side  of 
the  House,  all  that  I  can  recognise  is  the 
act  of  repentant  free-traders.  I  cannot 
suppose  for  a  moment  that  any  caprice 
could  have  prompted  the  Gentlemen  who 
have  taken  this  step  to  solicit  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House  of  Commons  to  so  grave 
a  subject,  and,  in  the  presence  of  so  many 
Members  on  both  sides,  to  have  submitted 
their  views  upon  the  question.  There  was, 
indeed,  an  hon.  Baronet  who  taunted  these 
benches  in  an  early  part  of  the  evening 
because  they  were  so  thinly  filled;  but  I 
may  observe  that  I  have  seldom  at  that 
particular  period  of  the  evening  seen 
the  benches  more  fully  occupied.  But  I 
have  no  doubt  that  had  hon.  Gentlemen 
known  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Maryle- 
bone  was  about  to  address  them,  the  at- 
tendance at  that  time  would  have  been 
more  ample.  Unquestionably,  then,  the 
hon.  Gentleman  who  has  made  this  Motion 
would  not  have  taken  such  a  step;  and  a 
Member  for  an  Irish  borough,  a  Gentleman 
entitled  in  every  way  to  our  respect,  would 
never  have  come  forward  to  second  it,  and 
thus  give  voice  to  long  suppressed  feelings 
upon  the  benches  opposite,  had  they  not 
known  from  their  own  experience,  and 
from  public  report,  that  both  this  country 
and  the  sister  isle  were  in  a  state  of  great 
distress.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer — who,  not 
content  with  repeating  the  speech  he  made 
the  first  night  of  the  Session,  has  also  re- 
peated the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Westbury — has,  entering  into  considerable 
details,  taken  the  usual  tests  of  the  poor- 
law,  of  the  criminal  returns,  and  of  the  reve- 
nue, to  show  that  the  working  classes  are 
not  suffering  at  this  moment.  But  you  may 
have  great  distress  in  the  country  withoot 
the  working  classes  suffering.  No  oue  will  • 
deny  that  the  faraiers  of  England,  the  most 
considerable  portion  of  the  middle  classes, 
are  suffering;  and  no  one  can  be  surprised 
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member.  He  found  that,  upon  the  first  of 
these  cargoes,  consisting  of  4,315  quarters, 
there  had  been  a  loss  in  quantity  of  357 
bushels,  equivalent  to  a  charge  of  2$.  3d. 
per  quarter,  the  cost  of  bringing  the  cargo 
to  England  being  IQs,  2d,  per  quarter;  or, 
together,  12«.  5d,  per  quarter.  The  case 
with  the  other  cargoes  was  much  the  same. 
It  appeared  that  at  the  present  time  the  price 
of  good  white  wheat  in  New  York  was 
44^.  9d,  per  quarter;  so  that  this  wheat 
could  not  be  brought  into  the  markets  of 
this  country  under  a  total  cost  of  at  least 
5Qs.  He  would  add  this  further  fact,  that 
at  the  present  moment  flour  was  3^.  per 
barrel  dearer  at  New  Orleans  than  at 
Liverpool.  He  did  not  perceive,  then,  any 
danger  of  the  British  farmer  being  under- 
mined by  the  United  States'  farmer;  and, 
moreover,  he  should  not  be  surprised  to  see, 
within  a  few  months,  quantities  of  wheat 
shipped  from  Europe  for  the  United  States. 
["  Oh,  oh  !"]  Hon.  Gentlemen  who  cried 
*'0h,  oh!*'  did  not  seem  to  know  that 
scarcely  ten  years  ago  large  supplies  of 
wheat  went  from  Europe  to  America. 
During  the  last  ten  years  there  had  been 
variations  of  high  and  low  prices.  The 
years  1843,  1844,  and  1845,  had  been,  on 
the  continent  of  Europe,  the  cheapest 
years  that  had  been  known  for  a  long  pe- 
riod; but  he  could  not  understand  why 
some  hon.  Gentlemen  should  be  unwilling 
to  take  the  experience  of  the  last  ten  or 
twelve  years  as  a  fair  criterion  of  the  pro- 
bable prices  of  the  next  ^ve  or  ten  years. 
The  condition  and  character  of  many  parts 
of  the  Continent  were  entirely  changed  with- 
in the  last  fifteen  or  twenty  years.  The 
Rhenish  provinces,  for  instance,  had  for- 
merly exported  a  considerable  quantity  of 
grain;  but,  for  several  years  past,  instead 
of  exporting,  they  had  been  regularly  im- 
porting. It  had' been  said  that  free  trade 
would  stimulate  production  abroad,  and 
that  in  the  course  of  time  it  would  in- 
crease materially  the  supplies  from  foreign 
countries.  He  had  no  doubt  that  would 
be  the  case,  provided  we  could  give  to 
those  countries  a  higher  price  than  they 
had  been  in  the  habit  of  receiving,  for 
they  would  then  bring  new  land  into  culti- 
vation, and  increase  the  productiveness  of 
the  land  already  cultivated;  but,  unless  we 
gave  an  increased  price,  there  could  be  no 
impulse  to  increased  cultivation.  He  could 
only  say  that  he  thought  it  would  be  most 
unfair  and  most  unwise  in  that  House  to 
declare  that  the  experience  they  had  hither- 
to had  with  r^^rd  to  recent  legislation 


could  afford  a  satisfactory  solution  of  this 
question.  Would  hon.  Gentlemen,  in  the 
month  of  May,  1836,  have  been  satisfied  to 
take  the  experience  of  1835  as  a  fair  crite- 
rion of  the  effect  of  the  sliding-  scale  of  1 828  ? 
Was  he  not,  then,  equally  justified  in  de- 
clining to  take  the  prices  of  1848-49  as  a 
fair  criterion  of  what  the  price  of  wheat 
would  be  in  future  ?  It  had  been  shown 
clearly  and  indisputably  that,  whatever 
parties  in  this  country  might  be  suffering 
from  distress,  the  working  classes  were 
better  off  than  they  had  been  some  years 
ago.  ["  Oh,  oh  !  "]  Would  not  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  credit  returns  which 
had  been  laid  upon  the  table  by  their  own 
friends  ?  The  House  had  no  other  crite- 
rion by  which  to  form  a  judgment;  but  if 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  could  furnish  any 
better  criterion  of  the  condition  of  the 
working  classes  than  was  afforded  by  the 
returns  from  poor-law  unions  throughout 
the  kingdom,  which  were  wholly  unin- 
fluenced by  the  Government,  he  would  be 
willing  to  admit  that  these  returns  did  not 
afford  a  satisfactory  test.  Until,  however, 
some  better  criterion  was  found,  he  was 
entitled  to  say  that,  whatever  effect  free 
trade  in  com  may  have  had,  and  what- 
ever consequences  may  have  been  pro- 
duced by  low  prices,  the  working  classes  of 
this  country  are  at  present  in  a  better 
position  than  they  even  enjoyed  before 
free-trade  measures  were  sanctioned  by 
Parliament. 

Mr.  HERRIES  said,  he  would  occupy 
the  House  only  a  short  time.  The  pre- 
sent debate,  as  far  as  it  had  gone,  was 
undoubtedly  fertile  in  admissions  on  all 
sides  tending  to  the  hope  that  the  House 
would  ultimately  come  to  some  common 
agreement  on  this  important  subject.  One 
hon.  Member  (Mr.  Hastie)  stated  if  the 
present  state  of  things  continued  for  three 
years  longer,  he  would  become  a  protec- 
tionist, and  agree  to  a  duty  on  foreign 
corn.  The  hon.  Member  for  Shrewsbury 
(Mr.  Slaney)  made  a  remarkable  state- 
ment, that  had  he  been  consulted  on  the 
repeal  of  the  corn  laws,  he  would  have  ad- 
vocated a  protective  duty,  because  he  con- 
sidered it  was  justified  by  reason  of  the 
special  burdens  borne  by  the  agricultural 
interest,  and  that  if  the  present  state  of 
things  continued,  he  was  of  opinion  that 
protection  must  be  given.  Why,  this  was 
the  very  essence  of  protection,  for  the 
hon.  Member  was  both  retrospectively  and 
prospectively  in  favour  of  that  policy.  It 
was  much  to  be  regretted  that  it  had  not 
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the  adrantagc  of  his  present  support.  Let 
it  always  be  well  understood  that  the  pro- 
tectionists called  for  no  special  favour  to 
any  class.  With  respect  to  the  agricul- 
turists they  asked  for  strict  justice  only, 
and  they  demanded  it  in  the  alternative : 
they  required  either  a  reversal  of  the  free 
admission  of  foreign  com,  or  some  com- 
pensation for  the  special  burdens  to  which 
land  was  subjected.  This,  in  fact,  was 
the  whole  question.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
had  said  the  present  disastrous  state  of 
things  was  not  wholly  to  be  attributed  to 
free  trade;  but  he  could  not  deny  that  a 
part  of  the  distress  was  owing  to  the  adop- 
tion of  free  trade.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Westbury  gave  the  agri- 
culturists hopes  of  better  times — meaning 
better  prices.  What  did  that  hon.  Mem- 
ber mean  by  such  inconsistency  ?  If  low 
prices  be  the  object  of  the  free-traders, 
and  they  had  obtained  them,  why  should 
they  now  turn  round  and  say  low  prices 
ought  not  to  exist  any  longer  ?  All  these 
contradictions,  in  his  opinion,  tended  to 
further  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  West  Gloucestershire. 
He  (Mr.  Uerries)  would  confine  his  obser- 
vations to  the  question  before  the  House, 
which  was  to  go  into  Committee  to  con- 
sider the  laws  relative  to  the  importation 
of  com.  Taking  the  Motion  in  conjunction 
with  another  which  had  been  announced 
some  time  back  by  the  same  hon.  Member, 
for  a  fixed  duty  of  Ss,  on  the  importation 
of  foreign  com,  he  would  say  if  the  House 
agreed  to  the  Motion  before  it,  he  should 
in  that  view  give  it  his  support;  and  he 
must  say  he  was  surprised  the  noble  Lord 
at  the  head  of  the  Government  should  have 
any  difficulty  in  giving  his  consent  to  this 
Motion,  seeing  that  he  at  one  time  was  in 
favour  of  an  Ss,  duty  himself.  The  an- 
swer given  by  the  noble  Lord  opposite  to 
the  remonstrances  of  this  important  and 
most  aggrieved  interest,  when  recently 
presented  to  him  by  a  deputation  entitled 
to  much  respect,  was  by  no  means 
aatisfactory.  Tho  debate  to-night  had 
tumed  upon  the  argument,  or  what  was 
called  such,  that  this  was  but  a  trial  of 
the  experiment  of  free  trade.  He  would 
refrain  from  addressing  his  observations 
on  this  occasion  to  the  effect  of  such  an 
experiment  upon  other  branches  of  British 
industry,  and  restrict  them  to  the  free  in- 
troduction of  foreign  corn  in  competition 
with  our  home  produce,  by  which  it  was 
now  no  longer  disputed  that  the  value  of 
that  produce  had  been  lamentably  deteri- 1 
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orated.  As  to  the  assumption  now  put 
forward,  that  the  recent  policy  was  adopted 
as  an  experiment  only,  he  should  protest 
in  the  strongest  terms  against  such  a  view 
of  the  subject,  and  against  the  belief  that 
any  Legislature  could  have  been  rash  and 
reckless  enough  to  venture  upon  an  expe- 
riment involving  in  its  possible  conse- 
quences the  welfare  of  the  largest  and  most 
important  proportion  of  the  community. 
He,  for  one,  had  never  understood,  at  the 
time  they  were  bringing  forward  their 
free-trade  propositions,  that  they  were 
about  to  try  an  experiment.  He  did  not 
think  that  if  the  proposition  were  so  un- 
derstood, the  House  of  Commons  would 
ever  have  consented  to  it.  When  the  hon. 
Member  who  had  moved  the  Address  at 
the  commencement  of  the  Session  had  ad- 
mitted that  the  agricultural  interest  had 
suffered  a  loss  of  90,000,000^.,  he  did  not 
treat  that  enormous  sacrifice  as  the  result 
of  an  experiment  only,  but  rather  gloried 
in  it  as  a  permonent  consequence  of  a 
permanent  policy.  If,  however,  these 
measures  were  to  be  looked  upon  only 
as  an  experiment,  he  thought  that  they 
must  acknowledge  this  was  an  expe- 
riment which  had  had  a  fair  trial,  as  far 
as  the  agricultural  interest  was  concerned. 
It  was  now  three  years  since  the  passing 
of  the  Act;  but  in  point  of  fact  there  were 
only  fifteen  months  that  could  be  said  to 
be  applicable  to  the  experiment  made. 
From  the  moment  that  this  Act  might  be 
said  to  have  come  into  full  operation,  the 
most  serious  results  were  felt  by  the  agri- 
cultural interest.  This  experiment  had 
had,  then,  a  trial  which  every  reasonable 
man  must  admit  had  told  most  injuriously 
upon  the  farming  interest  of  the  country. 
In  spite  of  all  the  calculations  made  on 
the  other  side  as  to  the  probability  of  that 
interest  rising  from  its  depressed  state,  it 
was  now  next  to  impossible  that  any  dis- 
passionate person  could  entertain  a  rational 
hope  of  their  anticipations  being  realised 
under  the  existing  law.  The  Legislature, 
he  contended,  had  no  right  to  impose 
these  hard  conditions,  whether  by  way 
of  trial  or  otherwise,  upon  the  greatest 
interest  of  the  country.  It  was  impos- 
sible for  the  present  system  of  govern- 
ment to  continue  without  giving  some 
relief  to  the  agricultural  interest,  which 
was  now  suffering  such  unequal  bur- 
dens, lie  would  ask  those  who  supported 
these  measures  to  say  candidly  whether 
they  had  not  been  disappointed  in  the  re- 
sults expected  from  them?     Was  ther« 
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anj  person  now  in  office  who,  if  he  could 
have  foreseen  the  effects  that  were  to  fol- 
low from  these  measures,  would  have  had 
the  folly  or  the  wickedness  to  propose 
them  ?     Would  he  not  rather  have  shrunk 
from  the  idea  of  throwing  the  agriculturists 
of  England  into  competition  with  the  fo- 
reigner,  if   he  had   foreseen  the  conse- 
quences ?     The  agriculturists  were  told  to 
put  their  hope  in  the  future,  for  that  things 
would  soon  hecome  hetter.     They  talked 
t>f  the  energies  of  the  British  farmer,  and 
they  spoke  eloquently  of  the  spirit  of  the 
British  farmer  hacked  hy  his  English  capi- 
tal being  able  to  overcome  his  present  dif- 
fioulties.     But  he  would  ask  them  what 
right  had  they  to  impose  these  difficulties 
Upon  the  British  farmer?     What    right 
had  they  to  test  to  the  utmost  extremity 
of  even  possible  endurance  his  spirit  and 
his   strength   under   such  circumstances? 
He  had  no  doubt  but  that  the  British  far- 
mer would   struggle  to  the  last  against 
these  or  any  other  difficulties,  and  per- 
haps be  able,  to  some  extent,  to  mitigate 
the  evils  with  which  the  Legislature  had 
surrounded  him.  But  within  the  short  time 
that  had  elapsed  since  this  so-called  ex- 
periment had  been  tried,  the   prices   of 
agricultural  produce  had  diminished  20, 
25,   and    30    per    cent.     Was  not    that 
broad  fact  sufficient  evidence  of  the  result 
of  the  trial,  without  descending  to  minute 
calculations  or  particular  details  ?    But,  in 
order  to  show  in  the  most  tangible  form 
the  pressure  that  was  imposed  upon  the 
agricultural  interest,   let  us  compare    it 
with  the  pressure  of  the  most  prominent 
of  the  direct  imposts  upon  the  country, 
and  the  effects  of  which  were  universally 
felt  and  acknowledged.     Compare    what 
had  been  done  to  the  British  agriculturist 
with  the  alarm  which  was  created  in  the 
last  year  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  when  he  felt 
himself  compelled  to  repair  his  shattered 
finances  by  a  proposition  to  increase  the 
Income  tax.     We  all  remember  the  uni- 
Yersal  outcry  which  followed  the  announce- 
ment of  that  proposal.     It  was  true  the 
Government    were    obliged    to   withdraw 
that  proposition,  and  to  content  themselves 
with  the  simple  continuance  of  the  tax  at 
its  existing  rate  of  3  per  cent.     But  what 
Was  this   even  when  compared  with   the 
sacrifice  now  recklessly  imposed  upon  the 
income  of  the  agriculturists  ?     What  was 
the  amount  required  to  be  paid  by  the 
agriculturists  ?     Why,  they  had  taken  30 
per  cent  on  the  incomes  of  the  farmers. 


They  had  taken  in  this  one  year  from  the 
farmers,  what  was  equivalent,  at  the  least, 
to  ten    times   the  present    income    tax. 
One  hon.  Member  said,  that  if  England 
continued  to  suffer  thus  for  three  years,  he 
would  be  a  protectionist.  He  (Mr.  Hetries) 
would  tell  the  hon.  Member  that  he  should 
according  to  his  own  principles  be  a  pro- 
tectionist and  help  the  agriculturist  now. 
The  commiseration  of  the  hon.   Gentle- 
man ought  not  to  be  postponed — it  should 
be  manifested  at  once,  for  the  extent  of 
the  loss  and  suffering  was  generally  ac- 
knowledged.    The  proposition  now  made 
had  for  its  object  the  going  into  a  Com- 
mittee with  a  view,  no  doubt,  of  proposing 
a  fixed  duty  upon  foreign  com*     He  (Mr. 
Herries)  did  not  think  that  that  would  be 
a  Tery  great  relief  to  the  agriculturists. 
He  was  convinced  that  the  effect  of  putting 
on  such  a  duty  would  not  materially  affect 
the  price  of  corn.      He  was  disposed   to 
think  that  the  imposition  of  a  moderate 
fixed  duty  upon  corn  would  not  have  the 
effect  of  raising  the  price,  but  it  would  en- 
sure them  against  the  prices  going  much 
lower.     It  would  have  the  effect  of  cir- 
cumscribing the  radius  of  competition  of 
the  foreign  growers  in  our  own  markets, 
and  would  thereby  put  a  certain  limit  upon 
those  enormous  importations,  from  which 
the  detriment  to  our  own  producers  had 
been  so  severely  experienced.     It  might 
thus  in  all  probability  tend  to  arrest  a  fur- 
ther declension  in  the  price  of  com  in  this 
country.  Even  supposing  that  it  would  have 
the  effect  of  raising  the  price  of  corn  to  the 
extent  of  45^.,  that  would,  in  some  de- 
gree, be  a  boon  to  the  farmer,  as  compared 
with  the  present  prices.     Could  they  point 
out  any  interest  in  the  country  that  would 
be  injured  by  a  rise  in  the  price  of  corn  to 
45#.  ?     If  they  could  not,  why  then  did 
they  not  take  some  steps  to  attain  this  re- 
sult?    They  certainly  used  much  milder 
language  to  the  demands  of  the  agricul- 
turists now  than  they  did  before.      But 
would  they  do  nothing  more  ?    Would  they 
wait  for  the  expiration  of  three  years  for 
the  experiment,  as  the  hon.  Member  for 
Paisley  suggested  ?      He   would   caution 
them  against  any  further  delay.      They 
ought  to  take  warning  by  the  excitement 
and  alarm  that  they  had  already  created. 
But  the  agriculturists  had  been  somewhot 
suspiciously  advised  by  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet the  Member  for  Ripon,  not  to  press 
their  claims  for  relief  in  the  present  Ses- 
sion, but  to  postpone  them  until  the  next 
year,  when  the  income  tax  would  expire^ 
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and  when  a  general  reckoning  with  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  must  take 
place,  and  thus  to  throw  the  weight  of 
their  grieyances  into  the  general  cauldron 
of  difficulties  with  which  the  nohlc  Lord 
at  the  head  of  the  QoTcrument  would 
then  have  to  contend.  It  was  admitted 
from  hoth  sides  of  the  Houso  that  the 
landed  interest  was  exposed  to  peculiar 
burdens  which  ought  to  be  taken  into  con^ 
Bideration,  and  relieyed,  when  the  question 
arose  of  exposing  it  to  open  competition 
with  the  foreigner.  Promises  were  given 
that  such  relief  should  be  afforded.  But 
the  hour  of  fulfilment  had  not  arrived. 
The  most  moderate  application  for  the  per- 
formance of  those  promises,  had  been  made 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Buckinghamshire. 
That  application  had  been  rejected.  Could 
ther  be  surprised  at  the  strong  sentiments 
of  mdignation  which  that  refusal  had  occa- 
sioned ?  He  begged  to  be  understood  as 
not  entertaining  the  slightest  wish  to  con- 
tribute to  the  angry  feeling  that  at  pre- 
sent existed  in  the  country  upon  this  sub- 
ject. That  inimical  feeling,  however, 
clearly  justified  by  the  treatment  which 
the  agricultural  interest  had  received,  was 
not  the  source  of  the  greater  part  of  the 
obstruction  experienced  by  the  Ministers. 
They  had  a  domestic  opposition  of  their 
own  from  which  it  chiefly  proceeded.  It 
was  from  that  quarter  that  they  were  con- 
tinually attacked.  They  were  treated  by 
that  section  of  the  House  like  the  idols  of 
some  savage  tribes,  or  the  saints  of  some 
Catholic  countries  hardly  less  ignorant, 
alternately  worshipped  or  whipped  as  the 
exactions  of  their  votaries  were  granted  or 
refused.  There  had  been  many  whipping 
nights  in  the  present  Session.  The  re- 
trenchment of  6,000^.  on  the  abolition  of 
the  window  tax,  the  resolutions  on  the  tim- 
ber duties,  the  attornics'  certificates,  were 
all  administered  from  the  same  quarter, 
and  in  the  same  spirit.  Let  the  Govern- 
ment  ponder  on  these  signs,  and  reflect 
upon  the  consequence  of  persevering  in  a 
system  of  ruinous  injustice  towards  the 
great  landed  interests  of  the  kingdom.  Let 
them  beware  lest  that  great  and  widely- 
dispersed  body  of  the  community,  upon 
whose  loyalty  and  devotion  all  Govern- 
ments had  hitherto  been  accustomed  to 
rely  for  the  maintenance  of  a  complicated 
and  unpopular  system  of  taxation,  which 
was  the  very  foundation  of  our  national 
credit,  should  be  driven  to  desert  tlicni  in 
their  hour  of  need  !  The  true  meaning  of 
the  word  **  protection"  for  which  they  con- 


tended, was  neither  more  nor  less  than 
justice.  It  meant  defence  against  an  un- 
due invasion  of  rights  and  property,  or 
compensation  for  partial  and  undue  taxa- 
tion. On  a  former  occasion,  when  he 
had  asserted  thus  much,  the  hoU.  and  gal- 
lant Member  for  Bradford  had  interrupted 
him  and  said,  "  Yes,  and  I  ask  for  justice 
for  my  constituents.'*  [Colonel  Thompson  : 
Hear,  hear !  ]  He  (Mr.  Ilerries)  had  ai 
sincere  a  respect  and  admiration  for  the 
manufacturing  interests  as  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  himself  could  have.  No 
man  could  estimate  more  highly  the  na- 
tional importance  of  that  great  branch  of 
British  industry,  and  the  high  claims  which 
it  possessed  upon  the  gratitude  and  the 
support  of  this  country.  But  he  asked 
for  an  equal  consideration  of  a  still  greater 
department  of  industry  and  capital.  When 
the  manufacturers  boasted  of  their  readi- 
ness to  abandon  all  protection  from  import 
duties  on  foreign  productions,  and  insisted 
on  imposing  the  same  condition  on  the 
landed  interest,  they  overlooked  or  wilfully 
suppressed  a  material  distinction.  It  so 
happened  that  the  manufacturer  was,  un- 
der the  present  relative  circumstances  of 
this  country  and  the  Continent,  enabled  to 
produce  the  subjects  of  his  industry  at  a 
lower  price  than  the  foreigner;  while  the 
British  farmer  was  prevented,  by  the  bur- 
dens imposed  upon  him,  from  raising  agri- 
cultural produce  at  anything  like  the  same 
rate  as  the  continental  cultivator.  This 
made  it  as  impossible  for  him  to  sustain 
competition,  as  it  was  easy  for  the  manu- 
facturer to  do  without  protection.  He 
would  ask  the  liberty  of  calling  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House  to  the  converse  of  this 
state  of  things  as  it  existed  in  Prussia, 
for  example.  There,  matters  were  just 
in  a  contrary  position.  The  Prussian 
farmer  could  grow  his  grain  at  a  much 
cheaper  rate  than  the  British;  while  the 
manufacturer  could  not  fabricate  his  wool- 
len, or  cotton,  or  hard  wares  upon  the 
same  terms  as  the  English.  What,  then, 
if  the  Prussian  landowner  should  come  to 
his  Government  and  say,  **  We  want  no 
protection,  we  disdain  it ;  take  it  away 
therefore  from  the  manufacturer!"  But 
the  Prussian  Government  is  too  wise  to 
listen  to  him.  It  considers  that  the  re- 
lative circumstances  of  each  interest  is 
fairly  to  be  considered,  and  justice  to  be 
done  to  both  as  component  parts  of  the 
same  country,  and  having  a  common  in- 
terest in  itri  safety  and  its  honour.  The 
GoTcrnment  of  this  country  Appeared  to 
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forget  these  diversities  of  circumstances 
and  claims,  and  this  community  of  in- 
terests among  ourselves.  It  was  evident 
that  a  great  change  was  taking  place  in 
the  public  opinion.  He  did  not  mean 
among  the  agricultural  classes  only,  but 
in  all  others,  whether  connected  with  the 
manufacturing  population  or  otherwise; 
There  was  a  manifest  reaction.  And  what 
was  meant  by  reaction  when  applied  to 
public  opinion  ?  It  meant  a  reverse  to 
truth  from  error,  and  false  impressions,  and 
that  only.  He  should  vote  for  the  Mo- 
tion. 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER was  glad  that  his  hon.  Friend  had 
brought  this  Motion  forward;  for  he  agreed 
with  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for 
Marylcbone,  that  the  opinions  of  leaders  of 
parties  should  be  stated  in  one  or  other 
House  of  Parliament,  rather  than  go  forth 
to  the  public  in  answers  to  deputations  and 
manifestoes  published  in  the  newspapers. 
In  that  House,  at  least,  opinions  could  be 
sifted,  statements  answered,  and  assertions 
tested  by  reference  to  facts;  and  he  was 
quite  sure  that  by  having  these  questions 
brought  forward  in  Parliament,  the  public 
would  receive  a  clearer  impression  of  the 
true  state  of  the  case,  and  arrive  at  a  juster 
appreciation  of  its  merits,  than  when  mere 
one-sided  statements  were  put  forth  to 
parties,  none  of  whom  had  any  motive  for 
questioning  the  accuracy  of  what  was  ad- 
dressed to  them.  It  was  true,  that  lat- 
terly much  light  had  been  thrown  on  the 
views  of  the  great  party  opposite  from  what 
had  appeared  in  the  public  papers.  They 
had  at  last  come  to  some  definite  decision 
with  respect  to  their  opinions;  and  the  noble 
Lord  at  the  head  of  the  party  in  the  other 
House  had  put  forward  his  manifesto  of 
principles,  and  had  unfurled  the  standard 
of  protection.  He  was  glad  that  it  was  so. 
Earlier  in  the  Session  hon.  Gentlemen  on 
the  other  side  of  the  House,  had  been  a 
little  chary  in  the  expression  of  their 
convictions  on  this  subject.  It  was  true, 
that  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for 
South  Lincolnshire  had  talked  of  recon- 
sidering our  past  legislation,  to  which  he 
attributed  the  distress  existing  in  some 
parts  of  the  country;  but  the  hon.  Member 
for  Buckinghamshire,  the  great  leader  of 
the  party,  carefully  avoided  saying  anything 
about  protection  in  the  discussion  of  the 
Motion  he  brought  forward  for  transferring 
a  large  portion  of  the  local  taxation  to  other 
classes  than  those  by  whom  it  was  at  pre- 
sent paid— a  relief,  be  it  obsenredy  which 


the  deputation  which  lately  waited  on  his 
noble  Friend  at  the  head  of  the  Govern- 
ment scouted  as  utterly  insignificant  and 
unworthy  of  their  consideration,  and  they 
gave  him  to  understand  that  nothing  but 
a  return  to  protection  would  at  all  an- 
swer their  purpose.  It  was  right,  then, 
to  know  what  they  were  contending  for; 
and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who  pre- 
ceded him  had  told  them  fairly,  that 
he  conceived  the  object  of  Motion  was 
the  imposition  of  a  fixed  duty  of  8;.  per 
quarter  on  wheat.  That,  then,  was  the 
question  on  which  they  were  to  vote  that 
night.  It  was  not  a  Motion  for  a  Com- 
mittee of  Inquiry  into  the  distress  of  the 
agricultural  interest,  as  had  been  supposed 
by  the  noble  Member  for  Stamford,  but 
was  a  Motion  to  ask  the  House  to  go 
into  Committee  in  order  to  consider  their 
past  legislation,  the  object  being  in  that 
Committee  to  make  the  proposal  of  a  fixed 
duty  of  Ss,  a  quarter  on  the  importation  of 
foreign  corn.  Some  difference  of  views 
had  indeed  been  manifested  amongst  the 
hon.  Gentlemen  who  had  spoken  in  sup- 
port of  the  Motion.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Somersetshire  rather  doubted  the  po- 
licy of  the  hon.  Member  for  West  Glouces- 
tershire, who  appeared  in  the  somewhat 
ambiguous  character  of  a  free-trader  and  a 
supporter  of  protection.  He  was  of  opin- 
ion, that  thore  was  little  use  in  appealing 
to  the  present  House  of  Commons,  and 
that  it  would  be  far  better  to  postpone  any 
Motion  till  they  had  got  a  new  Parliament 
elected  by  an  amended  constituency,  which 
he  hoped  and  trusted  would  listen  more 
favourably  to  the  views  and  arguments  ad- 
dressed to  it  by  his  friends.  What  the 
precise  mode  in  which  this  amended  con- 
stituency was  to  be  attained  was,  the  hon. 
Gentleman  forgot  to  explain;  but  he  (the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer)  hoped  he 
would  do  so  before  the  close  of  the 
debate.  He  confessed,  however,  that  he 
had  no  fear  that  the  hon.  Gentlemaa 
would  obtain  a  reversal  of  the  past  po- 
licy of  the  country  by  any  Parliament 
which  he  could  obtain.  He  believed 
the  greatest  benefit  had  been  conferred 
on  the  country  by  that  policy;  and  he 
did  not  believe,  whatever  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman and  his  allies  might  think,  that  the 
great  body  of  the  people,  who  had  tasted 
the  benefits  and  advantages  of  cheap  food, 
was  prepared  to  forego  those  advantages, 
or  that  the  constituency  of  the  country 
would  return  a  body  of  representatives 
either  in  three  years^  or  at  any  future 
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time,  who  would  reyerse  it.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  who  preceded  him  had 
Tery'properly  declined  treating  this  ques- 
tion as  an  experiment;  and  he  (the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer)  must  say  he  was 
a  little  astonished  to  see,  in  the  address  or 
manifesto  issued  hj  Lord  Stanley,  that  the 
nohle  Lord  supposed  that  he  (the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer)  had  ever  used  a 
word  or  let  fall  one  syllahle  from  which  an 
inference  might  be  drawn  that  ho  consid- 
ered free  trade  as  an  experiment.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Wakefield  had  certainly 
talked  of  it  as  an  experiment,  and  tlie  ex- 
pression had  been  used  by  other  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen on  the  opposite  side  of  the  House; 
but  he  disclaimed  in  the  strongest  terms 
for  himself  ever  having  used  a  single  ex- 
pression from  which  an  inference  could  be 
drawn  that  he  considered  the  policy  of  Go- 
Temment  as  an  experiment.  The  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Stamford  talked  of 
**  the  ripple  of  the  wave;'*  but  he  was  ut- 
terly mistaken  if  he  supposed  ho  saw  the 
slightest  indication  of  a  doubt  on  the  part 
of  himself  or  of  his  noblo  Friend  at  the 
head  of  the  Government  as  to  the  wisdom, 
policy  or  justice  of  the  course  which  had 
been  pursued.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Stamford  had  put  very 
clearly,  though  not  very  consistently  with 
what  fell  from  himself,  what  he  conceived 
to  be  the  object  of  protection.  He  stated 
he  did  not  think  even  the  imposition  of  a 
fixed  Ss,  doty  would  bo  of  any  great  bene- 
fit, or  materially  raise  the  price  of  corn; 
and  he  (the  Chancellor  of  the  Excliequer) 
must  say,  supposing  the  agricultural  inter- 
ests looked  for  much  comfort  from  their 
friends,  they  would,  on  this  occasion,  at 
least,  derive  very  little  from  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  or  from  the  admission 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Wakefield  on  that 
side  of  the  House — far  more  important 
than  any  of  those  to  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  referred  with  such  ap- 
parent satisfaction — that  the  large  im- 
portation of  foreign  corn  in  1849  could 
not  have  in  any  way  contributed  to  the 
alleged  distress  which  had  been  the  sub- 
ject of  two  Motions  last  Session,  and  of 
one  in  the  present  Session  of  Parliament. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  argued 
that,  as  the  English  manufacturer  could 
produce  cheaper  than  the  foreign  manu- 
facturer, he  did  not  stand  in  need  of  pro- 
tection, but  as  the  English  agriculturist 
could  not  produce  com  so  cheaply  as  the 
foreign  agriculturist,  we  ought  to  maintain 
protection  on  English  com,  in  order  to  en- 


sure to  the  latter  a  price  which  would  cover 
the  cost  of  his  more  expensive  production 
— that  was  to  say,  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man meant  that  the  price  of  food  should 
be  raised  by  law  to  the  consuming  popula- 
tion of  this  country.    [  Cheers,  and  cries  of 
"No,  no!'*]     If. that  was  not  his  object, 
let  him  state  what  he  meant  by  his  declara- 
tion,  that  a  protecting  duty  on  the  low- 
priced  com   of  the  foreigner  was  neces- 
sary,  because  the    English    agriculturist 
did  not  produce  his  corn  so  cheaply.     He 
called  the  withdrawal  of  protection  an  in- 
justice.   He  (the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer) said  it  was  manifestly  unjust  and  im- 
politic to  raise  the  price  of  the  food  of  the 
labouring  population;  and  the  principle  on 
which  he  and  the  noble  Lord  had  supported 
the  measure  of  free  trade,  when  introduced 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  the 
Member  for  Tamworth,  and  had  since  main- 
tained it,  was  because  they  believed  it  un- 
doubtedly the  wisest  policy,  and  that  which 
was  most  advantageous  to  all  interests.    It 
was  not  as  an  experiment  that  this  policy  had 
been  proposed  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet, 
or  had  been  supported  by  him  (the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer)  and  his  Friends 
behind  him :  they  had  supported  it  on  the 
one  plain  principle  that  it  was  essentially 
for  the  benefit  of  the  large  and  increasing 
population  of  this  country  to  have  its  main 
articles  of  food — its  meat  and  its  bread — 
as  cheap  as  the  world  could  afford  them. 
[  Cheers.]  That  was  the  principle  on  which 
the  Government  supported  the  free-trade 
policy;  by  that  policy  the  Government  was 
prepared  to  stand  or  fall;  and  let  him  as- 
sure hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  there  was  not 
the  slightest  shade  of  doubt  or  misgiving 
in  the  minds  of  himself  or  of  his  noble 
Friend  that  this  policy  was  just  and  sound. 
He  did  not  wish  to  use  one  word  that  could 
be  construed  into  an  insult  to  the  agricul- 
tural body,  and  indeed  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman   had   admitted   Government   gave 
them  at  least  good  words;  but  it  was  for 
the  interests  of  the  agriculturist,  and  for 
the  character  of  Government,  that  no  false 
expectation  or  delusive  hope  should  be  per- 
mitted to  go  forth  that  Government  were 
prepared  to  change  the  course  they  had 
pursued,  or  had  the  slightest  doubt  as  to 
its  wisdom  and  its  pmdence.     He  did  not 
think  it  inconsistent  with  that  opinion  to  lay 
before  the  House  the  reasons  for  thinking 
tho  present  prices  of  com  were  lower  than 
the  permanent  range  of  price  was  likely  to 
be,  and  that  they  could  not  be  solely  or  even 
principally  attributed  to  the  influence  of 
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free  trade.  He  would  appeal  again  to  the 
authority  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Wake- 
field, whose  speech  had  that  night  been 
received  with  such  unanimous  cheers  by 
hon.  Members  on  the  other  side  of  the 
House.  Last  year  there  were  two  Motions 
brought  forward  by  the  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  the  Member  for  Buckinghamshire 
-^one  for  the  relief  of  the  burdens  on  land, 
and  the  other  on  the  state  of  the  nation. 
Both  those  Motions  were  grounded  upon 
the  allegation  that  the  importations  of 
foreign  corn  had  unnaturally  and  unduly 
depressed  the  price  of  home-grown  corn, 
and  had  thereby  produced  great  agricul- 
tural distress.  Well,  what  did  the  hon. 
Member  for  Wakefield  say  on  that  point ! 
He  said  that  the  importations  of  foreign 
com,  last  year,  were  not  more  than  suffici- 
ent to  supply  the  deficiency  arising  from  a 
bad  harvest  and  the  failure  of  the  potato 
crop  in  Ireland — that  it  was  6od*8  mercy 
the  com  came  in  time  to  prevent  starva- 
tions—and that,  so  far  from  that  importa- 
tion depressing  unduly  the  price  of  agricul- 
tural produce  and  the  condition  of  the  la- 
bourer, it  was  the  greatest  boon  that  could 
have  been  conferred  upon  the  country,  in 
order  to  obviate  the  evils  which  would 
otherwise  have  risen  from  a  deficient  har- 
vest and  the  failure  of  the  potato  crop. 
Upon  the  showing,  then,  of  one  of  their 
own  principal  authorities,  notwithstanding 
the  constant  allegation  of  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite,  that  the  importations  of  foreign 
corn  had  occasioned  agricultural  distress, 
it  appeared  that  they  had  nothing  what- 
ever to  do  with  It;  and  the  whole  argu- 
ment, therefore,  on  that  branch  of  the  case 
had  entirely  fallen  to  the  ground,  if  they 
ffave  any  weight  to  the  opinions  of  that  hon. 
Member,  to  whose  authority  on  the  price 
of  corn  they  so  constantly  appealed.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  had  also  stated  that,  there 
having  been  a  good  harvest  last  year,  the 
importations  had  considerably  fallen  off. 
That  was  another  proof  that  the  present 
prices  were  not  occasioned  by  foreign  im- 
portations. In  fact,  that  argument  had  been 
utterly  destroyed  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Wakefield.  [Oriw  0/  ♦•No  !"]  Those 
bon.  Members  who  cried  **No«'*  bad  not, 
perhap,  heard  the  statements  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Wakefield*  having  come  into 
the  House  since  dinner;  but  he  was  satis- 
fied that  those  who  had  heard  that  Gentle- 
man's speech  would  concur  in  what  he  (the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer)  had  just 
stated  as  to  the  effect  of  his  admissions. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  had  in  another  part 


of  his  speech  compared  the  average  price 
of  a  year  with  the  temporary  price  of  a 
week.  That  was  not  a  fair  mode  of  mak- 
ing a  comparison.  He  (the  Chancellor  of 
Exchequer)  would  take  the  average  price 
of  wheat  for  the  year  1849,  as  compared 
with  that  for  the  year  1835.  In  1835 
the  average  price  was  39^.  4(1.,  while  in 
1849  it  was  44«.  3d., being  4«.  lid,  higher 
last  year  than  it  was  under  an  exclusive 
system  of  protection.  Surely  that  was 
enough  to  show  that  it  by  no  means  fol- 
lowed that  the  importations  of  foreign  corn 
had  produced  the  present  low  prices.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  had  quoted  various  state- 
ments from  different  parts  of  the  country, 
with  the  view  of  showing  that  there  had 
been  no  such  rise  of  price  as  had  been 
stated.  He  attached  little  importance  to 
statements  as  to  particular  places,  and 
many  of  them  of  old  date.  He  would  reed 
to  the  House  a  short  paragraph  from  a 
publication  whose  authority  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  would  not  deny — he  meant 
the  Mark' Lam  £xpress  of  Monday  :>«• 

*'  Wheat  is  now  worth  from  is.  to  5$  per  qrxur- 
ter  more  than  it  was  a  month  ago.  and  other  kinds 
of  agricultural  produce  have  participated  in  the 
improveoient.  As  the  rise  has  been  general,  and 
nearly  to  the  same  extent  at  all  the  principal 
towns,  it  is  unnecessary  to  refer  to  particulars." 

Nor  was  this  owing  to  any  speculative  de- 
mandi  for  they  proceeded  to  say — 

**  We  may,  however,  remark  that  purohasers 
have  manifested  considerable  caution,  and  that 
hitherto  there  has  been  little  speculation  in  the 
usual  acceptation  of  the  term." 

It  was  thus  obvious  that  there  had  been 
during  the  last  month  a  rise  of  price  in 
the  case  of  wheat  to  the  extent  of  4<.  or 
5s,  He  would  not  trouble  the  House  with 
the  quotations  in  the  cases  of  barley  and 
oats.  He  would  merely  state  that  they 
also  had  participated  in  the  advance  of 
price,  although  not  to  the  same  extent  as 
wheat.  His  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Westbury  had  shown  that  an  almost  equal 
rise  bad  taken  place  on  the  Continent ; 
that  the  demand  there  was  greater  than 
usual  at  present,  owing  to  the  shortness  of 
the  stocks  on  hand.  The  same  thing  was 
true  as  regarded  the  United  States.  By 
the  most  recent  accounts  from  New  York, 
it  appeared  that  the  price  of  wheat  there 
was  44^.  9d.  per  quarter,  which,  taking 
the  freight  into  account,  would  bring  its 
selling  price  in  this  country  to  little  short 
of  52s,  per  quarter.  His  hon.  Friend  had 
also  stated  grounds  for  believing  that 
owing  tQ  the  exceeding;  good  harvest  of 
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last  autumn  there  bad  been  a  much  larger 
quantity  of  Britinh  wheat  brought  to  mar- 
ket within  the  last  six  months  than  in  the 
corresponding  six  months  of  last  year. 
Surely  that  must  be  allowed  to  have  some 
effect  in  lowering  the  prices.  Hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  had  spoken  much  of  distress, 
and  Lord  Stanley,  in  his  manifesto,  had 
stated  that  the  existing  distress  was  press- 
ing upon  every  portion  of  the  community. 
Kow,  he  (the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer) did  not  mean  to  dispute  that  in 
many  parts  of  the  country  agricultural 
distress  did  prevail ;  but  he  defied  any 
hon.  Member  to  stand  up  in  that  House 
and  bring  forward  proofs  that  distress 
was  pressing  upon  ajl  parts  of  the  com- 
munity. He  emphatically  denied  that 
such  was  the  fact.  Who  would  get  up 
and  say  that  the  manufacturing  districts 
were  suffering  the  slightest  distress  ?  He 
begged  then  to  look  to  the  facts.  The 
same  allegation  of  general  distress  was 
made  as  strongly  month  after  month  last 
year.  It  was  the  foundation  of  the  Mo- 
tions of  the  hon.  Member  for  Buckingham- 
shire last  Session,  and  had  existed,  accor- 
ding to  his  representations,  for  upwards 
of  a  year  and  a  half,  and  up  to  the 
present  time.  Early  in  this  Session  he 
(the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer)  had 
taken  the  opportunity  of  stating  the 
amount  of  poor-law  expenditure  and  the 
number  of  persons  relieved.  He  stated 
that  the  poor-law  expenditure  for  the 
year  ending  the  25th  of  March,  1849, 
was  less  than  that  of  the  preceding 
year,  and  that  the  poor-law  expenditure 
for  the  half  year  ending  Michaelmas,  1849, 
was  less  than  for  the  corresponding  half 
year  in  1848.  But  he  felt  that  the  amount 
of  expenditure  was  not  of  itself  conclusive, 
because  it  might  be  said  that  it  had 
arisen  from  the  low  price  of  corn.  He 
took,  therefore,  the  number  of  persons 
relieved,  and  showed  that,  comparing  the 
i^umber  relieved  on  the  1st  of  July,  1849, 
as  compared  with  those  on  the  1st  of  July, 
1848,  and  the  number  on  the  1st  of  Janu- 
ary,  1850,  with  the  number  on  the  1st  of 
January,  1849,  there  had  been  a  consider- 
able diminution  at  the  latter  period.  But 
a  noble  Lord  in  the  other  House  (the 
Marquess  of  Salisbury),  not  content  with 
that  stfitement,  moved  for  a  return  show- 
ing the  state  of  matters  up  to  the  middle 
of  February;  and  what  had  been  the  re- 
sult ?  It  exactly  corresponded  with  what 
l^e  had  stated  before  as  to  the  dimin- 
ished amount  of  relief.     The  noble  Lord 


the  Member  for  Stamford  had  said  that 
there  had  been  a  great  increase  of  pau- 
perism  in   the   miulaod  counties.     WelU 
he  would  take  the  three  counties    with 
which    the    noble   Lord   was    most    con* 
nected  —  namely,    Leicester,    Northamp- 
ton, and  Rutland,  which  would  fully  an- 
swer, he  thought,  the  noble  Lord's  descrip- 
tion of  the  midland  counties  ;   and  what 
did  he  find  ?     He  found  from  the  Mar- 
quess of  Salisbury's  return,  to  which  he 
had  just  referred,  that  in  the  second  week 
of  February,   1849,  the  number  of  per- 
sons receiving    relief   in   the   county  of 
Leicester  was  18,731;  and  for  the  same 
week    in    1850,  tho    number   was    only 
15,715.     With  regard   to    Northampton* 
shire   the   numbers   were   for    the    same 
periods  15,885  in  1849,  against  15,530  in 
1850,  and  with  respect  to  Rutland  1,410 
against  1,292.     So  that  in  each  of  these 
three  counties  there  was,  according  to  the 
latest  return,  a  diminution,  and  not  ai^ 
increase,  of  the  number  of  persons  reoeiv* 
ing    relief.     He  would    not    trouble  th^ 
House  with  the  other  counties.     [/rpntca| 
cheers,]    Well,  he  would  take  one  otbec 
county— the  county  of  the  hon.  Gentlemau 
who  cheered  so  loudly — namely,  Suffolk-'^ 
and  he  would  take  the  favourite  year  of 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  (1847),  when  the 
price  of  corn  was  high;  and  what  did  he 
find  ?     He  found  that  in  the  second  week 
of  February,  1847,  the  number  of  persona 
receiving   relief  in    Suifolk  was   o0,329. 
and  in  1850  the  number  was  29,319.     He 
would  not  detain  the  House  with  going 
over  all  the  counties  ;  but  he  was  ready  to 
meet  any  hon.  Member  who  should  chal- 
lenge  his   statement  with  regard  to  any 
particular  county.     But,   said  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Stamford,  there  was 
not  only  distress  in  this  country,  but  the 
distress   in   the   sister    country   was   still' 
greater  than  here  ;  and  in  confirmation  of 
his  statement  he  i^ad  an  extract  from,  he 
believod,  the  correspondence  of  a  mornin|p 
paper.     It  was  a  good  thing  to  be  able  to 
produce  facts  in  place  of  assertions.     It 
so  happened  that  tne  returns  received  from 
Ireland  were  up  to .  a  more  recent  period 
than  those  with  regard  to  England.     The 
last  return  he  had  received  was  up  to  the 
middle  of   April.     From  that    rctui'n  it 
appeared  that  the  total  number  of  persona 
receiving  relief  in   Ireland   in  the  week 
ending    the    14th   of    April,    1849,   waa 
815,829  ;  while  in  the  week  ending  the 
13th  of    April,    1850,  the   number    had 
fallen  a^  low  as  338,897,  being  a  ue^ 
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M'Gregor,  J. 
M*Taggart,  SirJ. 
Mahon,  The  O'Grorman 
Mahon,  Visct. 
Mangles,  R.  D. 
Marshall,  J.  G. 
Marshall,  W. 
Martin,  J. 
Martin,  C.  W. 
Martin,  S. 
Masterman,  J. 
Matheson,  J. 
Matheson,  Col. 
Maule,  rt.  hon.  F. 
Milner.  W.  M.  E. 
Mitchell,  T.  A. 
Moffatt,  G. 
Molesworth,  Sir  W. 
Monsell,  W. 
Morgan,  H.  K.  G. 
Morison,  Sir  W. 
Morris,  D. 

Mostyn,  hon.  £.  M.  L. 
Mowatt,  F. 
Munti,  G.  F. 
Mure,  Col. 
Norreys,  Lord 
Norreys,  Sir  D.  J. 
Nugent,  Lord 
O'Brien,  Sir  T. 
O'Conncll,  M. 
O'Connell,  M.  J. 
OTiaherty,  A, 


Ogle,  S.  C.  H. 
Ord,  W. 
Osborne,  R. 
Paget,  Lord  A. 
Paget,  Lord  C. 
Paget,  Lord  G. 
PaUner,  R. 
Palmerston,  Viiot. 
Parker,  J. 
Patten,  J.  W. 
Pearson,  0. 
Pechell,  Sir  G.  B. 
Peel,  rt.  hon.  Sir  R. 
Peel.  F. 

Pelham,  hon.  D.  A. 
Perfect,  R. 
Peto,  S.  M. 
Pigott,  F. 
PiU^ington,  J. 
Pinney,  W. 
Power,  Dr. 
Price,  Sir  R. 
Raphael,  A. 
Rawdon,  Col. 
Reid,  Col. 
Reynolds,  J. 
Ricardo,  J.  L. 
Ricardo,  0. 
Rice,  £.  R. 
Rich,  H. 

Robartes,  T.  J.  A. 
Roebuck,  J.  A. 
RomUly,  Sir  J. 
Rumbold,  0.  E. 
Russell,  Lord  J. 
Russell,  hon.  £.  S. 
Russell,  F.  C.  H. 
Rutherfurd,  A. 
Salwey,  Col. 
Scholefleld,  W. 
Scrope,  G.  P. 
Scully,  F. 
Seymour,  Lord 
Shell,  rt.  hon.  R.  L. 
Simeon,  J. 
Slaney,  R.  A. 
Smith,  rt.  hon.  R.  V. 
Smith,  J.  A. 
Smith,  J.  B. 
Smollett,  A. 
Somers,  J.  P. 
Somerville,rt.hon.SirW. 
Spearman,  H.  J. 
Stansfield,W.  R.  C. 
Stanton,  W.  H. 
Staunton,  Sir  G.  T. 
Stuart,  Lord  D. 
Stuart,  Lord  J. 
Sullivan,  M. 
Sutton,  J.  H.  M. 
Talbot,  J.  H. 
Tancrcd,  H.  W. 
Tenison,  E.  K. 
Thicknesse,  R.  A. 
Thompson,  Col. 
Thompson,  G. 
Thornely,  T. 
Tollemache,  hon.  F.  J. 
Towneley,  J. 
Townshend,  Capt. 
TufheU.  11. 
Turner,  G.  J. 
Tynte,  Col.  0.  J.  K. 
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Vane,  Lord  H. 
Yerney,  Sir  H. 
YiUiert,  hon.  0. 
VWian,  J.  H. 
Wakley,  T. 
Walmtlt/,  Sir  J. 
Walter,  J. 
Watkins,  Col.  L. 


Wilson,  J. 
WilaoD,  M. 
Wood,  rt.  hon.  Sir  C. 
Wood,  W.  P. 
Wortley,  rt.  hon.  J.  S. 
Wrightson,  W.  B. 
Wyld,  J. 
Wyvlll,  M. 


Wegg-Proner,  P.  R.         Young,  Sir  J. 
Welletley,  Ix>rd  C. 

WillOOX,  B.  M.  TBLLKBi. 

WUUami,  J.  Hill,  Lord  M. 

Williamfon,  Sir  H.  Grey,  R.  W. 

The  House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  after 
Tiro  o'clock  till  Thursday. 
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Thursday,  May  16,  1850. 

MiiriTTis.]  PvBuc  Bills. — 2*  Greenwich  Hos- 
pital Improrement. 

iurportMt.-— Prussian  Blinister's  Residence. 

d*  Process  and  Practice  (Ireland);  Distressed 
Unions  Advances  and  Repayment  of  Advances 
(Ireland). 

DEPARTURE  OF  THE  FRENCH 
AMBASSADOR. 

Lord  BROUGHAM :  I  wish  now  to 
advert  to  a  circumstance,  and  ask  a  Ques- 
tion of  my  noble  Friend  opposite  (the  Mar- 
Quess  of  Lansdowne),  to  which,  if  his  pub- 
lic duty  should  not  prcTcut  him  from  re- 
sponding, I  am  sure  he  will,  with  his 
usual  kindness  and  courtesy,  give  me  an 
answer — I  allude  to  the  event,  which  I 
hare  learned  with  very  great  sorrow,  of 
the  departure,  by  command  of  his  Court, 
of  the  French  Ambassador  from  this 
country  to  Paris.  My  Lords,  it  requires 
&o  addition  to  this  fact  to  make  it  wear 
an  aspect  of  grave  and  serious  import  in 
my  eyes  ;  but  I  do  not  consider  that  the 
accidental  circumstance  of  Her  Majesty's 
birthday  coinciding  with  the  departure  of 
the  French  Ambassador  is  to  be  put  into 
ihe  scale  to  add  weight  to  the  circumstance, 
because  I  take  for  granted  that  that  is 
owing,  more  or  less,  to  the  accidental  co- 
incidence of  this  day  with  the  day  ap- 
pointed for  the  explanations  that  have 
been  asked  in  the  French  Chamber.  But 
I  must  say,  it  will  be  to  mo  a  matter  of 
great  satisfaction,  as  it  will  be  to  the 
country  at  large,  if  my  noble  Friend  should 
be  found — when  the  time  comes  to  take 
notice  of  what  I  am  now  stating — to  view 
this  departure  of  the  French  Ambassador 
as  of  less  grave  importance  than  I  do.  For 
of  this  I  am  certain,  that  the  least  din)inu- 
tion  of  the  friendly  feeling  between  this 
country  and  France  is  a  consummation 
most  devoutly  to  be  deprecated,  the  more 


especially  as  France  is  one  of  the  very  few 
Powers — perhaps  I  ought  to  say  almost 
the  only  great  Power — in  Europe,  with 
whom,  from  unfortunate  circumstances, 
respecting  which  I  cast  blame  upon  no 
one,  we  are  at  the  present  moment  on  a 
friendly  footing. 

The  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNE:  I 
will  endeavour  to  reply  to  what  I  consider 
the  most  material  part  of  my  noble  Friend's 
question.  There  can  be  no  doubt  that  the 
sudden  and  perhaps  unexpected  absence 
of  the  French  Ambassador  from  this  Court 
is  an  event  of  importance;  but,  at  the 
same  time,  I  can  assure  my  noble  and 
learned  Friend  that  it  is  not  of  that  very 
grave  importance  which  some  persons 
have  been  disposed  to  attribute  to  it.  My 
noble  and  learned  Friend  has  almost  anti- 
cipated what  I,  nevertheless,  think  to  be 
my  duty  to  state  to  the  House,  that  the 
circumstance  of  his  leaving  this  capital  on 
the  day  of  Her  Majesty's  birthday  was 
simply  accidental,  and  in  no  way  connected 
with  any  intentional  design  of  manifesting 
anything  like  disrespect  to  Her  Majesty  or 
to  this  country,  which,  in  a  case  of  this 
sort,  would  have  been  identical.  It  was, 
I  believe,  solely  from  a  desire — ^his  pre- 
sence being  required  in  the  French  capital 
by  his  Government  —  to  give  them  the 
benefit  of  his  presence  within  as  short  a 
time  as  possible.  And  without  entering 
further  into  the  subject,  I  am  prepared  to 
say  there  are  circumstances  which,  in  my 
opinion,  may  render  the  presence  of  that 
very  eminent  and  intelligent  person  in 
Paris  at  this  moment)  more  useful  to  the 
connexion  between  the  two  countries  than 
would  be  his  stay  in  London. 

Lord  BROUGHAM :  I  anticipated  the 
explanation  of  the  noble  Marquess.  But 
I  can  hardly  ascribe  the  absence  of  the 
Russian  Ambassador  from  the  celebration 
of  Her  Majesty's  birthday  to  a  similar 
cause.    I  wish  I  could. 

Subject  dropped. 

House  adjourned  till  To-morrow. 
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MiHUTiB.]   Public  Bills. — !•  Engifies  for  taking 

Fish  (Ireland);  Borough  Bridges. 
Reported.  —  Public    Libraries    and  Museums ; 
Sunday  Fairs  Prevention. 

TUE  NEW  HOUSES  OF  PARLIAMENT. 
Mr.  B.  OSBORNE  wished  to  ask  the 
hon.  Member  for  Lancaster  whether  it  was 
in  contemplation  to  take  down  the  gallery 
E2 
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in  the  new  House  of  Commons  at  the  hack 
of  the  Speaker's  chair,  which  was  intended, 
he  helieved,  to  he  devoted  to  the  ladies, 
and  also  whether  any  estimate  of  the  pro- 
hahle  expense  of  its  remoyal  had  heen  ob- 
tained by  the  commission  ? 

Mr.  T.  GREENE  said,  it  had  certainly 
heen  suggested  that  the  removal  of  the 
screen  at  the  end  of  the  House  behind  the 
Speaker's  chair,  and  the  carrying  it  hack 
in  the  same  manner  as  was  done  at  the 
other  end  of  the  House,  would  afford  the 
opportunity  of  erecting  there  a  good  gal- 
lery for  the  public,  where  they  could  hear 
and  see  remarkably  well.  Some  alteration 
was  required  in  consequence  of  its  being 
proposed  to  allot  the  gallery  at  the  bar 
end  of  the  House  to  Members.  Some 
other  accommodation  was,  therefore,  ab- 
solutely requisite  for  the  public,  but  it  was 
not  thought  desirable  to  make  any  altera- 
tion whatever  till  the  new  House  had  been 
temporarily  occupied  by  Members,  as  it 
might  then  be  ascertained  what  alterations 
would  be  most  convenient.  He  wished  to 
take  this  opportunity  of  stating  that  the 
architect  had,  in  1844,  submitted  to  a 
Committee  of  the  House  a  plan  of  the 
House  agreeing  with  the  plan  upon  which 
he  had  finally  constructed  it,  and  that  he 
then  gave  the  Committee  a  detailed  ac- 
count of  the  accommodation  afforded  in  the 
late  House  of  Commons  and  the  present 
House,  and  the  accommodation  proposed  to 
be  afforded  in  the  new  House.  It  was  but 
due  to  Mr.  Barry  to  state  that  he  proceed- 
ed with  the  plan  then  proposed  in  conse* 
quence  of  no  objection  having  been  taken 
by  the  House  to  his  suggestions.  He  (Mr. 
Greene)  also  wished  to  correct  himself  upon 
a  point  on  which  he  had  misunderstood  a 
question  put  to  him  by  the  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Member  for  Middlesex  the  other  night. 
He  had  stated,  in  reply  to  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman's  question  as  to  some 
ventilating  apparatus  erected  in  a  court- 
yard, that  it  belonged  exclusively  to  Mr. 
Barry;  but  he  did  not  mean  it  to  be  under- 
stood that  the  ventilation  of  the  new  House 
of  Commons  was  to  be  carried  on  by  Mr. 
Barry.  The  commissioners  at  their  ap- 
pointment received  instructions  to  employ 
Dr.  Reid  to  arrange  the  ventilation  of  the 
new  House  of  Commons  and  the  division- 
lobbies;  but  the  ventilation  of  the  Com- 
mittee-rooms and  other  parts  of  the  House 
had  been  committed  to  Mr.  Barry.  He 
wished  to  be  understood  that  Dr.  Reid  was 
intrusted  exclusively  with  the  ventilation  of 
the  new  House. 


Mr.  roebuck  inquired  whether  there 
had  been  any  deviations  from  the  plan  ori- 
ginally submitted  to  the  Committee  bj  Mr. 
Barry  ? 

Mr.  T.  GREENE  said,  there  had  been 
a  deviation,  arising  from  the  circumstance 
that  Mr.  Barry,  in  the  plan  he  had  sub- 
mitted to  the  Committee,  had  proposed  the 
erection  of  a  gallery  behind  the  Speaker's 
chair  capable  of  containing  120  Members. 
He  (Mr.  Greene)  thought  that  every  one 
acquainted  with  the  ordinary  practice  of 
the  House,  and  the  mode  in  which  busi- 
ness wns  conducted,  would  be  of  opinion 
that  a  gallery  for  120  Members  behind  the 
Speaker's  chair  would  be  extremely  incon- 
venient. The  commissioners  had  there- 
fore felt  it  their  duty  to  prevent  that  gal- 
lery from  being  erected,  and  the  accommo- 
dation proposed  by  Mr.  Barry  had  conse- 
quently been  much  limited. 

Mr.  HUME  asked  whether  it  was  likely, 
when  the  new  House  was  occupied  as  an 
experiment,  that  it  would  contain  one-half 
the  number  of  Members  ? 

Mr.  T.  GREENE  said,  the  new  House 
would  probably  have  been  occupied  to- 
morrow; but,  in  this  intensely  cold  wea- 
ther, he  did  not  think  hon.  Gentlemen 
would  like  to  submit  to  the  experiment. 
The  House  would  be  occupied,  experiment- 
ally, after  Whitsuntide,  and  he  thought  it 
would  be  found  to  accommodate  as  many 
Members  as  the  present  House. 

Mr.  ROEBUCK  asked  whether  they 
would  be  accommodated  in  the  body  of  the 
House,  or  in  the  gallery  opposite  the 
Speaker's  chair,  which  was  to  be  substi- 
tuted for  the  gallery  that  had  been  pro- 
posed to  be  erected  behind  the  Speaker's 
chair  ? 

Mr.  T.  GREENE  had  spoken  of  the 
House  altogether.  He  could  not  say,  from 
recollection,  what  was  the  precise  number 
of  Members  for  whom  accommodation 
would  be  afforded  in  the  body  of  the  new 
House. 

Subject  dropped. 

AFFAIRS  OF  GREECE. 

Mr.  M.  GIBSON  wished  to  ask  the 
noble  Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs  whether 
the  Greek  question  might  be  considered 
entirely  settled,  so  that  those  persons  who 
were  interested  in  trade  might  have  confi- 
dence in  renewing  their  transactions  ?  And 
also,  whether  there  was  a  good  understand- 
ing between  the  French  and  English  Go- 
vernments as  to  the  mode  in  which  the 
settlement  had  been  effected  ? 
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ViscouHT  PALMERSTON:  Sir,  the 
discussions  between  the  British  Govern- 
ment and  the  Greek  Government  are  en- 
tirely closed,  so  that  commerce  may  he 
under  no  apprehension  of  restraint.  En- 
gagements have  been  undertaken  by  the 
Greek  Government  which  put  an  end  to 
all  demands  on  the  part  of  the  British  Go- 
yermncnt.  The  only  question  remaining 
to  be  investigated  is  that  portion  of  the 
claims  relating  to  Don  Pacifico's  demands 
upon  Portugal,  and  the  amount  payable  on 
that  account.  With  regard  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  inquiry  as  to  the  understand- 
mg  between  the  British  and  French  Govern- 
ments, of  course  the  French  Government 
would  have  preferred,  as  we  should  have  pre- 
ferred, that  the  question  should  have  been 
settled  by  the  intervention  of  the  French 
negotiator.  Circumstances  interposed  to 
prevent  that  settlement  from  taking  place. 
It  is  well  known  that  the  French  Ambas- 
sador went  yesterday  to  Paris,  in  order 
personally  to  be  the  medium  of  communi- 
cation between  the  two  Governments  as  to 
these  matters;  but  1  trust  nothing  can 
arise  out  of  these  circumstances  likely  to 
disturb  the  friendly  relations  between  the 
two  countries. 

Mr.  DISRAELI  wished  to  know  from 
the  noble  Lord  the  Secretary  of  Foreign 
Affairs,  whether  there  was  any  objection 
to  lay  upon  the  table  the  papers  relating  to 
the  recent  proceedings  in  Greece  ? 

Viscount  PALMERSTON  had  no  ob- 
jection. The  papers  showing  the  course 
of  the  negotiations  were  at  present  in  pre- 
paration. 

Mb.  ANSTEY  wished  to  know  if  the 
parties  whose  property  had  been  seized  or 
injured  during  those  proceedings  in  Greece, 
were  to  be  debarred  by  the  settlement 
which  had  taken  place  from  seeking  re- 
dress ? 

Viscount  PALMERSTON  said,  it 
would  not  have  been  in  the  power  of  their 
negotiator  in  Greece  to  debar  any  party 
from  seeking  legal  redress. 

Mr.  ANSTEY  wished  to  know  if  the 
matter  (of  redress)  had  been  originally  in- 
cluded in  the  proposed  stipulations  ? 

Viscount  PALMERSTON  replied,  that 
no  such  stipulation  had  been  proposed. 

Subject  dropped. 

THE  LATE  PROTECTIONIST  MEETING. 

Mr.  F.  O'CONNOR  begged  to  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department,  without 
intendbg   to  cast  the  slightest  censure 


upon  the  parties  concerned,  but  merely  to 
ascertaki  a  fact  which  it  was  desirable 
should  be  known,  namely,  whether  there 
was  to  be  one  law  for  the  rich,  and  another 
for  the  poor — whether  it  was  the  intention 
of  the  Government  to  take  any  proceedings 
against  the  parties  who  had  met  at  the 
Crown  and  Anchor  Tavern,  on  last  Tues- 
day week  ?  He  had  himself  been  at  meet- 
ings, for  attendance  at  which  men  had 
been  prosecuted,  where  no  such  violent 
language  had  been  used  as  had  been 
spoken  at  the  meeting  to  which  he  was 
alluding.  [Laughter ,  and  "Oh,  oh  !  "] 
He  did  not  think  the  question  was  one 
which  ought  to  bo  met  by  a  laugh  in  that 
House. 

Sir  G.  GREY  was  understood  to  decline 
giving  any  answer  to  the  question. 

LIFE  POLICIES  OF  ASSURANCE 
(No.  2)  BILL. 

House  in  Committee. 

On  Clause  1, 

Sir  F.  THESIGER  said,  ho  enter- 
tained strong  objections  to  this  measure. 
The  object  of  the  Bill  was  to  render  poli- 
cies of  assurance  upon  lives  assignable. 
The  Committee  was  probably  aware  that 
policies  of  assurance,  like  what  were  called 
in  law  **choses  in  action" — namely,  debts 
and  liabilities — could  not  be  assigned  so  as 
to  enable  the  assignee  to  recover  in  his  own 
name  at  law  upon  such  debt  or  liability. 
Policies  of  assurance  were  practically  as- 
signable, because  he  was  not  aware  that 
any  difficulty  had  ever  been  made  by  as- 
surance offices,  when  they  were  perfectly 
satisfied  that  an  assignment  had  taken 
place,  in  paying  the  amount  of  the  policy 
to  the  assignee  on  receiving  a  proper  dis- 
charge. The  proposal  of  this  Bill  was, 
however,  to  take  policies  of  assurance  out 
of  the  category  of  choses  in  action,  to  give 
the  power  of  assigning  such  policies,  and 
to  enable  the  assignees  to  recover  at  law. 
No  inconvenience  had  been  urged  as  the 
ground  for  such  a  change  in  the  law;  and 
he  considered  that  policies  of  assurance 
ought  to  be  the  last  with  regard  to  which 
this  power  of  assignment  ought  to  exist. 
There  would  not  he  security  against  gam- 
ing in  policies.  Not  having  had  an  oppor- 
tunity of  opposing  the  second  reading,  and 
objecting  as  he  did  to  the  Bill,  as  danger- 
ous and  impolitic,  he  felt  it  his  duty  to 
move  that  the  Chairman  do  leave  the 
chair. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  put,  **  That 
the  Chairman  do  leave  the  chair." 
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Mr.  W.  FAGAN  said,  that  the  reason 
he  had  hrought  in   the  Bill  this  Session 
was,  that  it  had  emanated  from  a  Select 
Committee  of  the  House  last  Session.     It 
had  passed  the  House,  and  was  thrown  out 
by  the  House  of  Lords  without  any  obser- 
vation.      He  had  therefore   renewed   it, 
thinking  it  extremely  necessary.     He  ad- 
mitted that  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man was  right  in  saying  that  life  policies 
of  assurance  were  at  present  practically 
assignable.     They  were,  hut  it  was  with  a 
Chancery  suit  hanging  round  them,  which 
might  be  commenced  at  any  time.     But 
there  was  one  important  matter  connected 
with  the  subject,  of  which  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  seemed  to  be  ignprant. 
On  all  occasions,  so  far  as  his  experience 
had  gone,  the  insurance  companies  required 
the  personal  representatives  of  the  person 
insured  to  join  in  the  receipt  with  the  as- 
signee or  person  receiving  the  amount  of 
the  policy;  and  the  consequence  was,  that 
the  personal  representative,  who  had  no 
interest  in  the  matter,  often  required  to  be 
paid  a  sum  of  money  for  joining  in  the  re- 
ceipt, to  the  detriment  of  the  holder  of  the 
policy,  who  had  given  full  value  for  it. 
But  an  extreme  difficulty  arose  out  of  the 
practice,  where  there  might  be  no  personal 
representative.     He  know  of  one  case  in 
which  a  sum  of  3,0002.  was  involved.  The 
insurance  office  refused  to  pay  the  money, 
there  being  no  personal  representative  to 
give  a  receipt.     The  policy  had  been  as- 
signed for  a  valuable  consideration,  and 
there  was  no  simple  remedy  at  law.     But 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had  given 
no  sound  reason,  and  had  offered  no  practi- 
cal argument,  in  opposition  to  the  Bill.     In 
Ireland  life  policies  of  assurance  were  fre- 
quently given  as  securities  for  loans;  but 
the  Bank  refused  to  take  the  assignments 
as  security,  on  the  sole  ground  that  they 
were  not  assignable  at  law. 

Mr.  MULLINGS  deprecated  the  oppo- 
sition to  the  Bill;  which  he  declared  his  ex- 
perience convinced  him  was  necessary  for 
the  purposes  of  justice,  to  prevent  the 
enormous  litigation  in  Chancery  which  now 
was  common  in  cases  of  assignment  of  po- 
licies. In  one  case,  a  policy  of  5,000^ 
cost  2,300/.  ill  Chancery  litigation;  and  in 
another,  a  policy  for  4,500/.  cost  1,800/. 
in  Chancery,  before  the  right  of  the  as- 
signee was  settled,  and  in  one  case  it  was 
settled  against  him. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  sup- 
ported the  Motion  of  the  hon.  and  learn- 
ed Gentleman  the  Member  for  Abingdon. 


He  thought  the  Bill  was  opposed  to  some 
of  the  recognised  principles  of  English  law; 
that  it  would  operate  injuriously  on  cer« 
tain  branches  of  life  policy  assurance;  and 
that  it  would  unnecessarily  alter  the  pre- 
sent system  in  England  and  Scotland.  He 
thought,  moreover,  the  proposal  would  be 
attended  with  danger,  and  that  no  case 
had  been  made  out  which  should  induce 
the  House  to  violate  the  existing  law. 

Mr.  F.  FRENCH  said,  that  there  never 
yet  was  a  Bill  framed  which  could  not 
be  evaded.  He  believed  that  several 
cases  of  great  hardship  existed  in  conse- 
quence  of  the  defective  state  of  the  law. 
He  hoped,  therefore,  that  the  House 
would  take  a  common-sense  view  of  the 
case,  and  remedy  the  evil,  no  matter 
who  might  complain. 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  69; 
Noes  66  :  Majority  3. 

The  House  resumed. 

PUBLIC  LIBRARIES  AND  MUSEUMS. 

On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Ewart,  the 
House  went  into  Committee  on  this  Bill. 

On  Clause  I, 

Mr.  ewart  moved  the  insertion  of  a 
proviso  to  the  following  effect : — That  it 
shall  be  lawful  for  the  mayor,  upon  the 
request  of  the  town  council  of  any  munici* 
pal  borough  (the  population  of  which,  ao- 
cording  to  the  last  account  taken  thereof 
by  authority  of  Parliament,  exceeds  10,000 
persons),  to  ascertain  whether  the  provi- 
sions of  this  Act  shall  be  adopted  for  such 
borough  in  manner  following;  that  is  to 
sayt  hy  causing  a  notice  to  be  affixed  on  or 
near  the  door  of  the  town  hall  of  the  said 
borough,  and  on  or  near  the  door  of  every 
church  or  chapel  within  the  said  borough; 
and  to  be  inserted  in  some  newspaper 
published  in  such  borough;  or  if  there 
be  none  such,  in  some  newspaper  pub- 
lished in  the  county  in  which  such 
borough  is  situate,  and  circulating  in 
such  borough;  specifying  some  day  not 
earlier  than  ten  days  after  the  affixing  and 
publication  of  such  notices,  and  at  what 
place  or  places  within  the  said  borough 
the  burgesses  are  required  to  signify  their 
votes  for  or  against  the  adoption  of  this 
Act,  which  votes  shall  be  received  on  such 
day,  commencing  at  nine  of  the  clock  in 
the  forenoon,  and  ending  at  four  of  the 
clock  in  the  afternoon  of  soch  day. 

Colonel  SIBTHORP  denounced  this 
Bill  as  absurd  in  every  sense  of  the  word, 
and  intimated  his  intention  of  moving  its 
rejection  upon  the  report  being  brought 
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up.  He  ihongbt  the  people  were  already 
sufficiently  taxed,  and  that  this  Bill  would 
open  the  door  to  increased  and  indefinite 
burdens  being  placed  upon  them.  He  had 
no  desire  to  curtail  the  amusements  of  the 
people;  if  be  could  add  to  them  he  should 
be  happy  to  subscribe  money  from  his  own 
purse,  and  not  exact  funds  from  those  who 
could  not  afford  to  pay.  He  thought  the 
Bill  was  partial  in  its  operation,  that  it  was 
not  demanded  by  the  petitions  which  had 
been  presented ;  and  as,  moreover,  he 
thought  it  had  been  brought  forward  to 
gratify  the  whim  of  some  parties  and 
the  Tanity  of  others,  he  should  take  the 
advantage  of  a  fuller  House  to  move  its 
rejection. 

Mr.  STANFORD  said,  when  the  Bill 
was  introduced  there  was  a  distinct  under- 
standing that  it  was  a  permissive  Bill.  It 
was,  however,  subsequently  found  that  the 
Bill  was  not  a  permissive  but  a  compulsive 
one.  The  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Dumfries  then  gave  notice  of  a  clause 
of  a  permissive  nature;  but  that  clause,  so 
far  mm  assuring  the  sanction  of  two-thirds 
of  the  ratepayers  of  boroughs  or  towns, 
with  a  population  of,  or  exceeding,  10,000 
persons,  simply  stated  that  the  adoption  of 
the  Act  should  be  authorised  by  two- thirds 
of  the  burgesses  assembled  by  a  notice  not 
earlier  than  ten  days.  He  had  opposed 
that  clause,  and  moved  an  Amendment  to 
it,  and  when  six  o'clock,  the  hour  of  ad- 
journment, arrived,  the  further  progress  of 
the  Bill  was  postponed  till  the  present  oc- 
casion. He  would  support  the  Bill  cheer- 
fully if  the  hon.  Member  would  modify  it 
BO  that  its  provisions  should  be  of  a  per- 
missive and  not  of  a  compulsory  character. 
The  Bill  in  its  present  state  had  a  very  in- 
sinuating title,  but  nothing  else.  Take 
away  the  title  and  there  was  no  Bill  at  all. 
A  more  crude  or  ill-digested  piece  of  legis- 
lation he  never  saw,  and  he  felt  convinced 
that  it  would  not  give  satisfaction  to  the 
country. 

Mr.  EWART  must  make  exception  to 
the  manner  in  which  the  Bill  had  been  at- 
tacked by  the  hon.  Member  for  Reading, 
and  would  remind  him  that,  if  there  were 
crude,  crotchetty,  and  ill-digested  Bills, 
there  were  also  crude,  crotchetty,  and  ill- 
digested  speeches.  Neither  did  he  think 
it  redounded  to  the  credit  of  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman that  he  should  mark  his  noviciate 
by  making  an  attack  upon  a  Member  for 
having  introduced  a  Bill  of  this  sort.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  bad  said  the  Bill  was  not 
joatiirely  eonsidered;  but  be  begged  to 


mind  the  hon.  Member  that  it  had  been  re- 
commended by  a  Committee  of  last  Session, 
and  numerous  petitions  had  been  presented 
in  its  favour.  Indeed,  he  was  sure  that  the 
borough  of  Reading  would  approve  of  the 
Bill,  unless,  indeed,  it  was  not  a  "reading** 
borough.  He  would  make  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman a  present  of  the  joke,  as  he  consid- 
ered it  suitable  to  the  nature  of  his  opposi- 
tion. He  had,  in  the  alterations  which  he 
proposed  to  introduce  into  the  Bill,  endea- 
voured to  conciliate  opposition  and  meet 
the  objections  of  hon.  Members.  He  pro- 
posed that  notices  should  be  affixed  on  the 
doors  of  churches  and  chapels,  and  should 
be  advertised  in  the  newpapers  also,  and 
he  was  willing  to  introduce  any  further 
provisions  into  the  measure  which  would 
remove  all  objections  to  it,  unless  those 
objections  were  of  an  unreasonable  kind. 
He  regretted  that  the  hon.  Gentleman  Op* 
posite  the  Member  for  Reading  had  im- 
puted motives  to  him  which  did  not 
actuate  him  in  bringing  forward  the  Bill. 
He  had  brought  it  in  on  public  grounds 
only,  and  for  a  public  purpose;  and  feeling 
that  conviction  he  did  not  think  it  neces- 
sary to  reply  to  those  who  said  to  the  con- 
trary. He  believed  that  the  introduction 
of  the  clause  which  he  proposed  would  have 
been  more  properly  done  on  another  stage 
of  the  Bill;  but  as  the  right  hon.  Secretary 
for  the  Home  Department  had  given  an 
opinion  that  it  would  be  better  to  do  so 
then,  he  was  willing  to  accede  to  his  sug- 
gestion. If  the  hon.  Member  for  Reading 
was  really  desirous  that  the  measure  should 
pass,  and  would  give  to  him  (Mr.  Ewart) 
his  support,  he  would  willingly  agree  to 
any  proposition  which  might  be  made  to 
make  the  Bill  more  perfect. 

Sir  G.  R.  PECHBLL  said,  he  had  in- 
structions from  the  town  he  had  the  honour 
to  represent,  to  put  in  a  clause  to  extend 
the  provisions  of  the  Bill  to  towns  with 
local  Acts.  At  present  it  was  confined  to 
corporate  towns,  and  he  saw  no  reason  why 
it  should  not  extend  to  large  towns  which 
were  not  incorporated. 

Sir  G.  GREY  said,  there  appeared  to 
be  considerable  confusion  with  respect  to 
the  mode  of  proceeding  with  the  Bill.  The 
main  question  they  had  to  determine  was, 
whether  the  ratepayers  had  a  sufficient 
control  over  the  town  councils.  In  order 
to  give  such  a  control,  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Dumfries  had  proposed  a 
clause;  and  to  that  clause  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man opposite,  the  Member  for  Reading, 
object^,  and  proposed  an  Amendment. 
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Upon  that  the  clause  was  withdrawn,  and 
a  new  one  was  substituted,  to  which  the 
Amendment  did  not  refer,  and  he  would 
therefore  suggest  that  the  Amendment 
should  be  withdrawn,  and  that  the  Bill 
should  be  committed  pro  formd^  that  the 
new  clause  might  be  considered,  and  that 
hon.  Members  might  have  an  opportunity 
of  seeing  how  it  affected  the  Bill. 

Mr.  HUME  was  of  opinion  that  the 
most  important  port  of  the  Bill  was  that 
which  gave  a  check  to  the  ratepayers 
over  the  funds  raised  under  the  Bill,  and 
as  the  new  clause  referred  to  that  import- 
ant point,  he  hoped  the  House  would  allow 
it  to  be  introduced  proformd^  for  the  pur- 
pose of  its  being  considered. 

Mr.  STANFORD  had  no  intention 
whatever  of  imputing  any  sinister  object 
to  the  hon.  Member  who  had  introduced 
the  measure,  for  he  entirely  acquitted  him 
of  any  such  object.  He  would  be  the  last 
person  in  the  House  to  impute  improper 
motives,  and  his  own  opposition  arose  en- 
tirely from  his  sense  of  public  duty.  He 
had  no  objection  whatever  to  the  course 
suggested  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Secretary  for  the  Home  Department,  and 
he  would  not,  therefore,  any  longer  persist 
in  his  Amendment. 

The  House  resumed.  Bill  reported  ;  to 
be  printed  as  amended;  recommitted  for 
Thursday,  the  13th  of  June. 

MARRIAGES  BILL. 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Question  [18th  April],  *'That 
Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  chair." 

Question  again  proposed. 

Debate  resumed. 

Mr.  DIVETT  rose  to  move,  as  an 
Amendment,  that  the  House  do  resolve  it- 
self into  Committee  on  the  Bill  that  day 
six  months.  In  his  opinion  it  was  a  scan- 
dalous and  an  immoral  Bill,  and  he  was 
astonished  that  a  man  of  the  learning  and 
ability  of  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Bute- 
shire should  have  been  induced  to  take 
charge  of  such  a  measure.  In  all  his  Par- 
liamentary experience  he  had  never  seen 
anything  of  the  sort;  and,  remembering 
the  place  which  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman represented,  he  could  not  avoid  no- 
ticing the  fact,  that  there  had  that  evening 
been  presented  from  Buteshire  a  petition 
signed  by  152  of  the  electors  against  the 
Bill.  It  might  truly  be  said  that  Scot- 
land and  Ireland  were  both  against  the 
Bill.  Every  one  knew  that  great  efforts 
were  made  to  get  up  petitions  in  England 


in  favour  of  it ;  that  a  powerful  firm  of 
London  attorneys,  paid  by  a  gentleman 
well  known  in  that  House,  were  sparing 
no  pains  to  promote  tlie  Bill,  for  the  pur- 
pose of  effecting  some  marriages  and  of 
legalising  others.  It  was  not  proper  that 
he  should  then  reopen  the  discussion  of 
last  year,  or  any  former  discussions;  but 
it  was  impossible  for  any  one  who  heard 
the  speech  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Abingdon  to  avoid  feeling  that  it 
was  their  duty  to  stop  at  the  stage  which 
the  Bill  had  now  reached,  and  not  oppose 
themselves  to  the  deliberate  sentiment  of 
the  men,  and  still  more  of  the  women,  of 
England.  It  appeared  to  him  that,  in  a 
social  point  of  view,  a  more  mischievous 
Bill  had  never  been  presented  to  Parlia- 
ment. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  from 
the  word  *'  That"  to  the  end  of  the  Ques- 
tion, in  order  to  add  the  words  *'this  House 
will,  upon  this  day  six  months,  resolve  it- 
self into  the  said  Committee,"  instead 
thereof. 

Question  put,  "  That  the  words  proposed 
to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

Mr.  a.  J.  B.  HOPE  seconded  the 
Amendment. 

The  House  divided : — Ayes  42  ;  Noes 
40 :  Majority  2. 

Clause  1  agreed  to. 

On  Clause  2, 

Sir  F.  THESIGER  said,  they  had  now 
arrived  at  that  stage  of  the  Bill  at  which 
all  discussion  with  regard  to  its  principles 
should  be  suspended,  and  they  should  con- 
fine themselves  entirely  to  a  consideration 
of  its  details.  He  mentioned  this  in  order 
that  his  position  might  not  be  misunderstood, 
and  that  when  ho  stated  his  objection  to 
certain  poHions  of  the  Bill,  it  might  not  be 
supposed  that  he  was  in  any  degree  waiv- 
ing the  right  which  he  had  to  object  to  its 
principle  at  some  future  stages,  which  he 
should  most  unquestionably  do  if  an  oppor- 
tunity should  be  afforded.  What  he  pro- 
posed to  submit  to  the  Committee  was,  the 
Amendment  of  which  he  had  given  notice, 
that  marriages  with  a  deceased  wife's  sister, 
which  had  been  contracted  since  the  year 
1835,  in  direct  violation  of  a  known  law, 
should  not  by  this  Bill  be  rendered  valid. 
It  would  easily  be  observed  by  hon.  Mem- 
bers who  were  of  opinion  that  the  law  with 
respect  to  these  marriages  ought  to  be 
changed,  that  they  might  quite  consistently 
vote  for  his  Amendment,  because  they  might 
be  of  opinion,  with  him,  that  the  Act  should 
not  have  the  operation  which  the  clause^ 
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M  it  at  present  stood,  would  give  it.  He 
iboQght  it  would  be  admitted  that  all  retro- 
ftctiTe  laws  were,  in  general,  a  violation  of 
the  principles  of  legislati  on .  T  hey  were  very 
Bparingly  to  be  resorted  to,  and  not  to  be 
adopted  unless  there  was  something  which 
amounted  almost  to  a  moral  necessity. 
There  were  some  instances  where  the  Le- 
gislature had  stepped  in  for  the  protection 
of  parties  who  had  through  ignorance  in- 
adTertently  yiolated  the  laws,  and  incurred 
penalties;  but  no  instance  could  be  found 
where  persons  guilty  of  a  wilful  violation  of 
the  law  had  found  protection  and  indulgence 
from  the  Legislature;  and  more  especially 
could  no  instance  be  found  of  such  legisla- 
tive interference  where  the  important  rights 
of  others  would  be  affected  by  such  legisla- 
tion. As  illustrative  of  the  mode  in  which 
the  Legislature  had  interfered  by  retroac- 
tiyo  laws,  he  would  refer  to  the  most  re- 
eent  instance  of  that  kind — the  Act  passed 
in  1845  to  exonerate  the  printers  and  pub- 
lishers of  newspapers  who,  in  violation  of 
the  law  against  advertising  foreign  lotte- 
ries, had  inadvertently  inserted  advertise- 
ments of  that  description  in  their  newspa- 
pers, and  thereby  incurred  penalties  of 
oOL,  half  of  which  went  to  the  informer, 
and  half  to  the  Crown.  The  Legislature 
interfered  and  saved  them  from  those  penal- 
ties; but  it  was  a  remarkable  instance  to 
■how  how  careful  it  was  not  to  interfere 
with  the  rights  of  individuals  which  had 
accrued,  though  merely  by  putting  them- 
selves forward  to  institute  proceedings 
against  the  offending  parties,  that,  although 
it  declared  that  from  the  time  of  passing 
the  Act,  no  proceedings  should  be  insti- 
tuted by  a  common  informer,  and  referred 
the  whole  matter  to  the  Attorney  General, 
jet  in  the  suits  which  had  been  instituted 
and  carried  to  judgment,  it  would  not  pro- 
tect the  parties  who  had  offended  against 
what  was  considered  the  vested  rights  of 
those  who  had  commenced  proceedings; 
and  those  suits  were  only  terminated  on 
payment  of  costs  by  the  parties  proceeded 
against.  That  Act  specially  recited  that 
those  who  had  offended  against  the  law, 
had  done  it  through  inadvertence.  Taking 
the  principle  that  the  Legislature  would 
only  interfere  in  cases  of  ignorance  or 
inadvertence,  or  where  something  like  a 
moral  necessity  existed,  let  the  Commit- 
tee look  at  the  position  of  those  parties 
who,  since  1835,  had  contracted  marriages 
with  a  deceased  wife*s  sister,  and  inquire 
whether  they  had  erred  through  ignorance 
«r  inadTertence,  or  whether  they  had  not 


wilfully  and  deliberately  violated  a  known 
law.  Referring  to  a  letter  at  page  143, 
of  Appendix  No.  18,  he  found  the  writer 
stating — '*  I  knew,  of  course,  that  I  was 
running  counter  to  the  Act  of  Parliament." 
In  No.  19,  a  party  says — *'  1  did  not  ima- 
gine that  Acts  of  Parliament  could  either 
create  or  annul  moral  obligations.**  [Mr. 
S.  WoKTLEY  :  Finish  the  sentence.]  The 
writer  adds — **  Though  1  so  far  respected 
them  as  to  have  the  marriage  solemnised 
in  a  country  where  the  union  was  legal.** 
But  that  was  not  the  object  for  which  he 
had  cited  the  passage.  Though  it  might 
be  doubted  whether  an  Act  of  Parliament 
could  annul  a  moral  obligation,  there  was 
no  doubt  whatever  that  it  could  create  one; 
for  in  the  case  of  any  law  that  was  passed, 
not  in  opposition  to  the  Divine  law,  there 
was  a  moral  obligation  to  obey  it.  They 
were  now  dealing  with  wilful  transgressors 
of  the  law,  who  knew  perfectly  well  that 
the  Act  had  rendered  these  marriages  null 
and  void ;  and  there  was  no  instance  of  the 
Legislature  interposing  for  the  protection 
of  such  parties,  lie  might  be  referred  to 
the  Act  of  1835,  as  an  instance  in  which 
persons  who  violated  the  law,  and  knew 
they  were  violating  it,  had  been  protected 
by  the  Legislature,  and  their  act  rendered 
yalid.  It  was,  therefore,  important  to  ex- 
plain the  circumstances  under  which  that 
law  was  passed;  and  it  would  be  found  not 
to  have  the  bearing  contended  for  on  the 
other  side.  Up  to  1835,  the  law  as  to 
marriages  within  the  prohibited  degrees 
was  this :  — Although  these  marriages, 
which  he  held  to  be  contrary  to  the  Divine 
law,  might  be  annulled  by  a  suit  in  the 
ecclesiastical  court  during  the  lives  of  tho 
parties,  yet,  on  the  death  of  either,  the  ec- 
clesiastical courts  could  not  interfere  to  in- 
validate the  marriage,  and  render  the  issue 
illegitimate;  or,  if  the  ecclesiastical  court 
was  put  into  motion,  tho  common  law 
would  interpose  by  prohibition.  It  had 
been  erroneously  supposed  that  the  law 
made  a  difference  between  marriages  with- 
in the  prohibited  degrees  of  affinity  and 
those  of  consanguinity — that  the  latter 
were  void,  but  that  the  former  were 
voidable  only.  That  was  an  entire  mis- 
take. Both  were  on  precisely  the  same 
footing  prior  to  1835.  Even  had  tho 
shocking  and  revolting  case  of  a  brother 
marrying  a  sister  occurred  prior  to  1835, 
if  either  party  were  dead,  there  was  no 
possible  mode  of  invalidating  that  mar- 
riage; for  all  practical  purposes  for  confer- 
ring legitimacy  and  succession  on  the  chil- 
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dren,  the  marriage  was  a  good  one.  The 
law  had  not,  in  opposition  to  the  Divine 
law,  doclared  those  marriges  valid,  hut  had 
merely,  for  the  sake  of  the  innocent  chil- 
dren, prohihited  the  ecclesiastical  courts 
from  invalidating  them.  But,  to  show  that 
it  gave  it  no  sanction  whatever  to  these 
marriages,  there  could  he  no  douht  what- 
ever that,  after  the  death  of  one  of  the 
parties,  the  ecclesiastical  courts  might  have 
proceeded  to  punish  the  survivor  for  incest 
— showing  that  the  reprobation  of  the  ori- 
ginal  prohibition  was  still  stamped  on  mar- 
riages of  that  description,  and  that  they 
were  never  sanctioned  by  any  law.  During 
the  whole  lives  of  the  parties,  not  only 
might  any  person  interested  in  the  succes- 
sion have  instituted  a  suit  to  annul  the 
marriage,  but  the  parties  themselves,  had 
they  become  tired  of  the  union,  or  found  it 
convenient  to  dissolve  it,  at  however  late  a 
period  during  their  joint  lives,  might  have 
instituted  a  suit,  and  the  marriage  would 
have  been  instantly  declared  void.  This 
brought  the  state  of  the  law  to  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Legislature,  and  they  had  one 
of  three  courses  to  adopt,  either  to  leave 
those  marriages  in  the  state  in  which  they 
were,  to  render  them  void,  or  to  make 
them  binding.  The  first  course  was  quite 
out  of  the  question;  with  regard  to  the 
second,  it  would  have  been  a  harsh  and 
cruel  thing  for  the  Legislature  to  have 
taken  away  from  the  children  the  chance 
which  they  had,  if  no  suit  were  instituted 
during  the  lives  of  their  parents,  of  be- 
coming for  all  important  purposes  of  life 
legitimate.  There  remained  nothing  else 
but  to  declare  these  marriages  valid ; 
and  as  the  Legislature  was  about  to  pro- 
nounce an  authoritative  decision  that  for 
the  future  they  should  be  avoided,  a  con- 
sideration of  all  these  circumstances  and 
the  advantage  of  defining  the  law  for 
the  future,  induced  the  adoption  of  that 
course.  He  was  incorrect  in  saying  that 
the  Act  of  1835  declared  these  mar- 
riages valid.  It  did  not  do  so  in  terms; 
but  it  enacted  that  they  should  not  be  an- 
nulled by  suit  in  the  ecclesiastical  court, 
with  a  reservation,  however,  as  to  the  suits 
then  pending.  Thus,  while  the  Legisla- 
ture meant  to  prevent  these  marriages  be- 
ing annulled,  it  took  special  care  not  to 
declare  them  valid,  as  though  reluctant  to 
interfere  with  a  divine  prohibition.  It  was 
very  remarkable  that  Scotland  was  except- 
ed from  that  Act.  Why  ?  Because,  by 
the  law  of  Scotland,  marriages  of  that  de- 
scription had  always  been  considered  null 


and  void.  [Mr.  S.  Wortley:  No!]  He 
maintained,  with  great  submission,  that 
that  was  the  general  impression,  and  that 
was  the  reason  why  the  Legislature  had 
excepted  Scotland.  In  order  that  parties 
should  have  no  excuse  for  ignorance  in 
future,  and  that  there  might  be  no  doubt 
what  was  the  law,  the  Legislature  declared, 
in  direct  and  positive  terms,  that  for  the 
future  marriages  within  the  prohibited  de- 
grees, whether  of  affinity  or  consanguinity, 
should  be  null  and  void  to  all  intents  and 
purposes  whatsoever.  After  that,  there 
could  be  no  possibility  of  doubt  as  to  the 
state  of  the  law.  The  circumstances  un« 
der  which  it  was  introduced  were  notorious; 
persons  interested  had  their  attention  di« 
rectod  to  the  Act,  and  to  the  proceedings  in 
Parliament;  and  the  express  and  positive 
terms  of  the  enactment  shut  out  all  fair  or 
legitimate  excuse  for  contracting  marriages 
of  that  description.  The  parties  well  knew 
that  the  death  of  either  of  them  would  not 
prevent  the  ecclesiastical  courts  from  an* 
nulling  the  marriages,  and  that  all  the  fatal 
and  painful  consequences  of  illegitimacy  in 
their  offspring  must  follow.  It  was  in 
favour  of  these  parties,  who,  since  1835, 
in  defiance  of  the  law,  had  chosen  to  con- 
tract marriages  of  this  description,  that  his 
right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  proposed  to 
interfere  by  a  retroactive  law  rendering  all 
those  marriages  valid,  and  investing  them 
with  all  the  rights,  privileges,  duties,  and 
sanctions  which  belonged  to  a  legitimate 
union.  Would  any  one  venture  to  assert 
that  they  had  the  smallest  title  to  such  in- 
terference? Upon  what  ground,  then, 
ought  the  House  to  interfere  ?  [Mr. 
Hume  :  The  House  has  done  so  once,  and 
will  do  it  again.]  He  must  say  it  was  in 
vain  to  attempt  to  make  any  distinction  in- 
telligible to  the  hon.  Member  for  Montrose. 
He  had  endeavoured  to  show  the  circum- 
stances under  which  the  Act  of  1835  had 
been  passed,  and  the  distinction  between 
what  was  done  then  and  what  was  proposed 
now;  but,  from  the  remark  of  the  hon. 
Member,  he  utterly  despaired  of  making 
his  proposition  intelligible  to  him.  It  had 
been  suggested  to  him  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber was  going  to  vote  in  favour  of  his  pro- 
position; and  he  thought  it  very  possible, 
as  he  had  made  an  observation  against  it. 
As  a  reason  for  interference,  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Southampton  had  ap- 
pealed to  the  compassion  of  the  House,  in 
favour  of  the  innocent  offspring  of  these 
marriages.  Compassion  was  a  most  amiable 
quality,  and  it  ought  to  bo  indulged,  ex- 
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eapt  when  higher  considerations  intervened. 
Were  they  to  legislate  in  reference  to  the 
children  of  these  marriages,  they  should  he 
carried,  if  the  principle  was  of  any  validity 
at  all,  to  an  extent  in  the  same  direction 
which  they  could  hardly  anticipate.      In 
the  eonrse  of  inquiry  into  this  important 
and  interesting  subject,  the  feelings  of  all 
must  have  been  revolted  by  learning  that 
marriages  had  taken  place  between  per- 
sons related  within  very  near  degrees  of 
eonaang^inity.      There    were    the    inno- 
cent offspring  of  these  marriages;  and  if 
the  House  was  to  be  consistent,  and  if  they 
interfered  merely  for  the  sake  of  the  chil- 
dren, and  not  of  the  parties  themselves, 
could  they  stop  short  without  rendering  all 
these  marriages  valid,  for  the  purpose  of 
giving  legitimacy  to  those  innocent  chil- 
dren?     Throughout    the    country   there 
were  many  more  illegitimate  children  than 
the  fruit  of  marriages  of  this  description — 
all  innocent  victims  of  the  shame  produced 
by  the  guilt  of  their  parents;  would  they 
push  legislation  to  the  extent  of  rendering 
all  these  persons  legitimate?     To  legislate 
on  the  ground  of  compassion  would  open 
•0  wide  a  field  in  this  direction,  that  it 
would  embrace  every  case  in  which  the 
criminal  law  imposed  a  punishment  upon 
parties ;  for  in  most  cases,  the  effect  of 
erimo  extended  beyond  the  criminals  them- 
•elves  to  all  who  stood  in  a  near  relation 
to  them.     He  submitted  these  considera- 
tions to  induce  the  Committee  to  exclude 
from  the  Bill  those  who  had  wilfully  vio- 
lated the  law,  and  who  therefore  could  not 
he  considered  proper  objects  for  this  in- 
terference of  the  Legislature.     He  would 
appeal  on  this  subject  to  his  right  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  who  had  brought  in 
the  Bill,  who  was  actuated  by  no  inter- 
ested motives,  but  had   been  induced  to 
come  forward  by  the  sincerity  of  his  con- 
victions.    He  would  ask  him  whether  it 
was  at  all  within  the  purpose  of  ordinary 
legislation,  that  parties  who  had  acted  in 
known,  direct,  wilful,  and  express  violation 
of  the  law,  should  be  put  in  precisely  the 
same  position  as  they  would  have  occupied 
had  the  law  been  different,  and  the  mar- 
riages which  they  had  contracted  lawful. 
Their  position  was  this :   they  had  con- 
tracted no  marriages;  their  marriages  con- 
ferred no  rights,  imposed  no  duties;  no 
succession  or  legitimacy  could  follow  from 
them.    They  were  unions  of  a  meretricious, 
and  not  of  a  matrimonial  character.     This 
Bill  proposed,  without  any  religious  sanc- 
tion, witbont  any  legal  ceremony,  to  wipe 


out  the  stain  of  fifteen  years — to  put  the 
parties   precisely  in   the   same   situation, 
with  regard  to  all  the  rights  and  conse- 
quences of  those  marriages,  as  if  they  had 
been  legal  from  the  beginning,  although 
they  were  utterly  void  to  all  intents  and 
purposes — and  to  do  that  which  no  legisla* 
ture  had  previously  done,  to  render  that  a 
holy  union  which,  for  fifteen  years  in  some 
cases,  had  been  one  unhallowed  by  any 
legal  or  divine  right  whatever.      If  the 
right   hon.    and   learned    Gentleman   was 
actuated  by  compassion  for  the  children, 
let  him  consider  whether  it  was  discreet  to 
weaken  anv  of  those  motives  which  induced 
men  to  abstain  from  disobedience  to  the 
law  by  a  tender  regard  for  those  near  and 
dear  to  them — whether  it  was  at  all  con- 
sistent that  those  persons  who  had  openly 
and  flagi*antly  violated  the  law  should  re* 
ceive — not  the  punishment,  not  the  pardon 
of  their  offence  even — but  should  receive, 
as  a  reward  from  the  Legislature,  the  very 
fruits  which  they  had  derived  from  their 
offence.     The  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman had  made  a  strong  appeal  to  the 
House  on  the  ground  of  the  number  of 
persons  guilty  of  this  violation  of  the  law. 
If  a  few   insignificant  persons   only  had 
been  found  to  have  offended,  he  believed 
Parliament  would  never  have  been  troubled 
with  this  question  at  all.     Was  it  a  con- 
sistent and  just  principle  of  legislation  to 
say,  that  because  the  examples  of  offenders 
wore  multiplied — because  the  offence  was 
rendered   more    dangerous  by   the   num* 
her  of  persons  guilty  of  it — that  therefore 
the  law  was  to  retire  before  the  numbers 
of  those  who  had  invaded  it  ?      On  such  a 
ground  was  the  House  to  interfere  for  the 
protection  and  the  reward  of  these  parties, 
by  placing  them  in  the  very  same  position 
in  which   they  would  have  been  had  no 
offence  against  the  law  been  committed  ? 
Objecting  as  he  did  to  the  principle  of  the 
Bill  throughout,  he  felt  that   there  was 
such  a  violation  of  all  principle  in  the  at- 
tempt now  made  to  render  marriages  of 
this  description  valid,  that  he  could   not 
discharge  his  duty  without  fairly  and  fully 
laying  before  the  Committee  the  grounds 
on  which  they  ought  to  abstain  from  the 
proposed  interference.     Unless  it  could  be 
shown  that,  under  circumstances   at  all 
similar,  with  wilful  and  known  violators  of 
the  law,  the  Legislature  had  ever  inter- 
fered and  protected  them  in  the  way  pro- 
posed, he  must  condemn  this  legislation 
not  only  as  being  against  principle,  but 
as  a  dangerous  invaaion  of  existing  rights. 
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This  clause  interfered  in  the  most  flagrant 
manner  with  the  rights  of  indiyiduals,  the 
rights  of  property  and  honours.  He  would 
ask  his  right  hon.  and  learned  Fnend  whe- 
ther he  could  hring  forward  any  precedent, 
or  anything  like  a  precedent,  for  what  he 
proposed  in  this  clause  ?  Believing  that  he 
could  not  do  so,  he  hegged  leave  to  moye 
the  omission  of  the  words  he  had  stated. 

Amendment  proposed,  page  2,  line  23, 
to  leave  out  the  words  "  hath  hcen  hereto- 
fore or." 

Question  put, "  That  the  words  proposed 
to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  clause." 

Mr.  S.  WORTLEY  said,  after  what 
had  passed  that  night  previously  to  the 
division,  and  since,  he  was  anxious  to  take 
the  earliest  opportunity  in  his  power  to  ex- 
plain the  position  of  the  Bill,  and  the  bear- 
ing which  the  Amendment  of  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  would  have  upon  it.  He 
did  not  wish  to  advert  to  the  language  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Exeter;  but  when 
the  hon.  Gentleman  was  aware  that  on 
that  side  of  the  question  which  he  (Mr. 
Wortley)  advocated,  there  were  ranged 
some  of  the  most  eminent  divines,  some  of 
the  most  pious  men,  some  of  the  most 
virtuoas,  and,  he  would  add,  some  of  the 
roost  wise,  both  in  the  Legislature  and 
among  every  class  in  the  country,  he 
thought  it  was  hardly  within  the  bounds 
of  prudent  language  to  designate  a  mea- 
sure so  advocated  as  an  immoral  and 
scandalous  Bill.  He  thanked  his  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  the  Member  for  Abing- 
don for  having  stated  publicly  what  he 
would  not  have  alluded  to  himself — that 
not  in  the  most  remote  manner,  either 
by  relationship  or  connexion,  or  even  in- 
timate friendship,  had  he  the  slightest 
interest  in  this  measure.  He  was  ready 
to  say  at  once,  in  answer  to  his  hon. 
and  learned  Friend,  that  he  had  no  sym- 
pathy with  the  man  who  wilfully  dis- 
obeyed the  law;  and  that  he  had  no 
wish  to  extend  to  him  any  relief ;  but, 
when  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  referred 
to  the  number  of  cases  that  had  occurred, 
and  repeated  the  fallacy  so  often  answered, 
that  this  was  an  appeal  to  the  Legisla- 
ture as  a  matter  of  compassion  to  the 
persons  who  had  entered  into  these  mar- 
riages, ho  must  tell  him  that  such  was 
not  the  case.  The  argument  was  this — 
that  there  were  so  many  who  had  en- 
tered into  that  state  ignorant  of  the  law 
— that  there  were  so  many  who  had  en- 
tered it  in  the  belief  that  they  wore  con- 
tracting a  yalid  marriage — and  that  there 


were  thousands  of  children  suffering  from 
this  state  of  things;  but,  above  all,  that 
the  fact  of  such  a  number  of  these  mar- 
riages having  taken  place  without  the  cen- 
sure of  public  opinion,  or  of  the  societies  in 
which  the  parties  lived,  established  the 
fact  that  the  present  law  was  not  in  conso- 
nance with  the  public  feeling.  This  was 
the  state  of  the  case;  but  he  admitted  that, 
if  the  Bill  he  had  introduced  was  one  for 
the  relief  of  persons  who  had  wilfully  vio- 
lated the  law,  he  would  be  taking  a  course 
insulting  to  the  House.  He  had  been 
challenged  to  point  out  a  precedent  for  the 
measure  he  had  introduced.  He  would,  in 
answer  to  this  challenge,  speak  presently 
of  the  Bill  of  1835;  but  in  the  meantime 
he  begged  to  refer  to  the  Act  of  Lord 
Hardwicke,  which  prohibited  the  marriage 
of  children  and  minors  without  the  con- 
sent of  parents  and  guardians.  This  mea- 
sure was  found  to  lead  to  great  incon- 
venience, for  in  spite  of  the  law  minors 
married,  and  children  were  bom;  and  in 
1823  an  Act  was  passed  to  redress  the 
grievance.  This  Act  recited  the  mis- 
chiefs which  the  alteration  in  the  law  of 
marriage  had  produced,  and  made  all 
past  marriages  actually  valid,  while  a 
clause  was  introduced  for  the  reservation 
of  rights  and  honours.  This  clause  he 
had  transferred,  word  for  word,  from 
that  Act  of  Parliament  to  the  present 
Bill.  Then,  as  for  the  Act  of  1835,  it 
was  all  very  well  to  mystify  the  opera- 
tion of  that  law;  but,  mystify  it  as  they 
would,  the  real  and  practical  effect  of  that 
law  was  to  render  all  marriages  of  this 
sort  that  had  taken  place  before  valid.  If 
that  was  so,  did  it  not  amount  to  a  perfect 
precedent  ?  His  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
said  it  was  not  so,  because,  before  the  Act 
of  1835,  marriages  of  affinity  were  on  the 
same  footing  with  mamages  of  consan- 
guinity, both  being  voidable;  and  it  could 
never  be  contemplated  to  make  all  mar- 
riages of  this  kind  valid.  He  referred 
to  some  cases  of  unnatural  and  monstrous 
connexion  ;  but,  practically  speaking, 
these  marriages  never  having  taken  place, 
no  remedy  was  wanted  for  them.  They 
punished  murders,  but  they  did  not  pun- 
ish parricide  as  such;  for,  as  Cicero  ob- 
served, there  were  crimes  so  monstrous, 
that  the  law  did  not  contemplate  their 
being  committed.  [Here  the  nght  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  quoted  a  passage 
from  the  writings  of  Mr.  Serjeant  Man- 
ning in  support  of  his  view.]  Was  such 
marriage  lawful  or  nnUwfiil  before  1835  ? 
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His  hon.  and  learned  Friend  contended 
that  it  was  unlawful,  and  he  (Mr.  Wortley) 
argued  that  it  was  roidable;  but  the  Act 
of  1835  removed  the  contingency  by  which 
such  marriage  might  have  been  rendered 
absolutely  Toid,  and  made  it  perfectly 
Talid.  That  Act  was  therefore  a  positive 
precedent  for  the  clause  under  consider- 
ation, for  the  whole  effect  of  it  was  retro- 
spective. It  was  intended  to  havo  that 
effect ;  and  it  had  accordingly  had  the 
practical  effect  of  rendering  every  such 
marriage  that  had  been  previously  con- 
tracted perfectly  valid.  It  was  a  curious 
fact,  that  during  the  pendency  in  Parlia- 
ment of  the  Act  of  1835  certain  parties  of 
very  high  position  and  standing  in  the  re- 
lationship which  the  Bill  contemplated,  on 
making  the  fact  of  their  intention  known, 
received  advice  from  very  high  authority 
to  go  and  be  married  as  fast  as  they  could, 
and  they  did  so.  His  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  hod  said  that  everybody  knew  the 
provisions  of  the  law  of  1835,  but  that  was 
not  the  fact.  Many  persons  of  all  classes 
had  contracted  these  marriaires  without 
any  knowledge  of  such  an  Act  having 
passed.  How  was  it  passed  ?  It  had 
been  introduced  in  the  House  of  Lords  in 
July,  and  it  reached  the  House  of  Com- 
mons late  in  August,  when  there  was  the 
thinnest  possible  attendance  of  Members. 
If  it  bad  been  heralded  into  public  notice 
at  all,  it  was  only  by  the  speech  by  which 
it  was  introduced  into  the  House  of  Lords 
by  a  noble  and  learned  Lord,  whose  every 
word  always  attracted  notice,  as  it  would 
attract  the  notice  of  posterity.  But  what 
was  that  Bill  when  so  first  introduced  ?  It 
was  the  enactment  of  a  statute  of  limita- 
tions to  prevent  all  such  marriages  from 
being  disturbed.  But  afterwards,  in  per- 
fect silence,  and  in  fatal  haste,  as  regarded 
the  great  body  of  the  people,  by  a  compro- 
mise— an  unworthy  and  unprincipled  com- 
promise— all  such  past  marriages  were 
rendered  good,  and  all  such  future  mar- 
riages were  rendered  illegal.  And  what 
had  been  the  consequence  ?  An  hon. 
Member,  at  the  time,  said  that  if  the 
Bill  passed  in  that  shape,  it  would 
be  a  cause  of  disturbance  to  every  family 
in  the  kingdom.  And  had  the  Act  pro- 
duced no  disturbance  ?  He  had  received 
a  letter  stating  these  facts  :  Two  persons 
of  high  station,  with  the  perfect  consent  of 
both  families,  were  engaged  to  be  married 
at  the  instance  of  the  deceased  wife.  On 
the  1st  of  September,  1835,  those  per- 
sons were  married,  and  they  went  upon  the 


ordinary  tour.  The  writer  stated  that 
when  he  returned  to  the  bosom  of  his 
family,  and  among  his  friends,  he  was  in* 
formed  that  in  the  meantime  an  Act  had 
passed  the  Legislature,  and  had  received 
the  Royal  Assent  on  the  31st  of  August, 
which  rendered  his  marriage  invalid,  so 
that  he  had  been  necessarily  living  in  a 
state  of  concubinage.  This  gentleman 
knew  of  the  law,  which  had  been  smug- 
gled through  the  House  in  the  manner  he 
had  described.  But,  how  had  it  affected 
the  lower  classes  ?  He  wished  further  to 
refer  to  the  evidence  of  Mr.  Tyler,  whose 
testimony  was  illustrative  of  this  point. 
He  said,  in  his  examination,  that  he  be- 
lieved the  law  was  very  little  known.  [Sir 
F.  Thesiger  :  And  that  he  did  not  know 
of  a  marriage  of  this  sort.]  Yes,  and  what 
was  the  fact  ?  Why,  in  three  weeks  after, 
Mr.  Tyler  discovered  that  one  of  his  own 
churchwardens  had  contracted  a  marriage 
of  this  sort.  [The  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman read  extracts  from  the  evidence  of 
clergymen  given  before  the  commissioners, 
in  which  they  stated  their  belief  that  the 
law  had  hardly  any  effect  in  prohibiting 
these  marriages  among  the  lower  orders.  J 
Great  doubts  were  also  entertained  among 
many  eminent  men  whether  the  law  ren- 
dered these  marriages  illegal  if  they  had 
been  contracted  in  countries  where  such 
marriages  were  recognised.  It  was  a  very 
prevalent  opinion,  that  if  the  marriage 
were  celebrated  in  Scotland,  it  would  be 
legal.  In  1840  a  learned  advocate  of  high 
station,  and  in  the  confidence  of  the  Church 
of  Scotland,  had  given  an  opinion  that 
such  a  marriage  was  valid.  But,  whether 
that  opinion  was  right  or  wrong,  many 
persons  from  England  and  Ireland  went  to 
Scotland  to  be  married,  that  they  might 
have  the  benefit  of  what  was  supposed  to 
be  the  law  of  the  land.  Lord  Justice- 
General  Macqueen  was  of  opinion  that 
such  a  marriage  was  a  good  marriage. 
Now,  he  would  not  ask  the  compassion  of 
the  House,  but  he  would  appeal  to  their 
sense  of  justice,  with  regard  to  the  chil- 
dren. If  legislation  had  entrapped  per- 
sons into  this  painful  situation,  would  they 
not,  as  in  1823,  and  as  in  1835,  at  all 
events  relieve  them  from  the  stigma  which 
the  law  had  thrown  upon  them  ?  But  what 
would  be  the  effect  of  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend's  Amendment,  supposing  the  words 
he  proposed  to  strike  out  were  omitted, 
And  the  rest  of  the  Bill  should  be  carried? 
The  effect  would  be,  that  if  those  persons 
who  had  already  transgressed  the  law  were 
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to-morrow  to  go  and  be  married,  they 
would  get  all  the  benefit  of  this  Bill,  while 
their  children  who  were  already  bom  would 
be  left  illegitimate.  Thus  the  peccant 
parties  would  have  all  the  benefit,  whilst 
the  innocent  would  undergo  all  the  injury. 
In  spite  of  all  that  had  been  said  to  the 
contrary,  he  would  repeat,  that  it  was  not 
true  that  this  was  a  measure  merely  affect- 
ing persons  in  high  stations,  but  that  it 
concerned,  to  a  great  extent,  the  middle 
and  lower  classes  of  the  people.  Among 
many  cases  that  had  been  forwarded  to 
him,  was  that  of  a  pauper  who  was  an  in- 
mate of  the  workhouse  of  St.  Margaret's, 
Westminster.  On  her  being  examined  as 
to  her  place  of  settlement,  she  said-— 

"  James married  my  sister  at  Paddin^n 

in  1841.     She  died  in  October,    1848.     James 

■  ■  then  married  me  at  St.  Margaret's,  West- 
minster. My  mother  married  my  father,  James 
■,  at  St.  Andrew's  Undershafl ;  my  father  had 
previously  married  my  mother's  sister." 

Experience  had  shown  that  after  persons 
had  lived  together  for  years  as  man  and 
wife,  and  had  reared  up  a  family  of  chil- 
dren, on  investigation  it  had  turned  out 
that  the  wife  was  by  law  no  wife  at  all, 
and  that  the  children  whom  they  had  re- 
garded as  legitimate  were  declared  by  law 
to  be  bastards.  What  was  the  consequence? 
The  father  was  sent  to  one  settlement,  the 
mother  to  another,  perhaps  200  miles 
apart,  while  the  children  were  sent  to  a 
third,  and  none  of  the  parties  would  ever 
fee  one  another  again.  Would  the  Ilouse 
then  allow  an  Amendment  which  inflicted 
such  an  injury,  especially  upon  persons 
who  were  perfectly  innocent  ? 

-  Colonel  THOMPSON  said,  as  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Abingdon  had  challenged  the  House  to 
produce  a  precedent,  he  would  offer  him 
one.  In  the  days  of  Catholic  domina- 
tion in  this  country,  the  marriages  of 
pnests  were  prohibited;  but  in  the  reign 
of  Edward  the  Sixth  they  were  legalised. 
During  that  reign,  priests  married  in  Great 
Britain,  and  had  families.  When  the  next 
sovereign,  of  unhappy  memory,  filled  the 
throne,  such  marriages  were  declared  ille- 
ffal.  But  nobody  could  feel  a  reasonable 
doubt,  that  many  ecclesiastics  who — so 
to  speak — had  learned  to  marry  from  the 
example  of  their  predecessors,  must,  during 
Mary  s  reign,  have  taken  to  themselves 
the  comfort  of  wives  under  circumstances 
of  evasion  of  the  law,  which  were  satisfac- 
tory to  their  own  consciences.  When  Protes- 
tant sovereigns  returned  to  the  throne,  he 


would  ask  whether  those  marriagea  and 
their  offspring  were  not  legitimised  by  Act 
of  Parliament  ?  The  precedent  applied  in 
every  point  to  the  case  under  discussion. 
There  was  a  breach  of  the  existing  law  : 
everybody  knew  that;  and  a  subsequent 
Act  of  Parliament  legitimised  the  off- 
spring. But  why  did  these  people  break 
the  law  ?  Because  they  did  not  belieye 
it  was  just  and  right,  but  had  been  made 
upon  a  false  application  of  the  words  of 
Scripture.  It  being  proposed  now  to  alter 
the  law  as  regarded  parents,  he  saw  not  a 
shadow  of  reason  why  the  offspring  should 
not  have  the  benefit  of  the  change;  and 
here  was  the  decisive  precedent.  He  ap- 
pealed to  the  House  whether  that  was  not 
the  most  essential  part  in  the  Bill,  which 
gave  a  remedy  to  those  who  were  suffering 
from  the  past  legislation  ? 

Mr.  PETO,  being  one  of  the  few  Dis^ 
senters  who  were  Members  of  that  House, 
felt  that  he  should  fail  in  his  duty  if  he  did 
not  express  how  deeply  the  millions  with 
whom  he  was  connected  out  of  doors  felt 
on  this  question.  They  felt  that  a  quea- 
tion  so  sacred  as  that  of  marriage  should 
be  approached  only  on  the  unquestioned 
authority  of  the  word  of  God,  or  as  a  great 
social  and  State  necessity.  Professing  in 
things  sacred  only  the  word  of  God  as  their 
rule  of  action,  and  believing  that  no  inter- 
dict was  to  be  found  in  the  Scriptures  of 
such  marriages,  and  knowing  that  when 
made  the  subject  of  legislation  it  had  not 
been  approached  in  that  spirit  in  which  it 
ought  to  have  been  affecting  as  it  did  the 
happiness  of  the  whole  community,  they 
avowed  that  the  question  had  not  been 
settled  to  their  satisfaction.  Previous  to 
the  Act  of  1835  there  were  no  petitions 
showing  that  any  extensive  dissatisfaction 
with  the  then  state  of  things  had  arisen. 
There  were  no  leading  articles  or  corre- 
spondence in  the  public  journals,  or  any- 
thing that  showed  from  the  state  of 
public  feeling  a  necessity  for  legisla- 
tion. On  the  contrary,  the  Bill,  as  in- 
troduced in  1835,  was  to  legalise  those 
marriages;  but,  in  its  progress  through 
the  Upper  House,  it  was  also  converted 
into  a  Bill  annulling  those  marriages  in 
future.  He  considered  that  the  religious 
aspect  of  the  question  had  been  virtually 
given  up.  There  was  no  solid  ground  to 
rest  upon  :  the  only  points  mooted  were 
the  passages  in  Leviticus,  which  were  in 
themselves  extremely  doubtful;  and  if  the 
Hebrew  nation  was  referred  to  it  would  be 
found  that  they  hdd  an  opinion  directly 
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the  reYene  of  what  had  been  stated.  He 
was  acquainted  with  the  working  classes, 
and  he  most  tell  the  House  that  the  Act, 
in  reference  to  their  happiness,  had  worked 
most  injuriously.  He  could  show  a  num- 
ber of  instances  where  the  parties  were 
not  aware  of  the  Act»  and  also  instances 
where  parties  finding  that  they  were  not 
bound  bj  the  most  sacred  of  all  ties,  had 
repudiated  their  offspring.  Ho  felt  that 
their  legislation  should  have  for  its  object 
the  happiness  of  the  whole  community, 
and  not  of  a  sectional  part  of  it;  and  he 
could  assure  the  House,  on  the  part  of  the 
dissenting  community,  that  through  the 
length  and  breadth  of  the  land,  this  law 
was  repudiated.  It  was  not  based  on 
sound  principle;  its  object  was  not  the 
welfare  of  the  whole  community ;  and  it 
was  inoperative  in  its  working,  for  it  did 
not  check  that  which  it  was  intended  to 
check.  Believing  that  it  was  not  based 
upon  the  word  of  God,  and  that  it  had 
not  its  foundation  in  necessity,  moral,  po- 
litical, or  otherwise,  they  demanded  that  a 
law  hastily  and  unwisely  enacted  should 
be  annulled. 

Mr.  NAPIER  agreed  with  the  hon. 
Gentleman,  that  if  they  legislated  at  all 
upon  this  subject,  they  should  legislate  for 
the  welfare  of  the  great  body  of  the  com- 
munity. He  found  on  the  face  of  the 
report  that  almost  the  entire  people  of 
Ireland  and  of  Scotland,  and  a  large  body 
of  the  people  of  England,  were  against 
this  measure.  He  might,  on  that  ground 
alone,  ask,  why  were  they  to  legislate  for 
the  benefit  of  a  few  who,  from  ignorance 
or  from  contempt  of  both  human  or  divine 
laws,  had  contracted  this  relationship? 
With  regard  to  Ireland,  he  was  not  ac- 
quainted with  a  single  individual,  whether 
a  member  of  the  Established  Church,  or  of 
the  Roman  Catholic  Church,  or  a  Presby- 
terian, who  had  expressed  an*  opinion  in 
favour  of  this  Bill.  He  agreed  that  they 
ahould  legislate  for  the  welfare  of  the  great 
body  of  the  community.  Now,  it  was  ad- 
mitted in  the  report  of  the  Commissioners, 
that  almost  the  entire  people  of  Scotland 
and  Ireland,  and  a  large  portion  of  the 
people  of  this  country,  were  against  this 
measure.  In  fact,  they  were  called  upon 
to  pass  this  Bill  to  carry  out  the  objects 
and  purposes  of  a  few  individuals.  In  Ire- 
land, a  great  majority  of  the  Established 
Church,  and  also  the  ministry  of  the  Pres- 
byterian Church,  disapproved  of  these 
marriages.  Amongst  the  laity  of  the 
united  kuigdom,  said  the  Commissioners, 


there  were  differences  of  opinion  on  the 
subject  of  these  marriages ;  but  they 
thought  the  prevailing  opinion  was  against 
them.  It  could  not  be  said  there  had  not 
been  ample  time  for  the  consideration  of 
this  question;  and  yet,  would  any  hon. 
Member  stake  his  reputation  for  accuracy 
on  the  assertion  that  the  majority  of  the 
people  were  in  favour  of  this  measure?  As 
far  as  Ireland  was  concerned,  he  could 
say,  that  both  with  regard  to  the  Estab- 
lished Church  and  the  Presbyterians,  he 
had  not  met  one  single  individual  with 
whom  he  was  acquainted  who  was  in  favour 
of  it.  In  fact,  every  one  with  whom  he 
had  conversed  on  the  subject,  was  adverse 
to  it.  They  had  the  concurrent  testimony 
of  all  Christian  churches  against  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  Bill ;  and  the  only  sect  of  the 
Jews,  which  adhered  to  the  text  of  Scrip- 
ture in  that  respect,  agreed  with  the  Chris- 
tian churches.  He  now  came  to  the  ques- 
tion of  the  retrospective  effect  of  this  Bill. 
What  did  the  Commissioners  say  upon  that 
point?  They  said,  that  with  regard  to  mar- 
riages contracted  since  Lord  Lyndhurst's 
Act,  very  few  had  taken  place  among 
the  poorer  classes.  If  that  were  so,  what 
an  example  were  they  setting  to  the  com- 
munity? They  had  persons  in  the  better 
ranks  of  life  violating  the  law  of  man,  and 
that  which  was  believed  by  a  large  propor- 
tion of  the  people  to  be  the  law  of  God ;  and 
that  was  to  be  sanctioned!  Let  them  legis- 
late as  they  would  in  this  matter,  there 
would  still  be  this  mischief,  that  they  never 
could  convince  the  great  body  of  the  people 
of  the  united  kingdom  that  these  marriages 
were  consistent  with  the  law  of  God,  whilst 
they  would  at  the  same  time  derange  the 
whole  structure  of  society.  Upon  these 
grounds  he  had  no  hesitation  in  supporting 
the  Amendment  of  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend. 

Mr.  COCKBURN  said,  he  was  not  dis- 
posed to  follow  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
who  had  just  addressed  the  Committee,  in 
addressing  himself  to  the  principle  of  the 
Bill.  They  were  all  agreed  to  discuss  the 
question  on  the  supposition  that  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  Bill  had  been  admitted  on  the 
second  reading;  and  the  question  then  was 
how  far  they  could  adopt  the  clause  before 
the  Committee.  The  principle  being 
adopted,  he  took  it  the  measure  was  to 
pass;  and  the  question  then  was,  whether 
they  would  give  it  a  retrospective  and  re- 
troactive effect.  He  wished  to  know  why 
they  should  not.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member    for   Abingdon    had   inveighed 
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against  legitimlsmg  marriages  contracted 
where  consanguinity  existed;  but  this 
measure  proposed  to  do  no  such  thing. 
Because  whatever  feeling  of  compassion 
they  might  entertain  for  the  issue  of  such 
marriages,  in  a  legitimate  point  of  view, 
nevertheless  these  marriages  were  contrary 
to  human  and  divine  law,  and  no  legisla- 
ture could  adopt  them.  The  present  was 
a  different  case,  for  here  they  were  colled 
upon  to  adopt  the  principle  of  legitimising 
in  prospective.  They  all  knew  that  in 
Scotland  a  man  might,  a  few  hours  before 
death,  after  having  lived  during  his  life  in 
a  state  of  concubinage  with  a  woman, 
marry  that  woman,  and  their  children  were 
consequently  legitimised.  Therefore  the 
idea  was  not  at  all  so  monstrous  as  his 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  would  wish  to 
make  it  appear.  By  the  present  Bill  they 
did  not  contemplate  valiaating  marriages 
contracted  within  the  prohibited  degrees  of 
consanguinity,  or  the  marriages  of  parties 
who  had  previously  lived  together  in  a 
state  of  concubinage— therefore  the  argu- 
ment did  not  apply.  It  was  proposed  by 
tho  Bill  to  legitimise  a  certain  class  of 
marriages ;  and  the  question  then  was, 
would  they  extend  its  provisions  to  such 
marriages  as  took  place  since  1835? 
When  that  measure  passed  the  House,  it 
was  on  the  distinct  understanding  that  it 
should  not  be  considered  as  conclusive  of 
the  question,  which  should  again  be  open 
for  reconsideration  by  that  House.  It  was 
well  known  that  when  Sir  William  Follett 
pressed  the  Bill  on  the  House,  and  when  it 
was  suggested  as  an  argument  against  it 
that  it  would  have  the  effect  of  altering 
the  law,  his  answer  was,  that  its  object 
was  to  secure  the  validity  of  marriages 
that  had  already  taken  place,  under  the 
existing  state  of  the  law,  and  to  prevent 
parties  who  had  contracted  such  marriage 
being  questioned  as  to  the  legitimacy  of 
such  marriage  or  its  issue.  He  also  said, 
"  Let  it  pass,  but  on  this  principle,  that 
whenever  the  question  shall  be  brought  be- 
fore the  House,  it  shall  be  considered  an 
entirely  open  question."  In  consequence 
of  that,  many  parties  had  contracted  such 
marriages.  As  the  Act  had  reference 
only  to  marriages  solemnised  within  the 
realm,  many  parties  were  advised  that  by 
repairing  to  Germany  or  Denmark,  and 
marrying  there,  such  marriages  would  be 
legal,  and,  consequently,  such  marriages 
were  contracted  in  those  countries.  He 
was  aware  that  the  Lord  Advocate  of  Scot- 
land admitted,  in  his  evidence  before  the 


Commission,  that  the  law  of  Scotland  was 
extremely  doubtful  on  the  point,  as  to 
whether  a  marriage  of  this  description, 
solemnised  in  Scotland,  was  legal;  but 
there  was  no  question  whatever  that  mar- 
riages contracted  on  the  Continent  were 
perfectly  legal.  His  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  the  Member  for  the  University  of 
Dublin  had  talked  of  such  marriages  as 
being  opposed  to  divine  as  well  as  human 
law.  Now  he  wished  to  know  how  that 
could  be  said,  when  the  opinion  of  the 
Church,  as  well  as  of  the  community  out- 
side it,  was  divided  on  the  matter;  and, 
therefore,  how  any  such  assertion  could  be 
made,  was  to  him  (Mr.  Cockbum)  perfectly 
monstrous.  Let  them,  if  they  would,  dis- 
cuss the  question  on  social  or  moral 
grounds;  but  certainly  such  assertions 
were  not  justified  by  the  facts  before  them. 
The  same  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  as- 
serted that  the  churches  in  all  ages  of 
Christianity  were  opposed  to  such  marri- 
ages. Now  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man might  have  abstained  from  that  asser- 
tion, because  it  had  been  declared  by  the 
hon.  Gentleman  who  preceded  him  (the 
hon.  Member  for  Norwich),  that  the  Dissen- 
ters were  perfectly  unanimous  in  favour  of 
tho  measure;  and  such  being  the  case,  it 
was  not  competent  for  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  to  assert  that  the  universal  Church 
condemned  the  principle  of  the  Bill  before 
them.  For  the  present,  it  mattered  not 
what  the  opinion  of  tho  Church  or  the  Dis- 
senters was,  because,  the  principle  of  the 
Bill  being  adopted,  he  assumed  it  was  to 
pass  as  regarded  future  marriages;  and 
the  only  question  then  was,  whether  they 
should  apply  the  principle  of  the  measure 
to  marriages  that  had  been  contracted 
since  the  Act  of  1835.  Though  they  had 
been  in  the  habit  of  regarding  marriage 
more  in  the  light  of  a  religious  ceremony 
than  a  civil  or  legal  contract,  yet  it  would 
be  in  vain  for  them  to  pass  prohibitory 
laws,  if  the  matter  were  in  any  way  left 
in  doubt.  If  other  countries  sanctioned 
these  marriages,  and  if  by  resorting  to 
those  countries  marriages  of  validity  could 
be  solemnised — and  that  the  consciences  of 
the  parties  felt  at  ease,  and  free  from  the 
idea  that  they  were  living  in  concubinage 
— they  would  not  hesitate  to  violate  any 
law  to  the  contrary,  particularly  when  they 
felt  that  the  instincts  of  human  nature 
acted  in  unison  with  their  conscientious 
convictions. 

Mb. W.  P.WOOD  would  not  argue  again 
the  principle  of  this  Bill;  but»  as  the  right 
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hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Bute  had  made  a  pointed  allusion  to  one 
part  of  what  he  (Mr.  Wood)  had  stated  on 
a  former  occasion,  which  involved  a  ques- 
tion of  fact,  perhaps  the  House  would 
allow  him  to  make  a  few  observations  upon 
it.  It  was  indeed  a  monstrous  fallacy  to 
say  that  this  was  a  Bill  for  the  poorer 
classes.  That  there*  were  one  or  two  rich 
men  who  were  deeply  interested  in  it,  he 
well  knew;  but  there  never  was  a  more 
monstrous  fallacy  than  the  assertion  that 
the  poor  were  in  the  least  degree  interested 
in  it.  Now  what  he  had  stated  on  a  former 
occasion  wa&  this  :  that  in  the  parish  of  St. 
Margaret,  Westminster,  or  at  least  in  that 
parish  and  St.  John's,  there  were  between 
20,000  and  30,000  poor— if  he  had  spoken 
of  all  classes  he  should  have  said  60,000, 
for  that  was  the  population — but  he  spoke 
only  of  the  poor;  that  he  had  taken  great 
pains  to  obtain  information  on  the  subject 
from  persons  who  were  in  the  habit  of 
mixing  among  the  poor,  being  employed 
in  distributing  charity,  which  alone  was  a 
proof  that  he  was  speaking  of  the  poor; 
and  that  he  had  discovered  only  one  case 
of  a  marriage  of  this  kind.  1'he  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  said  there  were 
twenty-one  such  cases,  but  they  were 
marriages  amongst  all  classes.  [Mr.  S. 
WoRTLEY :  No !  1  spoke  of  small  shop- 
keepers and  artisans.]  But  the  small 
shopkeepers  were  a  very  wide  class,  and 
persons  who  were  employed  in  distributing 
charity  would  not  be  likely  to  go  amongst 
that  class — they  were  not  the  poor.  The 
poor  were  the  labouring  classes.  Now,  the 
Commissioners  in  their  statistics  gave 
1,500  of  these  cases,  and  only  forty 
amongst  the  poor;  by  the  poor  be  (Mr. 
Wood)  meant  labourers  and  mechanics. 
That  was  about  l-35th  of  the  whole  num- 
ber; and  if  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman took  the  twenty-one  cases  in  the 
families  to  which  he  (Mr.  Wood)  had  re^ 
ferred,  l-35th  would  give  him  not  one  case 
among  the  poor.  He  knew  that  there  had 
been  a  great  many  pamphlets  in  circulation, 
and  advertisements  in  the  public  news- 
papers on  the  subject.  A  gentleman  did 
him  the  favour  to  send  him  a  copy  of  the 
Times,  containing  an  advertisement  in  fa- 
vour of  the  Bill,  and  on  the  following  day 
he  was  likewise  complimented  by  receiv- 
ing a  copy  of  the  same  advertisement, 
printed  on  a  handsome  sheet  of  paper.  The 
letter  was,  he  believed,  written  by  a  re- 
spectable person,  an  agent  for  a  missionary 
society,  and  it  stated  that  there  were  three 
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other  instances  of  these  marriages  to  be 
found  amongst  the  poor  in  the  two  parishes 
to  which  he  had  referred.  Admitting  that 
statement  to  be  correct,  it  would  then  ap- 
pear that  there  were  only  four  such  mar- 
riages in  a  population  of  30,000.  Under 
these  circumstances,  how  could  it  be  pre- 
tended that  there  was  a  case  of  enormous 
grievance  as  regarded  the  poor  under  the 
existing  law?  It  ought,  perhaps,  to  be 
stated,  that  although  he  was  willing  to  ad- 
mit the  statement  respecting  the  three 
marriages,  it  was  impossible  to  subject  it 
to  the  test  of  accuracy,  because  when  in- 
quiry was  made  for  the  names  of  the  par- 
ties who  had  contracted  the  marriages, 
the  informant  said  he  did  not  recollect  the 
names  in  a  single  case.  A  clergyman  in 
the  Potteries  had  also  written  to  him, 
stating  that  he  knew  of  many  cases  in 
which  men  had  married  two  sisters,  one 
after  the  death  of  the  other,  and  that  he 
had  performed  the  service  in  one  such  case 
himself.  He  (Mr.  Wood)  said,  he  was 
sorry  to  find  that  the  rev.  gentleman  had 
gone  through  tU^  marriage  service  in  such 
a  case,  because  he  knew  that  he  ought  not 
to  have  done  so;  however,  he  accepted  it 
as  a  fact,  and  would  be  much  obliged  to 
him  if  he  would  furnish  him  with  the  names 
of  the  parties  who  had  united  themselves  in 
the  other  cases.  After  he  had  made  that 
request,  he  never  heard  from  his  rev.  cor- 
respondent again.  These  circumstances 
confirmed  the  opinion  he  had  formed,  from 
his  own  observation,  namely,  that  few  of 
these  unions  took  place  amongst  the  poorer 
classes.  Indeed,  it  must  strike  every  one 
that  poor  men  had  seldom  an  opportunity 
of  marrying  a  deceased  wife's  sister,  for  in 
consequence  of  the  poor,  generally,  marry- 
ing while  very  young,  it  was  extremely 
rare  that  on  the  death  of  a  wife  she  left  a 
surviving  sister  unmarried.  The  hon.  and 
gallant  Colonel  the  Member  for  Bradford, 
maintained  that  it  was  proper  to  legislate 
ex  post  facto  in  favour  of  persons  who,  he 
said,  had  violated  an  unjust  and  immoral 
law.  Now  the  law  which  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  treated  in  this  off-hand 
manner  had  endured  only  from  the  time  of 
the  Heptarchy!  For  his  part  he  thought 
the  law  was  very  just  and  moral,  and 
hoped  that  the  Legislature  would  never 
permit  it  to  be  altered.  The  proposed 
change  of  the  law  was  defended  on  the 
plea  that  it  was  desirable  to  do  justice  to 
the  children  who  were  the  result  of  these 
illegal  unions.  The  hon.  and  leorned  Mem- 
ber for  Abingdon  had  so  ably  disposed  of 
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that  point,  that  it  was  unneoessarj  to  dwell 
upon  it  further  than  to  remark,  that  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Colonel  himself  was  dis* 
posed  to  inflict  what  was  called  injustice 
upon  one  class  of  children.  The  ^ill  of 
last  year  proposed  to  legalise  marriage  with 
a  wife's  niece.  The  hon.  and  galluit  Co- 
lonel, it  seemed,  had  a  particular  fancy 
against  that  description  of  union — ho  used 
the  word  **  fancy,  '  hecause  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Colonel  discarded  all  religious  con- 
siderations with  reference  to  this  question; 
nevertheless  he  declared  his  intention  to  rote 
against  the  third  reading  of  the  Bill,  unless 
the  sanction  which  it  gave  to  a  marriage 
with  a  wife's  niece  should  he  struck  out  in 
the  Committee.  It  was  prohahly  in  order  to 
satisfy  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member's  sin* 
gle  scruple  of  conscience  that  the  clause 
for  legalising  marriage  with  a  wife's  niece 
was  omitted  from  the  present  Bill.  The 
consequence  would  be,  that  the  children, 
the  fruit  of  such  unions,  would  continue 
subject  to  the  same  injustice  which  in  the 
case  of  other  children  was  urged  as  a  rea- 
son for  adopting  the  measure.  That  was 
not  the  only  exception;  the  Bill  teemed 
with  exceptions,  and  a  remarkable  one  was 
to  be  found  in  the  clause  then  under  the 
consideration  of  the  Committee.  If,  in 
addition  to  establishing  a  connexion  with 
bis  wife's  sister,  under  form  of  marriage, 
a  man  should  be  guilty  of  the  further  im- 
morality of  deserting  that  woman,  and 
marrying  another,  the  clause  declared  that 
the  union  with  the  wife's  sister  should  not 
be  a  marriage.  In  this  case  no  pity  was 
shown  for  the  offspring  of  the  union.  Ex- 
ceptions and  inconsistencies  of  a  like  na* 
ture  were  to  be  found  in  Clause  4,  rela- 
tive to  property  and  honours.  It  was  a 
matter  of  surprise  that  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Buteshire  should  have 
referred  to  the  alteration  in  the  Marriage 
Act  relative  to  minors,  as  a  precedent  for 
the  change  now  proposed  to  be  made  in 
the  law.  Marriage  with  a  woman  under 
age  was,  in  itself,  neither  an  immoral  nor 
an  irreligious  act,  although  it  might  be  at- 
tended with  social  inconvenience.  £xpe« 
rience  satisfied  the  Legislature  that  it 
would  be  less  injurious  to  society  to  lega^ 
lise  such  marriages,  than  to  afford  design- 
ing men  an  opportunity  of  entrapping  girls 
into  unions,  and  subsequently  turning  them 
adrift;  therefore,  the  marriages  were  made 
valid,  whilst  parties  contracting  them  were 
rendered  liable  to  punishment.  It  was 
preposterous  to  pretend  that  the  cases  were 
parallel.    If  this  Bill  should  pass,  Parlia- 


ment would  not  be  allowed  to  stop  here. 
Step  by  step  the  Legislature  would  be 
drawn  on  to  legalise  marriages  of  blood 
relations. 

Mr.  ROUNDELL  PALMER  said,  the 
question  was  whether  they  would  or  would 
not  accede  to  the  views  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Southampton,  namely, 
to  recognise  in  a  subject  of  the  realm  the 
right  to  say  that  the  duty  of  obedience  to 
statute  law  roust  be  limited  by  the  extent 
to  which  the  consciences  of  individuals  re- 
cognised the  law  as  binding  upon  them  by 
a  higher  direction  than  that  of  an  Act  of 
Parliament.  In  other  words,  was  Parlia- 
ment prepared  to  abdicate  its  right  to  le- 
gislate upon  this  subject?  They  were  called 
upon  to  say  that  if  a  number  of  persons 
differed  upon  a  theological  point — if  they 
prohibited  any  marriage  upon  the  propriety 
of  which  there  was  a  difference  of  opinion—* 
he  begged  of  the  House  to  mind  Uie  steps 
in  the  argument,  first,  to  eliminate  a  theo- 
logical difference  of  opinion — then  it  was 
set  forth  the  divine  law  was  not  distinct, 
as  there  was  such  a  difference — that  being 
so,  the  moral  obligation  to  obey  the  law  of 
the  land  ceased — that  the  disobedience  was 
innocent  and  even  laudable,  because  it  was 
according  to  conscience;  and,  finally,  that 
Parliament  was  bound  not  merely  to  alter 
the  law,  but  to  give  retrospective  validity 
to  illegal  acts.  Where  was  that  principle 
to  end  ?  They  might  depend  upon  it  that 
the  relaxation  would  not  end  here — it  went 
much  further  than  this  measure.  Did  not 
Parliament  consider  that  marriages  came 
fully  under  their  consideration  ?  Had  they 
not  enacted  that  bastardy  arose  from  neg- 
lected formalities  and  arbitrary  regulations  ? 
Take  the  difference  between  England  and 
Scotland.  In  Scotland  the  marriage  con- 
tract was  performed  without  going  to  the 
registrar,  if  the  parties  were  desirous  of 
living  together  as  man  and  wife,  and  re- 
cognised each  other  as  such.  A  marriage 
was  thereby  constituted,  and  the  children 
bom  before  and  after  marriage  were  legiti- 
mate. In  this  country  it  was  different;  and 
who  would  say  that  the  regulations  we  im- 
posed were  not  salutary  and  useful  ?  By 
the  principle  they  were  asked  to  sanction 
in  this  clause,  they  were,  in  truth,  holding 
out  a  premium  for  disobedience— a  positive 
inducement  to  disobey  the  law — nay,  more, 
pointing  out  to  the  Queen's  subjects  the 
mode  in  which  the  law  could  be  evaded. 
Sanction  this  clause,  and  all  that  would  be 
considered  necessary  was,  to  get  a  sufficient 
amount  of  money— -procure  some  agitation 
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—  get  Bome  lawyers  to  trarel  over  the 
country  to  collect  what  was  called  evidence 
— advertise  well  in  the  newspapers — let 
men  disobey  the  law  in  the  first  instance, 
and  the  result  would  be  that,  the  law  hav- 
ing heen  disobeyed,  Parliament  would  be 
called  upon,  upon  expediency  motives,  to 
alter  it,  and  those  who  had  violated  the 
law  would  reap  the  fruits  of  their  disobedi- 
ence. The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Southampton  had  stated 
that  counsel  had  given  opinions  that  such 
marriages  were  legal  if  solemnised  in  Scot- 
land, or  on  the  Continent;  and  he  suggested 
that,  because  lawyers  had  given  such  opin- 
ions, there  must  be  some  doubts  upon  the 
construction  of  Lord  Lyndhurst's  Act.  He 
(Mr.  Palmer)  denied  that  there  was  any 
doubt  whatever  about  the  law — there  was 
no  pretence  for  a  doubt.  He  knew  very 
well  that  in  this  country  lawyers  would  be 
found  to  give  any  opinion  they  wished  upon 
any  question.  He  would  tell  them  the  way 
to  obtain  such  opinions.  Choose  the  man 
who  you  think  will  give  the  opinion  you 
wish  for,  whose  mind  and  inclinations  are 
in  that  direction — or  get  the  opinion  of  a 
man  who  had  but  little  experience  or  prac- 
tice in  the  law — or  a  man  who  went  about 
the  country  to  collect  evidence,  and  whose 
opinions  were  thereby  warped — or  place  the 
case  before  an  eminent  man  who  from  the 
press  of  business  had  not  time  to  read  up 
the  matter — in  any  of  those  cases  they 
might  obtain  a  favourable  opinion.  But 
what  was  the  fact  ?  It  did  not  appear 
that,  with  one  exception,  they  had  obtained 
an  opinion  favourable  to  such  marriages 
from  any  eminent  counsel  but  one,  and 
that  one  who  was  now  one  of  our  most  hon- 
est and  upright  Judges,  when  he  reached 
the  bench,  agreed  with  his  learned  bre- 
thren, and  thereby  admitted  that  the  opin- 
ion he  had  previously  given  was  an  errone- 
ous one.  Upon  all  tliese  grounds,  and 
believing  the  Bill  bad  in  principle,  he  felt 
hound  to  support  the  Amendment  of  his 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Member  for 
Abingdon. 

Mr.  BOUVERIE  said,  he  was  not  going 
to  make  a  speech  on  the  subject  again. 
He  had  already  expressed  bis  opinions  and 
given  his  vote  against  going  into  Commit- 
tee on  the  Bill.  He,  however,  now  consid- 
ered that  the  question  as  to  the  principle 
of  the  measure  was  settled,  and  that  they 
might,  therefore,  take  it  for  granted  that 
it  would  pass  and  become  an  A^t  of  Parlia- 
ment. The  simple  question  was,  whether 
the  proposition  of  the  right  hon.  and  learned 


Member  for  Bute  was  correct ;  and,  upon 
the  whole,  he  (Mr.  Bouverie)  felt  he  ought 
to  support  the  Bill.  It  would  certainly  in- 
flict an  injustice  upon  the  offspring  of  those 
marriages.  There  was  no  question  about 
punishing  parents;  the  only  question  was 
as  to  the  punishment  inflicted  on  the  chiU 
dren.  It  was  the  duty  of  the  Legislature 
to  see  that  the  children  of  those  marriages 
were  not  prejudiced  or  injured,  as  they 
were  the  fruits  of  connexions  now  declared 
to  be  legitimate  and  proper.  Although 
he  had  voted  against  the  principle  of  the 
Bill,  ho  now  felt  he  ought  to  support  the 
proposition  of  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Bute. 

Mr.  DRUMMOND  thought  the  Com- 
mittee  had  involved  itself  in  considerable 
diflSculty  by  not  discriminating  the  religious 
from  the  social  part  of  the  question.  He 
did  not  understand  how  it  was  possible,  if 
the  Bill  were  passed,  because  hon.  Members 
believed  it  to  be  according  to  the  law  of 
God,  that  they  should  declare  the  children 
of  those  who  had  formed  these  connexions 
illegitimate.  He  did  not  understand  how 
they  could  say  that  such  connexions  were 
according  to  the  law  of  God  at  one  time, 
and  not  at  another  time.  He  would  not 
admit  that  the  Bill  was  to  pass  and  become 
the  law  of  the  land.  If  no  one  else  did  so, 
he  should  divide  the  House  against  the 
third  reading,  and  take  every  advantage 
that  he  could  to  destroy  the  Bill  in  Com- 
mittee. But  he  could  not  see  on  what 
ground  they  could  refuse  to  legitimatise  the 
children,  if  from  this  moment  they  sanction- 
ed these  connexions;  that,  he  agreed,  was 
a  mere  act  of  justice  to  all  those  who  were 
innocent.  But  hon.  Members  had  taken 
ground  considerably  too  high,  and  when 
they  said  the  religious  part  of  the  question 
was  given  up,  he  begged  to  inform  them 
that  he  wholly  disputed  their  power,  right, 
authority,  and  capacity,  to  interpret  the 
word  of  God.  The  will  of  God  would  re- 
main what  it  was,  whether  they  voted  one 
way  or  another.  They  said  the  Church 
was  divided  on  the  subject.  So  long  as 
the  Church  could  express  unity,  her  voice 
was  unanimous  in  condemning  these  mar- 
riage. If  they  wanted  to  know  what  was 
the  opinion  when  the  law  was  first  given, 
they  must  look  to  the  interpretation  of 
those  who  lived  nearest  to  the  time;  and 
from  that  hour  down  to  the  Reformation 
there  never  was  a  question  on  the  subject. 
Seeing  the  whole  people  of  Scotland  were 
so  violently  opposed  to  this  measure  as  he 
knew  them  to  be — looking  to  the  similar 
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opinion  of  the  great  majority  in  this 
country,  for  he  had  never  met,  out  of  that 
House,  one  person  in  favour  of  the  Bill — 
['*  Hear  !"] — others  might  live  in  different 
society — when  he  was  told  that  the  great 
majority  of  the  Dissenters  in  this  country 
were  in  favour  of  the  Bill,  though  their 
opinions  were  ordinarily  much  more  in 
harmony  with  the  opinions  of  the  Church 
of  Scotland  than  with  those  of  the  Church 
of  England,  he  must  confess  his  helief  to 
be  that  the  popularity  of  the  measure  in 
that  House  arose  from  its  being  thought 
another  stab  would  by  this  means  be  given 
to  the  authority  of  that  Church;  and  that 
more  on  that  ground  than  on  any  other 
the  measure  had  received  any  sanction. 

Mr.  HEALD  bore  personal  testimony 
to  the  fact,  though  the  hon.  Member  for 
West  Surrey  might  not  be  aware  of  it, 
that  marriages  of  this  kind  had  taken  place 
for  years  past  to  a  very  great  extent;  and 
he  also  expressed  a  conviction  that  a  peti- 
tion which  he  had  presented  from  Stock- 
port, in  favour  of  the  Bill,  signed  by  the 
mayor  and  500  of  the  principal  inhabitants 
of  the  town,  correctly  represented  the  feel- 
ing of  that  borough.  He  should  therefore 
vote  in  favour  of  the  innocent  persons 
specially  contemplated  by  the  clause  under 
discussion. 

Mr.  C.  ANSTEY  denied  that  the  con- 
current judgment  of  recognised  Christian 
churches  was  against  marriages  with  a  de- 
ceased wife's  sister.  Unless  the  Church 
of  Scotland,  which  was  divided  into  two 
sections,  had  declared  itself  against  them, 
no  recognised  church  had  expressed  an 
opinion.  The  Church  of  England,  accord- 
ing to  the  statement  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Surrey,  had  no  organ  by  which  she 
could  express  an  opinion,  or  determine  any 
question  with  respect  to  discipline  or  doc- 
trine whatsoever.  The  opinion  of  the  Ro- 
man Catholic  was  explicit.  In  Ireland, 
where  the  genius  of  the  people  did  not 
favour  such  marriages,  whether  the  people 
were  Protestant  or  Catholic,  they  did  not 
take  place;  but  elsewhere  they  were  as 
common  as  among  persons  who  were  not 
of  the  Roman  Catholic  faith.  Dr.  iVise- 
man  declared,  that  as  Vicar- Apostolic  of 
the  Pope,  he  had  to  grant,  for  such  mar- 
riages, hundreds  and  hundreds  of  dispensa- 
tions. [Mr.  Drummond  :  Hear,  hear!] 
So  profound  a  canonist  and  theologian  as 
the  hon.  Member  for  West  Surrey  knew 
that  a  dispensation  could  give  no  relief 
from  the  prohibitions  of  the  law  of  God, 
but  only  from    the  prohibitions  of   the 


Church.  The  prohibition  was  imposed 
for  wise  social  ends,  and  for  equally  wise 
ends  the  power  of  dispensation  was  re- 
served to  the  Church.  A  dispensation 
was  equally  needed  in  the  case  of  first 
and  second  cousins.  The  Roman  Catholic 
conscience  in  this  country  had  not  had 
time  to  conform  itself  to  the  morality  of 
their  recent  legislation.  But  was  the  law 
of  the  country  in  antagonism  to  the  law  of 
God  on  these  marriages  before  the  5th 
year  of  William  I V.  ?  Did  the  country  first 
become  Christian,  making  its  laws  con- 
formable to  the  law  of  God,  in  1836  ? 
With  respect  to  the  social  consequences, 
he  knew  a  case  which  had  occurred  since 
that  time,  of  a  man  who  by  the  first  wife 
had  no  children,  by  the  second  a  large 
family.  Those  children  were  bastards, 
not  by  common  law,  but  by  the  statute  of 
William  IV.,  that  sacred  Act,  the  proposal 
to  alter  which  was  held  to  argue  infidelity 
and  blasphemy.  In  consistency  the  op- 
ponents of  the  Bill  ought  to  take  away  the 
power  of  defeating  the  present  absurd  and 
oppressive  law  by  testamentary  deeds. 
The  parties  in  the  case  he  had  mentioned 
celebrated  the  marriage  according,  not 
only  to  their  conscience,  but  the  law  of 
their  Church — a  tolerated,  and  therefore, 
according  to  Lord  Mansfield,  an  established 
Church  —  the  Church  of  Rome.  He 
should  vote  against  the  Amendment. 

Mr.  MULLINGS  called  attention  to 
the  operation  of  the  clause  in  cases  where 
an  estate  had  been  left  to  an  elder  son 
with  succession  to  his  children,  and  simi- 
larly to  a  younger  son.  If  the  elder  bro- 
ther married  his  wife*s  sister,  were  the 
children  of  the  younger  son,  not  being 
born  of  such  a  marriage,  to  be  affected 
by  the  retrospective  operation  of  the 
clause  ? 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  111; 
Noes  68  :  Majority  43. 


List  of 

Acland,  Sir  T.  D. 
Arbuthnot  hon.  IT. 
Arkwrightt,  G. 
Beresford,  W. 
Boyle,  hon.  Col. 
Broadley,  II. 
Butler,  P.  S. 
Chatterton,  Col. 
Clerk,  rt.  hon.  Sip  G. 
Cotton,  hon.  W.  II.  S. 
Cowan,  C. 
Cubitt.  W. 
Currie,  H. 
Dick,  Q. 

Drummond,  II.  II. 
Duff,  G.  S. 


the  Noes. 
Duff,  J. 

Duncan,  G. 
Dundas,  G. 
Du  Pre,  C.  G. 
Fairer,  J. 
Fordyce,  A.  D. 
Gladstone,  rt.  hn.  W.  E. 
Goulbum,  rt.  hon.  H. 
Grace,  0.  D.  J. 
Greene,  T. 
Hamilton,  G.  A. 
Heneage,  G.  U.  W. 
Herbert,  rt.  hon.  S. 
Hildyard,  R.  C. 
HUdyard,  T.  B.  T. 
Hood,  Sir  A. 
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Feel,  rt.  hon.  Sir  R. 
Peel,  Col. 
Portal,  M. 
Pusey,  P. 
Reid,  Col. 
Richards,  R. 
Seymour,  II.  K. 
Simeon,  J. 
Smollett,  A. 
Stanley,  E. 
Stanton,  W.  II. 
Turner,  G.  J. 
Tyrell,  Sir  J.  T. 
Vivian,  J.  E. 
Walpole,  S.  H. 
Wegg-Prosser,  F.  R. 

TXLLSBfi. 

Thesiger,  Sir  F. 
Wood,  W.  P. 


Hope,  A. 
Hornby,  J. 
Hotham,  Lord 
Hughes.  W.  B. 
luglis.  Sir  R.  H. 
Jones,  Capt. 
Law,  hon.  C.  E. 
Lennox,  Lord  A.  G. 
Lowther,  hon.  Col. 
Lygon,  hon.  Gen. 
Manners,  Lord  C.  S. 
Maule,  rt.  hon.  F. 
Moore,  G.  H. 
Mullings,  J.  R. 
Mundy,  W. 
Mure,  Col. 
Napier,  J. 
OTlaherty,  A. 
Oswald,  A. 
Palmer,  R. 

Sir  F.  thesiger  said,  that  this 
Amendment  having  been  lost,  he  would 
not  press  the  others  of  which  he  had 
g^Ten  notice. 

Mr.  ROUNDELL  PALMER  moved 
the  insertion  of  words  limiting  the  validity 
of  such  marriages  to  all  '*  civil  and  tem- 
poral *'  intents  and  purposes. 

Mr.  S.  WORTLEY  said,  he  had  no 
objection  to  the  Amendment,  which  was 
accordingly  adopted. 

Mr.  ROUNDELL  PALMER  said,  that 
although  he  had  given  no  notice  of  any 
Amendment  to  the  remainder  of  the  clause 
— not  seeing  how  it  could  be  usefully  done 
— yet  he  could  not  allow  so  important  a 
point  to  pass  altogether  sub  silentio.  The 
clause  professed  to  affect  the  validity  of 
aU  such  marriages  where  by  **  verdict, 
judgment,  decree,  or  sentence  in  some  ac- 
tion, suit,  or  proceeding,  civil  or  criminal, 
either  in  the  ecclesiastical  courts,  or  any 
of  Her  Majesty's  superior  courts,  the  hus- 
band shall,  in  the  lifetime  of  his  said  de- 
ceased wife,  have  been  found  or  pronounced 
guilty  of  adultery  with  the  other  party  to 
such  marriage.'*  Now  he  thought  that 
this  qualification,  while  it  was  a  confession 
of  the  weakness  of  the  whole  case,  afford- 
ed no  remedial  power  whatever  with  re- 
spect to  the  mischief  in  view,  because  it 
was  well  known  that,  with  reference  to 
the  poor  and  labouring  classes,  there  was 
hardly  an  instance  of  a  conviction  for  adul- 
tery— the  law  of  divorce  in  their  case  being 
practically  a  dead  letter — and  hence  it  was 
absurd  to  insert  a  qualification,  saying 
that  something  must  be  done  which  in  99 
cases  out  of  100  could  not  be  done.  Even 
in  cases  where  it  might  bo  done,  the 
chances  were  that  it  would  not,  and  there- 
fore the  clause  afforded  no  real  practical 
aecurity  whatever  against  the  danger  in 


question.  It  was  clear  in  the  great  multi- 
tude of  cases,  where  a  man  had  adulterous 
connexion  with  his  wife's  sister,  it  was 
not  at  all  probable  that  they  would  be  pro- 
secuted to  a  judgment  in  the  courts,  and, 
above  all,  where  the  parties  belonged  to 
the  lower  classes.  Since  the  Bill  was  last 
before  the  House,  a  case  had  come  before 
the  public  of  a  man  and  a  woman  having 
been  executed  at  Cambridge  for  the  mur- 
der of  the  wife  of  the  first,  and  the  sister 
of  the  latter  criminal,  between  whom,  it 
appeared,  an  adulterous  intercourse  had 
for  some  time  been  carried  on.  Such  a 
case  as  that  would  not  be  met  by  this 
proviso. 

Mr.  F.  MAULE  rose  to  move  a  proviso 
at  the  end  of  the  clause,  of  which  he  had 
given  notice,  namely,  that  nothing  in  this 
Act  contained  should  be  considered  to  ap- 
ply to  Scotland.  His  original  intention  was 
to  put  this  provision  exactly  in  the  same 
words  as  it  stood  in  the  Act  of  1835,  from 
the  effects  of  which  Scotland  was  entirely 
exempted ;  and  he  could  not  understand  upon 
what  ground  a  country,  which  was  not  only 
opposed  to  marriages  of  this  description, 
but  in  which  the  marriages  were  stated  not 
to  exist,  should  be  included  in  this  Bill,  or 
why  a  law  should  be  forced  on  Scotland  to 
which  the  whole  people  were  repugnant. 
He  trusted  that  the  House,  especially  those 
who  had  a  regard  for  the  opinion  of  the 
people,  would  not  stand  by  and  see  their 
opinions  entirely  set  at  nought.  Let  him 
point  out  what  had  happened,  not  only  as 
to  Scotland,  but  with  respect  to  the  whole 
Presbyterian  persuasion.  Look  at  the 
evidence  taken  by  the  commission.  Whilst 
there  were  witnesses  from  the  Church  of 
England,  from  dissenting  communities, 
and  priests  from  the  Church  of  Rome,  not 
one  clergyman  of  the  Presbyterian  denom- 
ination had  been  found  to  give  evidence 
before  the  Committee;  because  it  was  well 
known  that  no  Presbyterian  minister  would 
be  found  who  would  have  the  slightest 
doubt  on  the  subject.  A  public  meeting 
had  been  held  in  Edinburgh,  and  a  com- 
mittee had  been  constituted  to  oppose  this 
Bill.  An  intrusion  of  a  very  extraordinary 
character  was  made  by  the  paid  agents  of 
the  supporters  of  the  Bill.  The  meeting 
was  not  a  whit  the  less  public  because  the 
agents  were  not  allowed  to  move  resolu- 
tions. He  held  in  his  hand  a  list  of  262 
persons,  at  the  head  of  whom  he  found  the 
name  of  the  Lord  Provost  of  the  city  of 
Edinburgh,  and  also  the  Principal  of  the 
University,  and  the  representatives  of  the 
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Episcopal  Church  in  Scotland.  It  was  sign- 
ed hy  the  ministers  of  the  Church  of  Scot* 
land,  and  hy  ministers  of  every  persuasion 
all  mingled  together;  hj  the  sheriffs  of  Fife 
and  Edinburgh;  by  numberless  magistrates 
of  the  city,  by  professors  of  law  and  others. 
He  understood  by  the  petition  which  was  pre- 
sented from  Edinburgh,  that  the  rast  body 
of  the  community  was  entirely  opposed  to 
the  principle  of  the  Bill.  He  would  now 
refer  shortly  to  the  petition  presented  that 
day  from  6,000  of  the  most  respectable 
females  in  Edinburgh,  all  of  whom  express- 
ed themselves  diametrically  opposed  to  the 
principle  of  the  Bill,  and  stated  that  they 
looked  upon  it  as  one  the  effect  of  which 
would  be  to  destroy  the  whole  fabric  of  so- 
ciety. He  would  now  call  their  attention 
to  the  feelings  of  the  people  of  Glasgow, 
in  which  place  a  public  meeting  was  held, 
at  which  certain  resolutions  were  adopted 
in  opposition  to  the  Bill.  His  right  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  the  Member  for  Bute 
had  presented  a  large  petition  from  Glas- 
gow that  night  in  favour  of  the  Bill.  He 
(Mr.  F.  Maule)  was  informed  on  good  au- 
thority that  some  paid  agent  of  the  pro- 
moters of  this  Bill  had  tried  to  get  up  a 
meeting  at  Glasgow  in  its  favour,  and  had 
utterly  failed,  inasmuch  as  he  was  unable 
to  get  one  single  respectable  man  to  pre- 
side at  it.  That  being  so,  this  petition 
had  been  got  up,  and  he  held  in  his  hand 
a  paper  stating  the  manner  in  which  it  had 
been  got  up.  It  stated  in  the  first  place 
that  a  meeting  was  held  for  the  purpose  of 
opposing  this  Bill,  that  Sir  James  Camp- 
bell occupied  the  chair,  and  that  resolu- 
tions in  opposition  to  it  were  passed  with- 
out a  dissentient  voice.  It  then  stated 
that  immediately  after  a  gentleman  of  the 
name  of  Sleigh,  an  itinerant  barrister-at- 
law  in  the  pay  of  the  promoters  of  the  Bill, 
appeared  at  Glasgow,  and  attempted  to 
get  up  a  meeting;  that  be  could  not  ac- 
complish his  object,  nor  could  he  even  get 
one  respectable  citizen  to  become  a  mem- 
ber of  a  committee  to  take  steps  to  pro- 
mote the  Bill.  It  then  appeared  from  this 
statement  that  Sleigh  employed  and  paid 
a  sheriff's  officer  to  get  up  a  petition,  and 
hired  porters  to  stand  at  the  comers  of  the 
streets,  and  others  to  go  from  door  to  door 
soliciting  signatures.  It  was  also  repre- 
sented to  be  a  petition  on  the  Marriage 
Bill;  and  the  placards  which  were  posted 
about  Glas^row  in  reference  to  it  had  the 
words  which  conveyed  its  real  tendency  so 
indistinctly  printed,  that  it  was  almost  im« 
poaaibie  to  tell  whi^t  ita  real  objeet  was. 


If  that  were  the  fact,  it  was  a  confirming 
proof  of  the  opposition  of  the  people  of 
Glasgow  to  the  Bill,  when  it  was  found  that 
not  a  single  shopkeeper  there  allowed  the 
petition  to  stand  on  his  counter  for  signs- 
turcs.  The  only  public  place  where  it  was 
allowed  to  stand  tor  signatures  was  at  the 
Exchange,  where  no  petition  could  be  re- 
fused to  be  received,  and  even  there  it  got 
but  very  few  signatures.  Such,  however, 
being  the  way  in  which  the  petition  was 
got  up,  it  could  not  bo  expected  that  it  io 
any  way  expressed  the  feelings  of  the  peo- 
ple of  Glasgow,  as  a  great  many  had  sign- 
ed it  under  a  false  impression,  and  it  could 
only  be  held  as  representing  the  feelings  of 
a  very  small  minority  of  the  people.  With 
reference  to  the  application  of  the  principle 
of  this  Bill  to  Scotland,  he  would  ask  the 
House  what  necessity  thei*e  could  be  for 
it  in  that  country  ?  These  marriages 
had  never  existed  there  at  any  time,  and 
the  reason  why  they  had  never  existed 
stood  upon  two  grounds.  In  the  first 
place,  they  were  repugnant  generally  tg 
the  feelings  of  the  people;  andin  the  next 
place  they  were  contrary  to,  and  directly 
in  the  face  of,  the  Confession  of  Faith  in 
the  Scotch  Church.  He  might  also  add,  that 
whatever  might  have  been  the  differences 
between  the  Dissenters  in  Scotland  on  other 
matters,  they  always  had  maintained,  and 
he  hoped  they  always  would  maintain, 
their  deep-rooted  attachment  to  the  Con^ 
fession  of  Faith.  Not  only  were  these 
marriages  repugnant  to  the  feelings  of  the 
people,  and  not  only  were  they  forbidden 
by  the  Confession  of  Faithy  but  he  was  in- 
formed that  there  was  not  one  instance 
among  the  few  that  had  taken  place  in 
Scotland  of  that  kind,  where  the  parties 
who  had  contracted  it  had  ever  been  ablo 
to  maintain  their  position  in  the  neighbour- 
hood in  which  they  had  previously  lived. 
They  were  always  obliged  to  go  to  some 
distant  land  where  the  character  of  their 
marriage  was  unknown,  and  where  they 
were  enabled  to  live  in  comfort  and  peace 
as  far  as  regarded  the  interference  of  other 
individuals.  The  Confession  of  Faith  in 
Scotland  was  not  only  part  of  the  law  of 
the  Church,  but  it  was  engrafted  in  and 
amalgamated  with  the  law  of  the  land. 
The  24th  chapter  of  the  Confession  of 
Faith,  which  related  to  marriage  and  di- 
voroe,  laid  down  that  a  man  may  not 
marry  any  of  his  wife's  kindred  nearer 
than  those  whom  he  may  marry  of  his  own 
kindred;  and  that  a  woman  may  not  marry 
any  of  her  kusbaiMl's  kindrsd  nearer  than 
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she  niaj  marry  of  her  own.  That  was 
the  distinct  law  which  this  Act  was  now 
introduced  to  set  aside.  He  did  not  give 
np  one  iota  of  the  grounds  on  which  that 
law  stood;  and  he  would  take  that  oppor- 
tunity of  expressing  his  confidence  in  the 
originators  of  the  Confesiion  of  Faith, 
and  his  belief  in  the  truth  of  their  interpre- 
tation of  the  religious  part  of  the  question. 
He  would  now  remind  the  House  of  the 
sad  disasters  which  must  arise  in  Scotland 
if  this  Bill  were  passed.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Southampton  had 
stated  that  it  was  the  law  in  Scotland 
that  in  cases  where  a  man  lived  in  a  long 
state  of  concubinage  with  a  woman,  he  may 
at  length,  at  the  moment  of  dying,  enter 
into  the  bonds  of  wedlock,  and  so  make 
the  children  legitimate.  He  would  ask  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  if  he  would 
agree  to  have  the  same  law  extended  to 
England?  Would  he  like  to  see  that  sys- 
tem of  law  established  in  England  which 
he  so  condemned  in  Scotland  r  He  (Mr. 
F.  Maule)  did  not  approve  of  the  continu- 
ance of  such  a  law,  and  he  had  done  all 
in  his  power  to  get  rid  of  it.  If  the  in- 
troduction of  such  a  law  would  be  objec- 
tionable in  England,  why  should  it  be  in- 
sisted upon  that  for  the  purpose  of  assimi- 
lating the  law,  they  should  extend  this  Bill 
to  Scotland,  and  give  it  the  same  force 
there  as  in  England.  He  had  no  doubt 
that  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Southampton  would  refer  to  the  Scotch 
law;  but  he  (Mr.  F.  Maule)  would  call  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  the  evidence  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Lord  Advocate,  which 
stated,  that  so  far  as  the  civil  courts  were 
concerned,  no  ease  of  the  kind  had  ever, 
within  his  knowledge,  been  brought  before 
the  civil  courts  in  Scotland.  He  felt  that 
if  this  law  was  extended  to  Scotland,  they 
would  hold  out  to  the  people  additional  in- 
dueements  to  stray  from  the  paths  of  virtue. 
Ood  knew  they  bad  enough  of  means  of 
that  kind  in  that  and  all  other  countries. 
It  might  be  said,  that  if  this  Bill  went 
against  the  genius  of  the  people  of  Scot- 
land, they  would  not  act  on  it;  but  that 
was  not  a  sufficient  reason  to  excuse  them 
for  giving  a  plausible  pretence  for  straying 
from  the  paths  of  virtue.  In  deference  to 
the  moral  and  religious  feelings  of  his  fel- 
low-eountrymen,  he  would  entreat  the 
House  to  aid  him  in  rescuing  Scotland 
f^om  such  a  law  as  this  being  inflicted 
upon  it.  He  held  that  Bill  as  obnoxious 
in  a  religious  point  of  view;  and  if  he 
tould  not  fueceed  in  destroying  it  »•   » 


measure  in  general,  he  hoped  that  the 
House  would  see  the  justice  of  not  en- 
forcing it  on  a  people  to  whom  it  would 
cause  such  a  vast  amount  of  pain  and 
misery. 

Same  Clause,  at  the  end  of  the  Clause 
proposed  to  add  the  following  Proviso, 
*'  And  provided  also,  that  nothmg  in  this 
Act  contained  shall  be  construed  to  apply 
to  Scotland." 

Question  put,  ''  That  the  Proviso  be- 
there  added.  ' 

Mb.  OSWALD  seconded  the  Motion; 
and  he  did  so  under  the  firm  conviction 
that  it  embodied  the  wishes  of  nearly  the 
whole  people  of  Scotland.  When  the 
number  of  petitions  that  had  been  pre- 
sented against  the  Bill,  amounting  to  183, 
with  14,000  signatures,  and  the  other 
manifestations  of  public  opinion,  were  con- 
sidered, no  doubt  could  remain  as  to  the 
real  feeling  of  Scotland  in  the  matter.  It 
had  been  said  that  it  was  nearly  new  legis- 
lation that  was  to  be  repealed;  but  he  did 
not  believe  that  was  the  case  even  in  Eng- 
land, and  it  certainly  was  not  in  Scotland. 
Not  a  single  judgment  in  a  case  of  the 
kind  could  be  fbund  in  the  records  of  any 
court  in  Scotland,  for  in  truth  the  people 
never  thought  of  contracting  such  marri- 
ages. 

Mr.  S.  WORTLB  Y,  as  the  Member  re- 
sponsible for  the  Bill,  and  as  the  represen- 
tative of  a  Scottish  county,  felt  called 
upon  to  state  why  he  could  not  consent  to 
exempt  Scotland  from  its  operation.  He 
was  quite  ready  to  admit  that  the  opinion 
of  a  large  proportion  of  the  Scottish  peo«> 
pie  was  opposed  to  the  measure,  and, 
therefore,  as  a  matter  of  personal  feeling, 
he  should  have  been  very  glad  at  once  to 
have  assented  to  the  proposition  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman;  but  he  had  included 
Scotland  in  the  measure  as  the  result  of 
strong  conviction  on  the  subject,  derived 
alike  ft*om  his  own  judgment  and  from 
that  of  others  in  whom  he  confided;  and 
were  he  now  to  sanction  the  exemption  re- 
quired, it  would  be  at  the  sacrifice  of  his 
own  self-esteem,  and  of  the  esteem,  more- 
over, of  those  who,  however  differing  from 
him,  would,  he  believed,  do  him  the  jus- 
tice to  admit  that  he  was  acting  wholly 
A'om  a  sense  of  duty.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  complained  that  no  Presbyte- 
rian ministers  from  Scotland  had  been 
called  before  the  Commission.  Such  was 
quite  the  case;  and,  moreover,  no  evi- 
dence whatever  from  Scotland  had  been 
taken,  and  hr  this  single  reason — that  the 
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Lord  Advocate  and  himself,  members  of 
the  Commission,  already  knew  quite  well 
that  the  proposed  measure  was  objected  to 
by  a  large  proportion  of  the  Scottish  peo- 
ple, and  themselves  made  the  Commission 
distinctly  aware  of  the  fact,  thus  rendering 
evidence  upon  the  matter  unnecessary.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  however,  was  incor- 
rect in  giving  the  House  to  understand 
that  the  Scotch  people  were  unanimous,  or 
anything  like  unanimous,  on  the  subject. 
It  did  not  suit  the  dignity  of  the  subject 
to  talk  about  paid  agents;  but  this  fact 
was  certain,  that  petitions,  numerous  in 
signatures,  and  of  unquestionable  charac- 
ter, had  come  up  from  Scotland  in  favour 
of  the  Bill.  It  would  seem  from  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  that  there  had  been  no 
public  meeting  at  Edinburgh  in  favour  of 
the  measure,  but  only  one  against  it; 
whereas  the  fact  was,  that  the  meeting  as- 
sembled against  it  was  so  little  of  a  public 
meeting  at  all,  that  Mr.  Russell  and  ano- 
ther gentleman,  who  sought  to  address  the 
meeting  for  the  Bill,  were  summarily  eject- 
ed by  order  of  the  Lord  Provost;  a  circum- 
stance at  once  producing  so  decided  a  re- 
action, that  in  two  or  three  days  afterwards 
a  public  meeting  was  held  in  Edinburgh, 
at  which  resolutions  decidedly  in  favour  of 
the  Bill  were  passed:  that  very  day,  again, 
there  had  been  presented  a  petition  from 
Edinburgh  in  its  favour,  signed  by  no 
fewer  than  5,600  persons;  and  similar  pe- 
titions from  Ayr,  Linlithgow,  and  other 
places,  the  character  of  which  was  beyond 
all  controversy.  He  was  of  the  clear  con- 
viction that  it  was  better  to  pass  the  mea- 
sure, with  all  its  sins  and  imperfections,  as 
an  imperial  measure,  than  to  have  one  law 
on  the  subject  for  one  part  of  the  kingdom, 
and  another  for  another — to  have  the  same 
person  held  a  wife  in  England  and  a  con- 
cubine in  Scotland  —  a  legitimate  child 
south  of  the  Tweed,  a  bastard  on  its  nor- 
thern bank.  He  quite  admitted  that  mar- 
riages of  the  kind  under  discussion  had 
not  been  frequent  in  Scotland,  but  it  was 
altogether  a  mistake  to  say  they  were  un- 
known there;  there  were  examples  of  peo- 
ple absolutely  going  to  Scotland  for  the 
very  purpose  of  celebrating  them  there. 
There  was  no  trace  even  of  the  prohibition 
in  Scotland  until  that  country  came  under 
the  rule  of  the  Church  of  Rome.  The 
Confession  of  Faith  of  John  Knox  did 
not  contain  one  word  about  any  such  pro- 
hibition; but  there  was  a  contemporary 
Act  of  Parliament  which  imposed  the  pun- 
ishment for  incest  upon  persons  who  should 


marry  within  the  degrees  "  expressly  pro- 
hibited by  the  word  of  God."  In  1840, 
the  learned  procurator  of  the  Scottish 
Church  gave  a  distinct  opinion  in  favour  of 
the  legality  of  these  marriages.  The 
present  measure  diffenng,  however,  from 
that  of  last  year,  reserved  the  Confession 
of  Faith  of  the  Scottish  Church,  and  pre- 
served intact  the  doctrine  and  discipline  of 
that  church.  He  could  only  say  that  if  he 
thought  this  measure  would  tend  to  demo- 
ralise the  people  of  Scotland,  or  to  lower 
the  tone  of  religious  feeling  in  that  coun- 
try, he  would  rather  have  his  right  hand 
cut  off  than  press  the  House  to  give  it  its 
sanction. 

Mr.  cowan  said,  he  had  felt  much  dif- 
ficulty as  to  the  course  he  ought  to  pursue 
on  this  question.  Last  year  he  had  felt 
strongly  inclined  to  vote  for  the  Bill  of  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Bute; 
but  after  more  mature  consideration,  he 
deemed  it  his  duty  to  offer  to  this  measure 
his  most  strenuous  opposition.  He  had 
come  to  this  conclusion,  because  he  thought 
that  the  18th  chapter  of  Leviticus  estab- 
lished the  fact  that  these  marriages  were 
contrary  to  the  word  of  God,  and  conse- 
quently ought  not  to  be  legalised.  His 
right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  had  pro- 
posed, in  his  Bill  of  last  year,  to  give  men 
permission  to  marry  their  wives  nieces; 
but  he  had  omitted  that  provision  from  the 
present  Bill,  no  doubt  from  a  conviction 
of  the  social  evils  such  a  permission  would 
entail.  The  feeling  of  the  people  of  Scot- 
land, of  every  religious  denomination,  was 
nearly  unanimous  in  opposition  to  this 
Bill.  He  regretted  that  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  had,  on  a  former 
occasion,  spoken  of  the  Confession  of 
Faith  as  the  offspring  of  rebellion  and 
fanaticism.  [Mr.  Wortley  intimated  his 
dissent.]  He  (Mr.  Cowan)  was  glad,  then, 
that  he  had  afforded  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  an  opportunity  of  dis- 
claiming such  an  opinion;  for  he  was  re- 
presented to  have  said  that  the  second 
Confession  of  Faith  was  adopted  "  in  the 
heat  of  rebellion,  and  in  the  heat,  he  must 
saj,  of  fanaticism.'*  He  was  sure  such  an 
opinion  would  be  repudiated  by  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman's  constituency. 
He  (Mr.  Cowan)  considered  that  Profes- 
sion of  Faith  one  of  the  most  noble 
monuments  to  the  piety,  patriotism,  and 
talent  of  those  men  of  whom  he  felt  the 
world  was  not  worthy.  It  was  a  profession 
of  the  faith  under  which,  with  the  cate- 
chisms then  also  framed,  a  people  had 
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been  trained  np  to  fear  God  and  honour 
the  Queen.  Thej  were  not  so  thankful  as 
they  ought  to  be  for  the  happy  homes  en- 
joyed by  the  people  of  this  country.  One 
of  the  greatest  blessings  God  had  bestow- 
ed upon  them  was  that  of  congregating 
them  in  families,  and  that  their  homes 
were  adorned  and  blessed  by  the  fairer 
portion  of  creation,  who  stirred  them  up 
to  deeds  of  charity  and  benevolence.  He 
hoped  this  measure  would  not  be  forced 
upon  Scotland  against  the  opinion  of  the 
people  of  that  country. 

Mr.  S.  WORTLEY  had  never  used  any 
such  expression  as  that  the  Confession  of 
Faith  was  the  offspring  of  rebellion  and 
fanaticism.  The  utmost  he  had  meant  to 
Bay,  was  that  the  Confession  of  Faith  was 
adopted  by  the  Westminster  Assembly 
during  the  Rebellion,  when,  no  doubt,  fan- 
aticism ran  high.  He  regarded  that  con- 
fession as  a  noble  monument  of  piety,  for 
which  he  entertained  the  greatest  respect. 

Sir  F.  THESIGER  wished  to  call  at- 
tention to  a  statement  made  in  a  work 
referred  to  by  his  right  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  the  Member  for  Bute,  in  which  it 
appeared  to  him  that  very  great  misrepre- 
sentations had  been  made  as  to  the  law  of 
Scotland.  A  letter  had  appeared  in  the 
Times  newspaper,  headed  with  the  sig- 
nificant word  "Advertisement,*'  showing 
that  it  had  been  paid  for  out  of  the  funds 
provided  for  promoting  this  Bill,  and  signed 
"A  Lover  of  Consistency,"  which  con- 
tained these  passages : — 

"  It  is  stated,  in  an  article  on  collateral  afSnity 
is  the  last  number  of  the  Law  Rtview,  just  pub- 
lished, and  which  I  am  informed  is  from  the  pen 
of  no  less  learned  a  person  than  the  Queen's 
ancient  Serjeant  (Manning), '  That  in  Scotland  a 
bastard  is  allowed,  in  total  disregard  of  the  well- 
merited  rebuke  of  St.  Paul  to  the  Oorinthian  con- 
verts, to  marry  the  widow  of  his  own  father;  nay, 
the  illegitimate  Scotchman  is  at  liberty  to  marry 
his  own  whole  sister,  the  child  of  his  own  natural 
fiither  and  of  his  own  natural  mother.'  Perhaps 
some  of  your  readers  will  tell  us  whether  this 
information  may  bo  relied  on;  for,  if  so,  the 
Scotch,  who  are  said  to  evince  such  horror  at  the 
bare  idea  of  rendering  it  lawful  for  them  to  marry 
their  deceased  wives'  sisters,  are  indeed  straining 
at  a  gnat  while  they  complacently  swallow  a 
camel,  and  a  dromedary  or  two  into  the  bargain." 

He  wished  to  ask  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Lord  Advocate  whether  there  was 
any  ground  for  this  assertion  of  Serjeant 
Manning;  for  a  work  of  high  authority, 
Bankton's  Institutes  of  the  Law  of  Scot- 
landf  which  had  been  revised  by  Lord 
Hardwicke,  represented  the  law  as  directly 
opposed  to  the  proposition  of  the  learned 


Serjeant  ?  He  wished  to  ask  whether,  in 
respect  of  marriage,  illegitimate  relations 
did  not  stand  upon  precisely  the  same  foot- 
ing as  legitimate  relations,  though,  with 
regard  to  succession,  there  was  necessarily 
a  great  difference  ? 

The  LORD  ADVOCATE  snid,  it  was 
not  usual  to  be  addressed  in  the  way  in 
which  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had 
appealed  to  him  for  a  professional  opinion 
upon  various  points  of  considerable  dif- 
ficulty. The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
could  not  be  so  little  read  in  the  law  of  his 
own  country,  nor  in  the  law  of  Scotland, 
nor  in  the  larger  law  of  Europe,  out  of 
which  the  law  of  Scotland  had  principally 
originated,  as  not  to  know  it  had  always 
been  a  question  of  very  great  difficulty  to 
determine  whether  a  bastard  relation  con- 
stituted any  relation  whatever.  With  re- 
gard to  the  authority  of  Bankton,  he  would 
inform  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
that  he  was  not  a  very  high  authority;  and 
he  (the  Lord  Advocate)  had  always  held 
that  when  such  marriages  as  were  now  the 
subject  of  discussion  came  to  be  investi- 
gated, either  in  the  civil  or  criminal  courts, 
it  would  turn  out  that  the  marriage  con- 
templated in  this  Bill  was  in  Scotland  a 
lawful  marriage;  and  he  had  good  reason 
for  saying  that  that  was  the  opinion  of  an 
hon.  baronet,  than  whom  no  person  ever 
stood  higher  in  the  Church  of  Scotland — 
Sir  H.  Moncrieff.  The  question  had  not 
been  tried  in  the  civil  courts;  and,  with 
regard  to  the  criminal  courts,  there  were 
two  statutes,  which  were  passed  in  the 
year  1567,  which  affected  the  question. 
One  of  these  statutes  said  that  marriage 
should  be  as  free  as  the  law  of  God  had 
made  it;  and  the  other,  that  every  person 
who  married  within  the  degrees  forbidden 
in  the  18th  chapter  of  Leviticus  should  bo 
deemed  to  commit  incest,  and  suffer  death. 
The  18th  chapter  of  Leviticus  was  there- 
fore adopted  into  the  law  of  Scotland,  and 
the  criminal  courts  would  put  their  own 
construction  upon  it;  on  the  other  hand, 
the  law  of  Scotland  said  marriage  should 
be  as  free  as  the  law  of  God  had  made  it. 
He  could  only  say  that,  after  having  used 
all  diligence  in  the  inquiry,  he  had  come 
to  a  deliberate  opinion,  that  these  mar- 
riages were  not  forbidden  by  the  law  of 
Scotland.  With  regard  to  the  particular 
question  of  exempting  Scotland  from  the 
operation  of  the  measure,  if  it  were  pos- 
sible, in  a  case  involving  a  question  of  such 
a  crime  as  incest — and  he  could  bring  him- 
self to  say  that  what  was  incest  upon  one 
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lide  of  the  Tweed  would  not  be  incest  upon 
the  others-he  would  at  once  aaj,  let  Soot- 
land  be  exempted  from  the  operation 
of  the  Bill.  If  the  measure  were  for 
the  general  interest  of  the  empire,  then 
he  could  not  consent  to  exempt  Scot- 
land from  its  provisions.  He  oould  not 
eonsent  to  a  state  of  things  so  mon- 
strous as  to  allow  that  in  England  to  be 
free,  which  in  Scotland  he  would  condemn 
as  incestuous.  He  should  say,  with  all 
deference  to  the  opinion  of  his  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Secretary  at  War,  that  of  all 
the  propositions  which  he  had  heard  main- 
tained during  the  discussion,  the  present 
appeared  to  him  the  most  utterly  indefen- 
sible, as  it  declared  that  what  was  good 
for  England  was  not  to  be  good  for  Scot- 
land. 

Sir  F.  THESIGER  hoped  the  learned 
Lord  would  not  think  he  had  been  called 
upon  improperly.  Certainly  the  Committee 
must  feel  obliged  by  the  learned  Lord's 
remarks  having  been  elicited.  He  (Sir  F. 
Thesiger)  had  not  intended  to  offer  an 
opinion  of  his  own  on  a  question  of  Scotch 
law.  All  he  had  done  was  to  cite  the 
opinion  of  another  (Serjeant  Manning), 
whose  authority  was  admitted  to  stand  very 

high. 

Mr.  roebuck  said,  he  admitted  all  the 
strength  of  the  arguments  that  had  been 
used  by  the  learned  Lord  Advocate,  with 
respeot  to  the  propriety  of  extending  to 
Scotland,  as  far  as  it  might  be  practicable 
to  do  so,  the  legislation  which  was  applied 
to  England.  He  entirely  concurred  with 
the  learned  Lord  that  it  was  highly  inex- 
pedient that  there  should  be  one  law  for 
Scotland  and  another  for  England  upon  a 
subject  on  which  it  was  but  natural  to  sup- 

Sose  that  the  populations  of  each  country, 
eing  in  an  equal  state  of  civilisation,  should 
think  alike,  and  in  respect  of  which  it  was 
likely  that  they  should  feel  an  equal  degree 
of  interest.  But  had  they  taken  into  con- 
sideration the  feelings  of  the  people  of 
Scotland  on  this  measure?  That  the 
people  of  Scotland  were  almost  unanimous 
in  their  hostility  to  it,  was  a  proposition 
from  which  few  would  have  the  hardihood 
to  dissent.  Why,  then,  should  such  an 
obnoxious  enactment  be  thrust  upon  the 
Scottish  people?  Why  was  the  House 
asked  to  make  this  alteration  in  the  law  ? 
Who  called  for  it  ?  What  was  the  pres- 
sing necessity  which  rendered  it  impera- 
tive on  the  Legislature  to  change  the  law 
of  marriage?  Was  there  anybody  there 
who  woi|Ul  preai  that  necessity  and  explain 


it  ?  The  fact  was  that  certain  persons  had 
contracted  marriages  against  the  law«^ 
they  had  broken  the  law;  and  what  was 
the  House  asked  to  do?  Why,  to  alter 
the  law  in  order  to  meet  the  case  of  those 
who  had  deliberately  violated  it.  Mark 
how  all  the  feelings  that  ought  to  govern 
us  had  been  perverted  and  turned  from 
their  righteous  purpose,  in  order  to  ad- 
vance this  singular  project.  Some  men, 
under  the  influence  of  ungovernable  de- 
sire, had  broken  the  laws  of  the  country^— 
others  contemplated  doing  so.  There  waa 
no  mitigation  in  their  offence,  it  admitted 
of  none— there  was  no  reason  or  palliation 
for  it,  and  yet  the  men  who  had  thus  auda- 
ciously offended,  had  the  presumption  to 
come  to  that  House  and  talk  about  inva- 
sions on  the  rights  of  conscience.  They 
would  have  the  House  to  believe  that  thia 
sister  who  was  so  anxious  to  become  a 
wife,  was  a  person  who  was  entitled  to 
their  sympathy,  and  had  the  strongest  claim 
on  their  friendly  consideration.  He  denied 
it  entirely.  He  was  of  opinion  that  suoh  a 
woman  was  precisely  the  kind  of  person 
who  had  less  claim  on  the  favourable  con- 
sideration of  that  House  than,  perhaps, 
anybody  else  in  the  oommunity.  There 
was  no  sufficient  cause  to  alter  the  law* 
Who  were  they  who  were  desirous  that  it 
should  not  be  altered  ?  A  whole  nation*^ 
a  large  portion  of  the  male  inhabitants  of 
this  country,  and  almost  without  an  excep- 
tion the  whole  of  its  female  population. 
Again,  he  asked,  why  were  they  called 
upon  to  change  the  law  ?  Was  there  any 
public  demand  for  it — was  there  any  pres- 
sing necessity  which  would  justify  the 
House  in  attempting  an  unexampled  inva- 
sion on  the  present  state  of  the  law  ?  He 
denied  it.  They  who  called  for  the  inno- 
vation were  persons  who  felt  that  their  un- 
lawful desires  were  checked  and  coerced  by 
the  Act  at  present  in  operation,  and  who 
longed  for  such  a  modification  of  the  law 
as  would  enable  them  to  gratify  their  un- 
holy propensities.  Those  who  protested 
against  the  measure  were  called  enemies 
of  religious  freedom  ;  but  he  confessed  he 
was  at  a  loss  to  understand  what  connexion 
could  possibly  exist  between  religious  liberty 
and  the  objection  which,  upon  a  ground  of 
ordinary  policy,  he  conscientiously  enter- 
tained  against  allowing  a  man  to  marry  bis 
deceased  wife's  sister.  He  could  not  un- 
derstand such  logic;  but  this  he  saw  clearly, 
that  by  the  change  they  were  about  to  in- 
troduce, they  would  sow  dissensions  and 
kearlbamlngs  among  ipaqy  families  whicji 
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now  lived  together  in  amity  and  affection. 
He  believed  that,  under  the  pretext  of  do- 
ing a  benefit,  they  were  about  to  inflict  a 
serious  mischief — he  believed  that,  under 
the  pretext  of  securing  an  effective  guar- 
dianship to  orphan  children,  they  would 
deprive  them  of  the  tender  solicitude  of  the 
most  affectionate  of  guardians — the  sister 
of  their  dead  mother.  They  would  trans- 
form her  from  a  kind  and  beneficent  aunt 
into  a  callous  and  heartless  stepmother, 
who  would  look  upon  her  own  children  with 
feelings  very  different  from  those  with 
which  she  would  regard  the  offspring  of  her 
deceased  sister.  They  would  excite  con- 
flicting feelings  in  bosoms  which,  until  now, 
had  not  known  a  contest;  and  they  might 
take  his  word  for  it,  that,  however  well  in- 
tended their  legislation  might  be,  jealousy, 
disunion,  and  rancour  would  follow  in  its 
train. 

Mr.  GOCKBURN  would  not  follow  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  into  a  disqui- 
sition on  the  general  merits  of  the  ques- 
tion; but  he  was  prepared  to  contend,  in 
reference  to  the  proposition  at  present  un- 
der consideration,  that  the  principle  of  the 
measure  having  been  affirmed,  it  ought  to 
be  extended  to  Scotland  as  well  as  to  Eng- 
land. The  reason  why  he  thought  so  was, 
that  it  was  highly  inexpedient,  impolitic, 
and  inconvenient  that  there  should  be  any 
discrepancy  between  the  laws  of  both 
countries  on  such  subjects.  ^  As  these 
marriages  were  unknown  in  Scotland, 
there  was  no  practical  necessity  why  the 
measure  should  be  extended  to  that  coun- 
try; but  there  was  the  strongest  possible 
necessity  wby  the  general  principle  of 
having  the  laws  of  both  countries  uniform 
should  be  recognised.  It  was  impossible 
to  exaggerate  the  amount  of  misery  and 
distress  which  had  been  occasioned  in  nu- 
merous families  by  the  difference  at  pre- 
sent existing  between  the  laws  of  divorce 
in  England  and  in  Scotland.  He  knew 
an  instance  himself,  where  a  man  who  was 
married  in  England,  and  went  to  reside  in 
Scotland,  was  divorced  from  his  wife  in 
the  Scotch  court  upon  the  plea  of  adultery. 
He  came  back  to  England  alid  married  a 
second  wife,  and,  being  tried  in  England 
for  bigamy,  was  sentenced  to  transporta- 
tion, and  sent  to  the  hulks.  The  sentence 
was  approved  by  the  twelve  Judges,  and 
yet  there  was  no  question  that,  according 
to  the  law  of  Scotland,  the  judgment  of 
divorce  which  had  been  passed  upon  him 
was  in  that  country,  at  all  events,  a  com- 
plete liberation  §  vinculo  nuttrimanim.    It 


was  of  great  importance  that,  upon  quea* 
tions  such  as  this,  the  law  should  be  iden- 
tical in  two  countries  which  were  divided 
by  what  was  little  better  than  an  ima« 
ginary  border.  If  it  was  true  that  th« 
repugnance  against  such  marriages  in 
Scotland  was  absolutely  unanimous,  there 
need  be  no  apprehension  that  the  passing 
of  such  a  measure  as  the  present  would 
occasion  such  alliances ;  and  if,  on  the 
other  hand,  there  were  some  persons  in 
Scotland  who  were  desirous  to  contract 
such  marriages,  the  House  might  rest  as* 
sured  that  they  would  not  be  deterred  from 
doing  so  by  the  proposed  exemption.  They 
would  cross  the  border,  and  contract  the 
marriage  where  it  would  be  legal  by  the 
lex  loci» 

Mr.  roebuck  explained.  He  had 
not  argued  against  extending  the  Bill  to 
Scotland,  but  that  the  strong  feeling  of 
the  Scotch  people  against  it  called  on  us 
to  consider  before  we  passed  It  at  all. 

Sir  G.  clerk  rose  to  bear  his  testi* 
mony  to  the  feeling  with  which  the  Bill 
was  regarded  in  the  country  with  which 
he  was  connected.  It  was  indeed  almost 
unnecessary  for  him  to  do  so,  for  the  Lord 
Advocate  admitted  that  it  was  with  great 
pain  he  felt  himself  bound  to  vote  for  a 
measure  so  distasteful  to  Scotland.  He 
must  ask  the  House  of  Commons  on  what 
ground  they  were  going  to  force  on  the 
people  of  Scotland  a  Bill  so  abhoiTent  to 
their  feelings  ?  He  acknowledged  the 
great  inconvenience  of  differences  between 
the  laws  of  the  two  countries,  and  would 
desire  to  assimilate  them,  were  it  not  that 
he  was  met  by  a  principle  infinitely  greater 
than  any  temporal  or  civil  inconvenience. 
Tbe  Scotch  people  were  convinced  sucl^ 
marriages  were  forbidden  by  the  law  of 
God;  and,  divided  as  they  were  on  religi- 
ous, political,  and  ecclesiastical  questions, 
in  that  opinion  they  exhibited  the  greatest 
unanimity.  When  the  people  presented 
petitions  in  favour  of  the  Bill,  they  were 
led  to  believe  that  it  was  merely  to  repeal 
Lord  Lyndhurst's  Act,  and  to  replace  the 
law  on  the  same  footing  as  before  1835. 
It  was  held  in  England,  that  though  these 
marriages  were  voidable  before  the  ecclesi- 
astical courts,  they  were  valid  if  one  of  the 
parties  died  before  the  action  was  brought. 
That  never  was  the  case  in  Scotland  ;  and 
ever  since  the  Reformation  these  marriages 
had  been  expressly  forbidden  both  by  the 
Confession  of  Faith,  and  by  the  Acta  re- 
lating to  it.  The  right  hon.  and  learned 
Lord  Advocate   stated   there  were  veiy 
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grave  doubts  if  these  marriages  were  con- 
trary to  the  law^  of  Scotland,  and  had 
quoted  the  opinions  of  the  Scotch  bar,  that 
marriages  should  be  as  free  as  they  were 
allowed  to  he  by  the  word  of  God.  But 
the  extension  of  the  degrees  within  which 
marriages  could  be  contracted  after  the 
Reformation  took  place,  in  order  to  remove 
the  great  restrictions  which  had  existed 
under  the  Roman  Catholic  law,  and  the 
Confession  of  Faith,  left  no  doubt  as  to 
the  intention  to  limit  all  marriages  within 
the  true  doctrine  of  the  word  of  God.  He 
would  give  his  opposition  to  the  proposed 
extension  of  a  Bill  to  Scotland  which  was 
regarded  by  the  Scotch  people  with  the 
greatest  repugnance. 

Colonel  THOMPSON  said,  it  was 
from  recollections  of  the  many  Scotch  and 
Irish  friends  with  whom  he  had  been  as- 
sociated, that  he  heard  with  pain  the  con- 
stant demands  for  excepting  first  Scotland 
and  then  Ireland  from  Bills  evincing  the 
advancement  of  the  age.  As  an  English- 
man he  was  proud  to  believe,  that  history 
»nd  facts  proved  that  England  kept  the 
lead;  though  he  was  ready  to  avow  she 
owed  it  only  to  the  chance  of  Agricola  hav- 
ing established  his  normal  schools  in  that 
portion  of  the  empire.  As  regarded  the 
present  Motion,  he  would  entreat  English 
Members  not  to  go  to  the  division  with  the 
impression  on  their  minds  that  the  whole  of 
Scotland  was  opposed  to  the  Bill,  and  in 
favour  of  the  present  Motion.  The  people 
of  Scotland  were  under  strong  ecclesiastic 
cal  influence.  He  never  had  met  with  a 
Scotchman  abroad,  who  did  not  avow  that 
in  that  country  the  people  were  under  an 
overbearing  ecclesiastical  power.  It  hap- 
pened to  him  to  have  been  at  Edinburgh 
on  a  Sunday,  and,  having  no  other  day,  he 
visited  a  friend  iu  Princes-street.  They 
had  knotty  points  to  settle,  connected  with 
dry  questions  of  mathematics  started  by 
Pythagoras.  For  the  elucidation  of  these, 
it  was  desirable  to  put  down  some  keys  on 
the  pianoforte.  They  were  not  going  to 
play  Cost  fan  Tutti,  nor  La  ci  darem,  but 
only  to  put  down  a  key  or  two  for  demon- 
stration. His  friend,  however,  reminded  him 
they  were  in  Edinburgh,  and  he  should  feel 
the  consequences  of  music  being  heard  in 
his  house,  though  the  other  culprit  might 
be  going  away.  Now  both  of  them  be- 
lieved that  the  sabbatical  observance  in 
question  was  not  only  not  in  the  scriptural 
rule,  but  that  it  was  entirely  unscriptural 
and  anti-Christian;  and  they  would  either 
of  them  have  gone  to  the  stake  upon  the 


question,  as  readily  as  on  any  other,  if 
they  had  lived  in  the  burning  days,  though 
he  would  not  undertake  to  say  how  much 
that  readiness  would  be.  But  was  not  this 
persecution  ?  Was  it  not  the  tyranny  of 
a  majority  over  a  minority  ?  He  mention- 
ed the  occurrence  as  a  proof  of  the  power 
exercised  over  the  mind  of  Scotland.  But, 
did  any  one  believe  that  there  was  not  in 
that  country  a  strong  and  struggling  mi- 
nority against  such  power  ?  He  would  un- 
hesitatingly assert  that  there  was  a  strong 
and  struggling  minority  which  looked  to 
English  Members  to  support  the  present 
Bill. 

Mr.  F.  SCOTT  moved  that  the  Chair- 
man report  progress,  and  ask  leave  to  sit 
again. 

Mu.  F.  MAULE  hoped  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman would  not  persist  in  his  Motion. 
He  (Mr.  F.  Maule)  had  seen  no  reasons 
why  this  clause  should  be  agreed  to.  The 
Bill  was  altogether  obnoxious  to  the  people 
of  Scotland,  and  no  sister-in-law  could 
live  ill  the  house  of  her  deceased  sister's 
husband  if  it  were  known  that  she  was  at 
liberty  to  marry  him.  The  children  of 
the  widower  would  be  thus  deprived  of 
that  protection  which  they  at  present  en- 
joyed under  the  conviction  that  any  mar- 
riage between  the  sister-in-law  and  the 
widower  would  be  an  incestuous  connexion, 
not  only  by  the  law  of  God,  but  also  by 
the  natural  feelings  of  man. 

Mr.  SCOTT  would  not  press  his  Mo- 
tion. 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  137  ; 
Noes  144 :  Majority  7. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

House  resumed. 

Committee  report  progress  ;  to  sit  again 
on  Thursday,  13th  June. 

COURT  OF  PREROGATIVE  (IRELAND) 

BILL. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

MR.KEOGH  moved  the  Second  Reading 
of  this  Bill,  the  general  principle  of  which 
was  to  establish  a  general  court  of  probate 
for  the  whole  of  Ireland,  and  to  effect 
certain  alterations  in  the  mode  of  proce- 
dure of  the  court. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  Second 
Time." 

Sir  R.  H.  INGLIS  said,  the  Bill  pro- 
posed to  effect  extensive  changes,  and  he 
thought  it  very  unseemly  to  attempt  to 
pass  the  second  reading  of  such  a  measure 
at  that  hour  of  the  morning. 
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Mr.  REOGH  said,  he  merely  asked  the 
House  to  affirm  this  principle,  namely, 
that  the  ecclesiastical  courts  of  Ireland 
ought  to  he  reformed. 

Mr.  MONSELL  could  assure  the  hon. 
Memher  for  the  University  of  Oxford  that 
in  Ireland  the  feeling  was  unanimous  in 
favour  of  the  Bill,  and  they  were  very 
anxious  to  have  it  passed  into  a  law.  The 
ahuses  that  it  proposed  to  correct  were 
universally  admitted.  As  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  had  given  a  distinct  pro- 
mise that  he  intended  to  move  that  the 
Bill  be  referred  to  a  Select  Committee,  he 
trusted  that  the  hon.  Baronet  would  not 
persist  in  his  opposition  to  the  second 
reading. 

Mr.  GOULBURN  said,  the  mere  asser- 
tion that  this  was  a  measure  of  reform 
ought  not  to  be  sufficient  to  induce  the 
House  to  assent  to  its  second  reading.  A 
measure  of  reform  might  be  passed  in  a 
hundred  different  ways;  and  he  thought 
that  one  o'clock  in  the  morning  was  not  a 
fitting  hour  to  discuss  which  of  those  ways 
was  the  most  advisable.^  He  therefore 
trusted  that  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man would  not  press  the  second  reading  of 
the  Bill  on  that  occasion. 

Mr.  C.  ANSTEY  said,  when  this  Bill 
was  last  before  the  House  it  was  postponed 
on  the  application  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  the  University  of  Dublin,  who 
grounded  that  application  on  the  supposi- 
tion (for  it  amounted  to  no  more)  which  he 
then  expressed,  that  if  certain  parties  in 
Ireland  were  consulted  respecting  it,  he 
might  feel  it  his  duty  to  offer  objections  to 
it.  Those  parties  had  had  ample  time  to 
consider  the  measure,  and  the  result  was 
that  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  the 
University  of  Dublin  had  that  night  laid 
on  the  table  of  the  House  a  petition  from 
parties  who  would  be  affected  by  the  Bill, 
praying  that  when  the  Bill  went  into  Com- 
mittee their  interests  might  be  considered. 
His  hon.  and  learned  Friend,  therefore,  had 
no  opposition  to  offer  to  the  second  reading 
of  the  Bill,  as  he  admitted  that  its  prin- 
ciple was  just ;  and  he  hoped  that  the 
hon.  Baronet  would  consent  to  withdraw 
his  opposition. 

Mr.  NAPIER  was  bound  in  candour  to 
Bay  that  many  of  the  details  of  the  Bill 
were  extremely  objectionable.  He  admit- 
ted that  in  many  respects  the  jurisdiction 
m  question  required  reform,  lie  thought 
it  was  the  duty  of  the  Government  to  take 
charge  of  so  important  a  measure  as  the 
present.    He  had  no  objection  to  offer  to 


the  second  reading,  on  the  understanding 
that  it  should  be  referred  to  a  Select  Com- 
mittee. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS  had  read  the  BiD, 
and  he  felt  no  hesitation  in  saying  that  al- 
though some  of  the  clauses  would  effect  an 
improvement  upon  the  administration  of 
the  law  in  the  Prerogative  Court  of  Ire- 
land, he  believed  that  other  clauses  would 
prove  most  prciudicial  to  the  public  in- 
terests. He  could  scarcely  find  words  suffi- 
ciently strong  to  express  his  surprise  that 
any  hon.  Gentleman  should  attempt  to  ob- 
tain a  second  reading  of  such  a  Bill  at  one 
o'clock  in  the  moi*ning.  He  found  in  the 
Bill  a  proposal  to  increase  the  salary  of  the 
present  Judge  of  the  Irish  Prerogative 
Court  from  3.000^.  to  3,600?.,  whilst  in 
the  same  Bill  there  was  a  proposal  to  di- 
minish his  labour.  The  Bill  also  proposed 
to  vest  an  enormous  patronage  in  the  Judge. 
It  proposed  to  give  him  precedence  of  the 
several  judges  of  the  superior  courts  of 
Ireland.  Yes,  a  mere  ecclesiastical  judge 
was  to  be  raised  over  the  heads  of  nine  big- 
wigs at  one  o'clock  in  the  morning.  The 
Bill  proposed  to  appoint  two  registrars  of 
the  court  at  7001,  a  year  each,  and  a  tax- 
ing officer  at  4001,  a  year,  although  they 
had  already  three  taxing  officers  in  Ireland 
at  present  who  were  only  half  employed. 
He  had  been  charged  with  an  anxiety  to 
''take  a  pull  at  the  Exchequer;"  but  all 
his  efforts  in  that  respect  were  completely 
thrown  into  the  shade  by  this  Bill.  It  was 
*'  a  pull  at  the  Exchequer"  with  a  ven- 
geance. He  thought  that  such  a  question 
as  this  ought  to  be  left  in  the  hands  of  the 
Government.  There  was  certainly  one 
part  of  the  Bill  of  which  he  approved — 
namely,  the  part  which  proposed  to  open 
the  practice  of  this  court  to  men  not  only 
of  his  religious  persuasion,  but  to  men  of 
every  religious  persuasion.  That,  he 
thought,  was  an  improvement;  but  it  was 
like  one  grain  of  wheat  in  a  barrel  of  chaff. 
It  was  very  difficult  to  find  anything  valu- 
able in  the  Bill,  and  he  should  therefore 
conclude  by  moving  that  the  debate  be  ad- 
journed. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  put,  **  That 
the  debate  be  now  adjourned." 

Mr.  BOUVERIE  hoped  that  the  House 
would  assent  to  the  second  reading  of  the 
Bill,  as  he  believed  that  it  would  be  a  great 
improvement  on  the  present  system.  He 
did  not  believe  that  the  Government  had 
any  disposition  to  deal  with  the  question, 
and  he  hoped  that  the  hon.  Gentleman 
would  persevere  with  it. 
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GoLOiTBL  CHATTERTON  was  decidedly 
opposed  to  the  Bill. 

Sir  R.  H.  INGLIS  thought  that  the 
hon.  aod  learned  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Athlone  ought,  in  the  iirst  instance,  to 
have  moved  that  the  administration  of  ec- 
clesiastical law  in  Ireland  be  referred  to  a 
Select  Committee;  and  after  that  Commit- 
tee had  reported  to  the  House,  he  could 
present  the  present  Bill  for  their  adoption, 
or  such  a  measure  as  might  be  recom- 
mended in  the  report  of  the  Committee. 

Sir  G.  grey  thought  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  had  taken  a  course 
which  was  not  unusual.  They  were,  in 
fact,  not  called  upon  at  one  o'clock  in  the 
morning — as  had  been  alleged— to  fix  the 
salaries  of  the  Judge  in  question,  and  offi- 
cers acting  under  him;  the  question  was 
one  of  detail,  and  could  be  disposed  of  in 
Committee.  He  had  heard  no  objection 
stated  to  the  principle  of  the  Bill.  With 
regard  to  the  Goyemmcnt  taking  this  mat- 
ter into  their  hands,  he  must  make  the 
same  reply  as  he  had  already  made  with 
regard  to  the  English  ecclesiastical  courts 
--^namely,  that  there  did  not  appear  to  be 
sufficient  time  this  Session  fully  to  prepare 
a  measure  on  so  important  a  question.  He 
thought  that  the  House  ought  to  assent  to 
the  second  reading  of  the  Bill,  on  the  un- 
derstanding that  it  was  to  be  referred  to  a 
Select  Committee. 

Mr.  GROG  an  said,  there  were  two 
money  clauses  in  the  Bill,  and  it  was  there- 
fore of  importance  that  the  Government 
should  pay  particular  attention  to  it. 
Would  the  Government  have  any  objec- 
tion to  permit  the  Committee  to  examine 
witnesses  from  Ireland  who  were  practi- 
cally acquainted  with  the  workings  of  the 
ecclesiastical  courts,  if  the  Bill  should  be 
referred  to  a  Select  Committee  ? 

Sir  G.  grey  said,  it  was  for  the  Se- 
lect Committee  to  say  whether  or  not  such 
witnesses  should  be  examined,  if  the  House 
should  give  them  the  power  of  summoning 
witnesses.  He  could  not  give  any  under- 
taking on  the  part  of  the  Government  to 
take  up  this  measure. 

Mr.  KEOGH  said,  he  had  been  pre- 
vented from  stating  the  principal  provisions 
of  the  Bill  by  the  impatience  of  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen, who  met  his  attempted  explana- 
tion of  the  Bill  by  cries  of  "  Move,  move! " 
As  to  the  proposed  increase  in  the  salary 
of  the  Judge,  that,  of  course,  would  be  left  to 
the  discretion  of  the  House;  but  he  might 
observe  that  the  Bill  would  materially  in- 
crease the  labours  of  that  fimotioiiaryy  as  it 


proposed  to  abolish  twenty-two   diocesan 
courts,  and  transfer  the  business  to  his  court. 

Mr.  turner  trusted  that  the  House 
would  not  permit  the  Bill  to  proceed  any 
further.  The  details  of  the  measure  were 
of  the  most  complex  character,  and  in  them 
was  very  much  involved  its  prindple.  The 
details  could  not  be  settled  until  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  Bill  was  fully  debated  in  the 
House.  A  measure  of  a  comprehensive 
character  was  in  preparation,  for  the  pur* 
pose  of  reforming  the  ecclesiastical  courts 
of  England,  atid  he  thought  that  it  would 
be  better  to  postpone  this  Bill  for  Ireland 
until  that  measure  was  fully  discussed. 

The  House  divided : — Ayes  34;  Noea 
91  :  Majority  57. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS  then  moved  that  the 
House  do  now  adjourn. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  put,  "  That 
this  House  do  now  adjourn." 

The  House  divided  : — Ayes  20  ;  Noea 
95  :  Majority  75. 

Colonel  CHATTERTON  should,  at 
that  late  hour,  oppose  the  second  reading 
of  the  Bill,  a^d  would,  therefore,  move 
that  the  debate  be  adjourned. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  put,  "  That 
the  debate  be  now  adjourned." 

Colonel  SIBTHORP  did  not  consider 
it  fair  at  that  late  hour  (half-past  one 
o'clock),  to  bring  forward  so  important  a 
Motion. 

Mr.  M.  O'CONNELL  hoped  the  hon. 
Member  for  Athlone  would  press  the  quea* 
tion  of  second  reading. 

Mr.  KEOGH  begged  to  assure  the 
House  that  his  object  was  to  have  the  Bill 
referred  to  a  Select  Committee;  and,  such 
being  the  case,  he  hoped  it  would  meet 
with  no  factious  opposition  at  that  stage. 

Lord  J.  MANNERS  appealed  to  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  who  had  charge 
of  the  Bill  whether  he  would  persist,  in 
the  face  of  these  Motions  for  adjournment, 
on  the  second  reading,  seeing  that  it  would 
be  impossible  to  carry  his  object. 

Mr.  KEOGH  thought  that  he  had  a 
peculiar  claim  on  the  House.  He  had  not 
entered  into  a  full  statement  of  the  nature 
of  the  Bill,  in  obedience  to  the  wish,  as  he 
understood  it,  of  the  House  ;  and  now  he 
considered  the  second  reading  ought  to  be 
agreed  to  in  order  that  the  Bill  might  go 
before  a  Select  Committee. 

Mr.  F.  SCOTT  objected  to  the  Bill,  as 
it  was  against  the  principle  of  uniformity 
of  legislation. 

Mr.  HENLEY  considered  that  the  Bill 
should  be  discussed,  and  they  were  asked 
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to  Bend  the  Bill  without  discussion  to  a 
Select  Committee.  The  principle  of  the 
Bill  was  to  sweep  away  the  diocesan 
courts.  He  was  not  prepared  to  say  whe- 
ther they  should  act  wisely  hy  doing  so, 
but  it  was  necessary  that  they  at  least 
should  take  the  sense  of  the  House  upon 
it. 

The  House  divided : — Ayes  20  ;  Noes 
83  :  Majority  63. 

List  of  tie  Ayes. 

Arkwright,  G.  Manners,  Lord  J. 

Bateson,  T.  Mullings,  J.  R. 

Beresford,  W.  Oswald,  A. 

Brotherton,  J.  Reynolds,  J. 
Cotton*  hon.  W.  H.  S.       Soott,  hon.  F. 

Deedes,  W.  Smollett,  A. 

Halsey,  T.  P.  Taylor,  T.  E. 

Hastie,  A.  Willoughby,  Sir  H. 
Heald,  J. 

Henley,  J.  W.  txllbrs. 

Lowther,  bon.  Col.  Sibthorp,  Col. 

Mackenzie,  W.  F.  Cbatterton,'Col. 

Colonel  R  A  WD  ON  appealed  to  hon. 
Members  not  to  persist  in  their  opposition 
to  the  second  reading. 

Mr.  REYNOLDS  expressed  his  hope 
that  the  Spartan  band  over  the  way  would 
persevere  in  dividing  the  House  until  the 
second  reading  was  postponed. 

Sir  6.  GREY  said,  that  as  it  was  im* 
possible  to  prevent  a  very  small  number  of 
Members  retarding  the  progress  of  busi- 
ness when  they  had  made  up  their  minds 
to  do  so,  he  should  recommend  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman,  in  order  to  save 
time,  to  withdraw  his  Motion,  and  fix  the 
second  reading  for  To-morrow. 

Mr.  KEOGH  felt  too  much  indebted  to 
those  hon.  Gentlemen  who  had  supported 
him  not  at  once  to  accede  to  the  advice  of 
the  right  hon.  Baronet. 

Bill  to  be  read  2°  To-morrow. 

STAMP  DUTIES. 

Resolutions  reported. 

Sir  H.  WILLOUGHBY  asked  the 
Chancellor  of  tho  Exchequer  whether  he 
intended  to  furnish  any  data  by  which  hon. 
Members  might  know  what  would  be  the 
precise  gain  or  loss  on  the  changes  pro** 
posed  to  be  effected?  The  IL  per  cent 
dd  valorem  on  all  conveyances  had  caused 
alarm  to  those  who  were  interested  in  the 
transfer  of  joint-stock  and  other  descrip- 
tions of  personal  property,  as  it  would  be 
extremely  onerous,  and,  unless  some  modi- 
^cation  were  made  in  it,  he  believed  it 
would  meet  with  a  most  determined  oppo- 
sition. 
.    The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 


QUER was  glad  his  hon.  Friend  did  not 
oppose  bringing  up  the  report,  because  it 
was  desirable  the  Bill  should  be  printed 
and  laid  before  the  country^  in  order  that 
it  might  b^seen  what  benefits  the  measure 
would  confer.  No  doubt  some  parts  of 
the  proposal  would  increase  the  duties  in 
some  cases ;  but,  taking  it  altogether,  he 
believed  it  to  be  a  very  considerable  boon 
to  the  country.  He  should  be  glad  if  he 
could  lay  before  the  House  any  calculation 
which  would  show  with  any  degree  of  pre- 
cision what  would  be  the  loss  or  gain  on 
each  item  ;  but  he  could  assure  his  hon. 
Friend  it  was  next  to  an  impossibility  to 
do  it.  All  that  the  Government  knew  was 
the  number  of  stamps  that  were  issued, 
but  to  what  purpose  those  stamps  were 
applied  they  could  not  tell.  He  intended 
laying  on  the  table  a  comparative  scale  of 
the  present  stamp  duties  and  the  proposed 
duties,  and  whatever  explanation  he  could 
give  on  that  point  he  should  be  glad  to 
furnish  to  his  hon.  Friend.  He  was  quite 
sensible  with  regard  to  the  1 1,  ad  talorem 
duty  on  conveyances  of  personal  property, 
that  it  might  produce  in  some  degree  an 
effect  such  as  his  hon.  Friend  had  stated; 
but,  upon  the  whole,  he  thought  the  pro* 
posed  measure  contained  a  fairer  scale  of 
duties  than  existed  at  present.  His  atten- 
tion had  been  called  to  that  and  other  mat- 
ters, but  it  was  impossible  he  could  enter 
into  a  discussion  of  them  then. 

Mr.  HENLEY  wished  to  know  whether 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  object  to 
lay  on  the  table  an  account  of  the  value 
of  the  respective  stamps  that  had  been 
issued ;  and  also  the  calculations  upon 
which  he  had  arrived  at  his  conclusions 
with  respect  to  progressive  duties  ? 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER  would  lay  on  the  table  an  account 
of  the  produce  of  each  class  of  stamps, 
and  that  was  the  only  document  which  he 
could  say  was  a  certain  document. 

Resolutions  agreed  to. 

The  House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  after 
Two  o'clock. 
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RECALL  OF  THE  FRENCH  AMBASSADOR. 

Lord  BROUGHAM  said:  My  Lords, 
I  believe  that  I  may  say — and  I  grieve 
from  the  bottom  of  my  heart  that  1  may 
now  justly  and  correctly  say— *^that  I  did 
not  yesterday  take  too  grave  and  gloomy  a 
Tievr  of  the  event  of  the  departure  of  the 
French  Ambassador.  It  turns  out — 1  ask 
now  for  no  explanations  from  the  noble 
Lord  opposite — it  turns  out  that,  instead 
of  using  the  word  "  departure"  yesterday, 
I  ought  to  have  used  the  inauspicious  word 
"recall."  It  turns  out  that  the  French 
Government,  in  the  exercise  of  its  undoubt- 
ed discretion,  has  deemed  it  to  be  its  duty 
to  take  a  step  which  has  not  been  taken 
since  the  year  1803.  May  God  avert  the 
omen !  May  no  such  years  of  war  and 
mischief  follow  the  late  step  as  did  follow 
its  predecessor — the  same  step  taken  forty- 
seven  years  ago.  I  now  give  the  noble 
Lord  opposite  an  opportunity — which  he 
will,  no  doubt,  embrace,  and  which,  per- 
adventure,  even  now  he  covets — to  explain 
how  it  happened  that  you,  my  Lords,  were 
given  to  believe  yesterday  by  the  roost  can- 
did and  straightforward  Minister  whom  I 
have  ever  known,  and  by  the  most  fair, 
and  honest,  and  honourable  friend  whom  I 
ever  possessed  or  held  dear  in  the  world, 
he  having  evidently  been  kept  in  the  most 
profound  and  unaccountable  ignorance  of 
the  facts  of  the  case — I  now,  I  say,  give 
the  noble  Lord  opposite  an  opportunity  to 
explain  how  he  was  induced  to  give  me  and 
you,  my  Lords,  to  understand,  not  indeed  in 
terms,  but  taking  all  his  statement  altoge- 
ther, in  substance  and  effect,  that  the  recall 
of  the  French  Ambassador,  by  order  of  the 
French  Government — which  I  viewed  as 
an  event  of  grave  importance,  and  which 
he,  according  to  his  infoi-mation,  naturally 
and  justly  viewed  as  an  event  of  inferior 
importance — was  only  for  the  purpose  of 
enabling  that  very  able,  that  very  intelli- 
gent, and  that  very  excellent  person  to 
give  important  information  to  his  Govern- 
ment yesterday,  that  day  being  appointed 
for  the  interpellations  on  the  aifairs  of 
Greece  in  the  National  Assembly.  It  turns 
out  that  there  is  not  the  shadow  of  a  foun- 
dation for  taking  such  a  view  of  the  case. 
It  turns  out  that  the  French  Ambassador 
was  recalled,  not  to  give  any  explanations 
to  his  Government,  but  because  of,  and  in 
token  of — for  I  have  the  despatch  to  prove 
it  in  my  pocket — the  grave  dissatisfaction 
of  the  French  Government  with  our  con- 
duct— a  dissatisfaction  echoed  by  the  na- 
tional representatives  chosen  by  universal 


suffrage  of  the  French  people — a  dissatis- 
faction with  the  conductof  our  Government, 
and  with  the  breach  of  the  promises  by  our 
Government  to  the  French  Govemment, 
made  and  given.  My  Lords,  I  shall  be 
told,  no  doubt,  to-night,  as  indeed  I  was 
told  yesterday,  that  it  was  an  accidental 
coincidence,  this  celebration  of  the  birth- 
day of  Her  Majesty  and  the  departure  of 
M.  Drouyn  de  Lhuys  for  France.  Be  it 
so.  I  shall  be  told  that  no  offence  to  Her 
Majesty  was  intended.  Be  it  so.  I  shall 
be  told,  too,  that  any  slight  on  Her  Ma- 
jesty would  be  an  offence  to  the  British 
nation.  That  is  so.  But,  how  does  it  hap- 
pen that,  if  M.  Drouyn  de  Lhuys  was  re- 
called to  furnish  explanations  which  were 
never  furnished,  his  Chargi  d'Affaires^ 
M.  Marescalchi,  who  was  left  in  his  post, 
and  had  not  to  furnish  any  explanations, 
did  not  think  fit,  as  he  was  commanded  not 
to  think  fit,  to  testify  his  respect  for  that 
auspicious  solemnity  by  attending  at  the 
official  banquet  of  our  noble  Secretary  for 
Foreign  Affairs  ?  He  did  not  attend  it. 
I  was  told  yesterday  that  there  were  rea- 
sons for  the  non-attendance  of  the  Russian 
Ambassador  at  that  dinner.  [Laughter, "[ 
There  is  no  reason  for  laughter;  I  wish  to 
God  that  there  was.  [A  Noble  Lord  : 
That  there  had  been  illness — measles  in 
the  family  of  Baron  Brunow.]  Yes  !  there 
was  that  complaint  in  the  Baron's  family, 
but  it  was  two  months  ago.  But  what  com- 
plaint was  there  in  the  family  of  M.  Mares- 
calchi, who  has  no  family  ?  or  in  that  of  the 
Bavarian  Ambassador,  M.  Cetto?  And  yet 
the  Russian,  the  French,  and  the  Bavarian 
Ambassadors  had  one  and  all  abstained  from 
assisting  at  the  celebration.  I  may  be  told 
that  there  was  no  doubt  an  explanation 
given  in  the  French  Assembly  by  the 
French  Minister — I  believe  there  was,  for 
so  my  private  information  states,  and  it  is 
confirmed  by  that  in  the  public  journals. 
Of  all  the  party  of  order,  every  different 
section  vehemently  cheered  the  communi- 
cation made  to  the  National  Assembly  by 
General  La  Hitte,  of  an  apparent  rupture 
between  the  countries.  God  forbid  that  it 
should  end  in  an  actual  rupture !  1  trust 
that  it  will  not.  I  can  prove  that  this 
was  the  reception  which  the  communica- 
tion of  General  La  Hitte 's  despatch  to  M. 
Drouyn  de  Lhuys  met  from  the  National 
Assembly;  but  1  supersede  all  despatches, 
after  the  way  in  which  I  have  been  treat- 
ed. It  is  said  that  there  was  one  excep- 
tion to  this  vociferous  cheering  in  the 
French  Assembly,  and  that  there  was  a 
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dead  silence  among  the  party  of  the  Moun- 
tain»  the  party  of  disorder,  anarchy,  and 
Uood,  hut  among  no  other:  for  all  the 
friends  of  order — moderate  Repahlicans  as 
well  as  Legitimists — vehemently  cheered 
the  inauspicious  communication  of  General 
La  Hitte.  There  was  no  sympathy  with 
those  cheers  on  the  part  of  those  degraded 
characters  who  form  the  Mountain,  nor 
on  the  part  of  their  still  more  contemptible 
and  degraded  leaders,  who,  by  issuing  or- 
ders from  London,  where  they  are  protect- 
ed, are  doing  all  they  can  to  stir  up  disaf- 
fection and  enmity  between  the  French 
people  and  the  French  GoTemment.  I 
know  this,  my  Lords,  from  my  own  sources 
of  information,  and  also  from  communica- 
tions made  to  me  by  the  French  GoTcm- 
ment  when  at  Paris.  The  complaint  of 
the  French  Goyernment  is,  that  London  is 
made  the  focus  of  all  intrigues  against  its 
existence — ^that  it  is  the  source  from  which 
all  communications  are  made  to  the  parti 
Rouge — so  called  because  it  takes  the 
colour  of  blood  as  its  appropriate  ensign. 
[*'  Hear,  hear!"]  Yes,  the  parti  Rouge 
takes  its  orders  from  the  Caussidieres  and 
the  other  crapulous  leaders  and  miscreants 
who  now  infest  this  country  after  they  had 
been  forced  to  desist  from  infesting  France. 
The  French  Government  complain  bitter- 
ly of  this — I  am  taunted  with  it  when 
in  France.  I  am  asked,  "  Why  we  allow 
it?"  1  can  only  reply,  "We  have  no 
Alien  Bill;"  and  I  beg  it  to  be  distinctly 
understood  that  I  express  no  regret  that 
we  have  no  Alien  Bill.  It  is  a  misfortune; 
it  is  a  necessary  evil.  Yet,  I  would  not 
suffer  any  infringement  to  be  made  on  the 
principles  of  the  constitution  to  meet  a 
particular  case  like  this.  I  know,  how- 
ever, that  all  parties  in  Paris  circulate  the 
report  that  the  leaders  of  the  vile  Red 
party  are  not  so  ill  received  as  they  ought 
to  be  in  this  country.  I  am  sure  that  they 
are  not  received  at  all  by  any  Members  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government;  and  I  trust 
that  they  are  not  received  by  any  man  who 
values  his  character,  through  the  whole 
extent  of  the  country.  I  leave  others  to 
determine  what  was  meant  by  the  strange 
and  ominous  silence  of  this  Red  party  on 
the  reception  of  General  La  Hitte 's  com- 
munication. For,  I  assure  you,  my  Lords, 
that  I  am  well  informed  that  this  party, 
whilst  it  is  engaged  in  stirring  up  the 
hatred  of  the  French  people  against  the 
French  Government,  and  against  the 
friends  of  order,  is  equally  actively  en- 
gaged in  stirring  up  ill-will  and  bad  blood 
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between  the  people  of  England  and  France 
by  every  calumny  and  mendacity  which 
they  can  circulate  against  us  in  their  vile 
and  worthless  publications.  It  is  said,  my 
Lords,  that  all  this  will  blow  over — and,  I 
believe  it  will;  but  the  misfortune  is,  that 
after  blowing  over,  these  evils  do  not  leave 
things  in  the  same  posture,  in  the  same  fa- 
vourable attitude  in  which  they  found  them; 
and  I  verily  believe,  that  if  these  little  blasts 
should  continue  to  blow  over  us,  they  will 
eventually  lead  to  a  breach  of  that  peace,  the 
advantages  of  which  to  England,  to  France, 
to  Europe,  and  to  humanity  at  large,  "  pass 
all  understanding."  One  word  more,  my 
Lords,  before  I  conclude  these  observations, 
which  have  almost  been  extorted  from  me. 
General  La  Hitte,  having  gained  the  con- 
current voice  and  the  hearty  support  of  all 
the  friends  of  order  to  his  communication 
that  he  had  recalled  Mr.  Drouyn  de  Lhuys 
from  this  court,  proceeded  to  add,  that  in 
his  letter,  which  was  read  from  the  tribune, 
he  had  directed  M.  Drouyn  de  Lhuys  to 
communicate  it  in  extenso  to  my  noble 
Friend  and  former  Colleague,  Lord  Pal- 
merston.  That  declaration  drew  forth  a 
repetition  of  the  uproar  of  applause  to 
which  I  have  before  alluded,  only  it  was 
still  more  cordially  and  forcibly  echoed. 
Now,  one  of  three  things  must  have  hap- 
pened. Either  M.  Drouyn  de  Lhuys  must 
nave  disobeyed  the  positive  orders  of  his 
Government,  and  did  not  communicate  the 
despatch  which  he  was  ordered  to  commu- 
nicate, and  must  have  said  that  his  ab- 
sence was  only  temporary,  and  intended  to 
smooth  everything  over — in  which  case  he 
will  never  be  employed  again  by  any  party 
whatsoever,  for  no  ambassador  can  be  per- 
mitted or  would  ever  dare  to  disobey  a 
positive  order  on  such  a  subject ;  or  he 
must  have  communicated  the  despatch, 
which  he  had  received  and  was  ordered  to 
communicate,  to  Lord  Palmerston,  and 
Lord  Palmerston  had  neglected  to  commu- 
nicate it  to  the  noble  President  of  the  Coun- 
cil ;  or,  if  Lord  Palmerston  had  communica- 
ted it  to  his  noble  Friend,  his  noble  Friend- 
must  have  taken  a  view  of  its  importance 
very  different  from  that  which  has  been 
taken  by  myself  and  all  the  rest  of  the 
world,  without  an  exception.  Be  this  as 
it  may,  I  am  bound  to  declare  my  opinion 
on  the  rights  of  this  question,  and  it  is 
most  important  that  I  should  guard  what 
I  now  say.  The  judgment  which  I  shall 
form  on  the  rights  of  this  question,  whe- 
ther the  Government  of  England  or  that 
of  France  is  in  the  wrong,  or  whether 
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Lord  Palmerston  and  Mr.  Wyse  or  General 
La  Hitte  and  Baron  Grog  are  in  the  right 
on  the  merits  of  this  matter,  will  be  quite 
apart  from  anything  I  have  said  on  the  un- 
happy circumstance  of  the  recall  of  the 
French  Ambassador.  I  shall  form  my 
opinion  fairly  and  impartially,'  with  a  lean- 
ing, however,  which  every  good  patriot 
ought  to  have,  towards  his  own  country, 
and  with  a  wish  to  find  its  Government  in 
the  right.  Under  no  other  bias  than  that 
shall  I  come  to  any  conclusion  on  this  sub- 
ject; and  if  I  find  that  the  French  Go- 
vernment is  in  the  wrong,  and  if  I  find  on 
the  best  information  which  I  can  obtain 
that  we  are  in  the  right,  I  shall  be  the 
first  and  the  most  zealous  to  support  by 
all  the  force  and  weight  of  the  British 
empire  our  Government  against  the  Qch 
rernment  of  France.  I  hope  and  trust 
that  even  now  my  noble  Friend  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Council  will  give  us  such  in- 
formation as  may  soothe  the  discontent  and 
the  disappointment,  and  the  somewhat  ir- 
ritated feelings  which  exist  out  of  doors, 
both  in  this  city  and  in  Paris,  and  I  may 
even  add  throughout  both  countries,  in  re- 
gard  to  the  parties  who  have  given  rise 
to  this  interruption  of  international  tran- 
quillity. 

The  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNE :  I 
am  sure  that  not  only  the  House,  but  my 
noble  and  learned  Friend  opposite,  will  ap* 
preciate  the  motives  which  induce  me,  at 
the  commencement  of  the  very  short  state- 
ment I  have  to  make,  to  say  that  that 
statement  will  be  confined  simply  to  setting 
my  noble  and  learned  Friend  right  in  mat- 
ters of  fact,  without  any  comment  what- 
ever upon  those  facts,  or  upon  the  obser- 
vations which  have  fallen  from  him.  My 
Lords,  I  have  nothing  to  retract  from  the 
statement  which  I  made  yesterday.  At 
the  time  I  made  that  statement  1  knew, 
what  I  also  know  now,  that  when  the 
French  Ambassador  left  this  country,  he 
left  it  having  received  and  having  pre- 
sented no  letters  of  recall.  If  these  letters 
of  recall  had  been  sent  to  him  from  Paris, 
they  could  not  have  been  received  at  the 
time  when  he  left  London,  and  up  to  this 
moment  no  such  notice  of  recall  has  been 
left  with  Her  Majesty's  Government.  I 
also  wish  to  say  that  I  know  that  the 
French  Ambassador  held  communications 
with  my  noble  Friend  the  Secretary  for 
Foreign  Affairs  previous  to  his  having 
quitted  London,  and  that  he  went  furnish- 
ed with  a  variety  of  documents  which  could* 
not  be  known  to  the  French  Qovemmenti 


and  for  the  purpose  of  affording  dzplanik 
tions  to  them  on  the  facts  of  the  case.  I 
will  not  say  what  the  result  of  those  explana- 
tions may  be,  but  I  do  most  earnestly  hope 
that  that  result  may  be  such  as  to  prevent 
any  sort  of  interruption  in  the  friendly  in- 
tercourse between  the  two  countries,  and 
to  the  unbroken  continuance  of  whioli-*- 
and  I  can  say  no  more — I  individually, 
and  not  only  I  individually,  but  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  collectively,  attach  as 
much  importance  as  my  noble  and  learned 
Friend  opposite*  Now,  with  respect  to 
one  matter  of  fact  of  less  importance,  to 
which  my  noble  and  learned  Friend  al- 
luded, adverting  to  the  peculiar  and,  ia 
some  respects,  unlucky  accident  of  this 
occurrence  having  taken  place  on  Her  Ma^ 
jesty's  birthday,  and  inquiring  why  this 
circumstance  was  not  connected  with  the 
mode  and  period  of  the  recall,  why  M. 
Drouyn  de  Lhuys,  the  Ambassador,  ab- 
stained— of  course,  in  consequence  of  his 
quitting  London — from  attending  the  din- 
ner given  in  honour  of  the  birthdays—why 
he  so  abstained,  and  also  why  a  very  ex- 
cellent and  distinguished  person,  who  now 
fills,  or  will  fill,  the  place  of  Chargk  d'Af^ 
f aires  in  his  absence — why  he  did  not  aW 
tend,  and  what  significance  his  absence 
can  have — all  these  suppositions  and  in^ 
ferences,  my  Lords,  only  come  to  this, 
that  M.  Maresealchi  did  not  go  where  he 
was  not  invited  to  go.  I  may  further  add, 
for  your  Lordships'  satisfaction,  that  the 
Russian  Ambassador,  who  abstained  from 
attending  on  that  occasion,  intimated  to 
my  noble  Friend  the  Secretary  of  St4ta 
for  Foreign  Affairs,  that  he  was  prevented 
by  indidpoaition.  With  respect  to  these 
matters  of  fact,  I  trust  the  House  will  ex<» 
cuse  me  if  I  do  not  follow  the  example 
which  has  been  set,  under  circumstances 
of  unnatural,  and  I  hope  unfounded,  ex- 
citement in  the  French  Assembly.  I  do 
not  think  there  was  much  tending  to  edi^ 
fication  in  the  example  set  either  by  the 
Minister  who  made  that  communication, 
or  the  Assembly  to  which  it  was  made. 
But  there  was  at  least  this  point  worthy  of 
notice,  and  perhaps  of  imitation,  that  the 
communication  so  made  was  not  followed 
by  discussion  on  cither  side. 

Lord  BROUGHAM  observed,  that  after 
M.  Drouyn  de  Lhuys  had  left  England,  ia 
consequence  of  his  letters  of  recall,  M. 
Maresealchi  ceased  to  be  Secretary  of  Le- 
gation, and  became  Ohargi  d^Afairei, 
He  found  these  words  used  in  the  despatch 
of  General   La  Hitte  to  M.  Drouyn  da 
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LhujB — "  The  President  has  invited  me 
to  direot  yoa  to  return  to  France  after 
having  accredited  M.  Marescalchi  as 
Chargi  d*Af aires.  You  will  be  pleased 
to  oonimunioate  this  despatch  to  Lord 
Palmerston. "  Lord  Palmerston  was  there- 
fore informed  that  M.  Marescalchi  was  no 
longer  Secretary  of  Legation,  but  was  be- 
oome  Chargi  d*Af aires.  For  *'  invite  '' 
was  a  courteous  French  phrase  meaning 
*'  command  ;  "  and  there  were  many  oases 
in  which  an  officer  who  refused  an  invita^ 
tion  of  this  kind  from  his  superiors  would 
be  tried  by  court-martial.  It  was  thus 
clear,  that  before  M.  Drouyn  de  Lhuys 
left  England  he  had  communicated  to 
bit  noble  Friend  (Lord  Palmerston)  that 
M.  Marescalchi  was  become  ChargS  d* Af- 
faires ;  and,  under  such  circumstances,  he 
hoped  that  his  noble  Friend  had  invited 
him,  in  common  courtesy,  to  his  official 
dinner.  With  regard  to  the  fact  that 
there  had  been  no  letters  of  recall,  their 
Lordships  were  still  desired  to  believe  that 
M.  Drouyn  de  Lhuys  went  to  give  infor- 
mation to  his  Government,  and  that  there 
were  no  hostile  communications  between 
that  Government  and  our  own.     But  what 

•aid  General  La  Hitte*s  desnatch  ? — '*  We 

ft 

have  received,  on  this  point,  the  most  for- 
mal promises,  which,  however,  have  not 
been  observed."  And  what  then  follow- 
ed ? — "  Tou  are  charged  to  apply  to  the 
English  Cabinet,  to  make  certain  demands ; 
and,  those  demands  not  having  been  agreed 
to,  it  has  appeared  to  us  that  the  prolonga- 
tion of  your  sojourn  in  London  is  no  longer 
compatible  with  the  dignity  of  the  Repub- 
lic. M.  Drouyn  de  Lhuys  read  this  des- 
patch to  Lord  Palmerston,  and  it  was  a 
recall  of  the  Ambassador  of  France  to  all 
intents  and  purposes.  Whether  it  was  in 
the  diplomatic  sense  a  formal  letter  of  re- 
call he  would  not  protend  to  decide  ;  but 
he  considered  it,  as  he  said  before,  a  letter 
of  recall  beyond  all  controversy. 

The  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNE  again 
contended  that  no  letters  notifying  the  re- 
call of  M.  Drouyn  de  Lhuys  as  French 
Ambassador  had  as  yet  been  presented  to 
the  English  Government ;  and,  to  his 
knowledge,  no  intimation  had  either  been 
entertained  or  expressed  by  the  French 
Government  of  sending  such  letter  of  re- 
call to  Her  Majesty's  Government  prior  to 
the  departure  of  M.  Drouyn  de  Lhuys. 

Lord  BROUGHAM  observed,  that  in 
the  view  which  his  noble  Friend  took  of 
this  part  of  the  case  he  was  perfectly  jus- 
tified in  repeating  the  assertion  respecting 


the  non-existence  of  any  letters  of  recall ; 
but  he  contended,  on  the  other  side,  that 
he  (Lord  Brougham)  was  justified  in  treat- 
ing the  despatch  of  General  La  Hitte  as  a 
recall  complete.  The  French  Government 
considered  it  as  such,  and  had  resolved  to 
please  the  people  of  France  by  showing, 
that  it  felt  our  conduct  towards  them  to  be 
incompatible  with  the  dignity  of  the  French 
Republic. 

After  a  few  words  from  the  Marquess  of 

LONDONDBRRT, 

Lord  BROUGHAM:  I  have  been 
told  by  those  who  were  present  in  tho 
other  House  that  the  statement  made 
there  on  this  subject  is  utterly  inconsist- 
ent with  that  just  made  by  my  noble 
Friend.  I  never  understood  my  noble 
Friend  to  express  any  doubt  of  the  de- 
spatch having  been  communicated  to  Lord 
Palmerston. 

The  Marquesb  of  LANSDOWNE  :  I 
did  not  state  that  the  despatch  had  not 
been  read  ;  I  could  not  have  stated  that, 
but  no  copy  of  it  was  left. 

Lord  BROUGHAM:  But  a  parole 
communication  of  it  was  made  by  M. 
Drouyn  do  Lhuys  to  Lord  Palmerston. 

Subject  dropped. 

House  adjourned  to  Monday,  May  27. 
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HOUSE    OF   COMMONS, 
Friday,  May  17,  1850. 

Minutes.]  Public  Bills. — 1'  Exchequer  Billa. 
(8,658.700/.);  Stamp  Duties  (No.  2);  Collection 
of  Fines,  Ac.  (Ireland);  Summary  Jurisdiction 
(Ireland);  Lord  Lieutenancy  Abolition  (Ire- 
land). 
2*  Drainage  and  ImproTcment  of  Land  Ad- 
vances; West  India  Appeals;  Alterations  in 
Pleadings ;  Acts  of  Parliament  Abbreyiation. 
d*  Sunday  Fairs  Prevention. 

RECALL  OF  TUE  FRENCH  AMBASSADOR. 

Mr.  DISRAELI :  I  wish  to  put  a 
question  to  Her  Majesty's  Ministers.  It 
having  been  ofHcially  announced  that  the 
Ambassador  of  the  French  Republic  has 
been  recalled  from  the  Court  of  St. 
James's,  and  that  his  recall  was  occasioned 
by  conduct  on  the  part  of  the  British  Qo- 
vemment,  supposed  to  be  derogatory  to 
the  honour  of  the  French  Republic,  I  wish 
to  know  whether  Her  Majesty's  Ministers 
deem  it  expedient  to  afford  any  communi- 
cation to  the  House  explaining  the  causes 
of  an  incident  of  such  grave  import  ? 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL:  Sir,  all  that  I 
can  at  present  state  to  the  hon.  Member 
ie,  that  General  La  Hitte,  the  Minister  of 
Foreign  Affairs  to  the  French  Republic, 
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informed  the  Marquess  of  Normandy  that, 
in  consequence  of  what  he  considered  the 
ill-treatment  of  France  by  the  Government 
of  this  country,  he  had  thought  it  neces- 
sary to  recall  M.  Drouyn  de  Lhuys.  At 
the  same  time  he  said  that  M.  Drouyn  de 
Lhuys  having  been  sent  here  in  order  to 
settle  the  affairs  of  Greece,  and  to  endea- 
TOur  to  come  to  some  arrangement  with 
the  British  Government  on  that  subject, 
those  affairs  having  terminated,  and  that 
endeavour  having  failed,  it  was  natural 
that  the  Ambassador  who  had  been  de- 
puted for  that  special  purpose  should  re- 
turn home.  This  is  the  only  statement 
on  the  subject  that  I  can  at  present  make. 
I  will  only  add  that  I  am  very  sorry  that 
this  feeling  should  exist  on  the  part  of  the 
French  Government ;  for  I  am  sure  that 
on  the  part  of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
there  has  been  every  wish  to  listen  to  the 
representations  of  the  Government  of  France 
on  the  affairs  of  Greece ;  we  had  every 
hope  that  the  results  of  the  mission  of 
M.  Drouyn  de  Lhuys  would  have  been  suc- 
cessful, and  we  were  always  ready  to  give 
every  facility  for  bringing  the  affair  to  a 
satisfactory  conclusion  with  the  mediation 
and  aid  of  the  French  Government ;  and 
I  feel  convinced  that  had  not  M.  Gros,  for 
some  reason  which  I  cannot  divine,  so  sud- 
denly given  up  his  mission,  on  the  23rd  of 
April,  and  declared  to  the  Greek  Govern- 
ment his  functions  suspended,  there  would 
have  been  ample  time  for  the  arrival  of 
the  despatch  from  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment, and  then  this  misunderstanding  could 
not  have  occurred. 

Sir  JOHN  WALSH  :  Sir,  it  is  matter 
of  public  notoriety  that  in  the  statement 
relating  to  this  subject  which  took  place 
in  the  French  Legislative  Assembly,  Gene- 
ral La  Hitte  read  to  the  Assembly  the  de- 
spatch recalling  M.  Drouyn  de  Lhuys,  and 
detailing  the  reasons  for  that  recall.  At 
the  end  of  the  despatch,  M.  Drouyn  de 
Lhuys  is  directed  to  communicate  a  copy 
of  it  to  Lord  Palmerston  ;  I  should  like  to 
know  whether  that  despatch  was  so  com- 
municated, and  whether  it  was  in  the  hands 
of  the  noble  Viscount  when  he  yesterday 
answered  the  question  put  to  him  by  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Manchester  ? 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL:  M.  Drouyn  de 
Lhuys  did  not  communicate  a  copy  of  the 
despatch  to  my  noble  Friend  ;  neither  did 
my  noble  Friend  nor  any  Member  of  the 
Government  have  a  copy  of  it. 

Mr.  roebuck  :  1  am  sure  the  nobl& 
Lord  does  not  desire  that  there  should  be 


any  the  slightest  misapprehension  on  this 
subject.  It  might  be  presumed,  from 
what  the  noble  Lord  has  now  stated,  that 
on  the  part  of  the  French  Minister  who 
has  left  this  country,  there  had  been  some 
want  of  duty,  or  of  pei'formance.  This,  I 
am  sure,  is  not  intended  by  the  noble 
Lord,  but  it  certainly  is  to  be  implied  from 
what  he  has  said  ;  because  in  the  letter 
read  to  the  Legislative  Assembly  by  Gene- 
ral La  Hitte  there  is  the  instruction  that 
the  letter  is  to  be  communicated  to  the 
Foreign  Secretary  of  State  of  this  coun- 
try. The  noble  Lord  informs  us  that  no 
copy  of  the  despatch  was  communicated 
to  the  British  Government.  The  ordi- 
nary form  on  these  occasions,  I  believe, 
is  for  the  person  who  has  received  such 
a  note  to  go  with  it  in  his  hand  and 
to  communicate  it  to  the  person  indi- 
cated in  it  by  reading  it;  if  this  was  done 
by  M.  Drouyn  de  Lhuys,  the  noble  Vis- 
count must  have  been  in  full  possession  of 
all  the  contents  of  the  despatch  when  he 
yesterday  made  his  explanatory  answer  to 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Manchester. 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL:  There  are  two  or- 
dinary modes  of  communicating  such  notes; 
one  is  to  read  them  to  the  Foreign  Minis- 
ter, giving  no  copy,  the  other  is  to  read 
them  and  to  leave  a  copy  with  the  Minister. 
The  former  course  was  the  course  taken 
by  the  French  Ambassador.  Following, 
I  presume,  the  orders  he  had  received  from 
his  Government,  and  with  no  sort  of  inten- 
tion of  discourtesy,  he  read  the  letter  in 
question  to  my  noble  Friend,  but  commu- 
nicated no  copy  of  it;  and  my  noble  Friend, 
in  his  statement  to  the  House  yesterday, 
gave  what  was  his  impression  of  the  case. 

Sir  JOHN  WALSH:  But  though  the 
Foreign  Secretary  had  not  formally  had  an 
actual  copy  of  the  despatch  placed  in  his 
hands,  still  he  was  in  full  possession  of  all 
its  contents. 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL:  No  doubt  the 
French  Ambassador  read  to  my  noble 
Friend  the  despatch  he  had  received,  ac- 
companying it  at  the  same  time  with  such 
observations  as  he  thought  proper  to  make. 
A  very  long  interview  took  place. 

Mr.  C.  ANSTEY :  Perhaps  I  may  be 
permitted  to  ask  if,  in  consequence  of 
what  has  occurred,  the  Marquess  of  Nor« 
manby  may  be  expected  in  this  country? 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL:  There  has  been  no 
order  sent  recalling  the  Marquess  of  Nor- 
manby,  and  I  trust  no  such  order  will  be 
necessary.  The  hon.  Member  for  Mon- 
trose has  suggested  that  the  Committee  of 
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Sapply  should  not  be  taken  until  Monday, 
but  I  must  adhere  to  my  proposition  that 
it  be  taken  on  Tliursday.  The  Motion 
that  the  House  go  into  Committee  will 
then  afford  an  opportunity  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  Buckinghamshire,  or  any  other 
hon.  Gentleman  who  desires  further  in- 
formation on  this  subject,  to  seek  it,  or  for 
the  Government,  should  it  have  further 
information,  to  give  it;  for  this  reason  it 
is  not  desirable  to  name  the  later  day,  and 
'I  hope  my  hon.  Friend,  who  has  already 
made  so  many  sacrifices  for  the  public  ad- 
vantage, will  consent  to  make  one  more  on 
this  occasion. 

Mr.  DISRAELI:  It  would  be  very  con- 
venient if,  meantime,  the  House  could  be 
put  in  possession  of  the  papers  on  the 
subject. 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL:  I  did  not  suggest 
that  the  Motion  for  going  into  Committee 
of  Supply  on  Thursday  should  be  made 
the  occasion  of  a  regular  debate  on  the 
subject;  but  simply  that  it  would  afford 
the  opportunity  for  any  question  that  might 
be  considered  expedient  by  Members.  As 
to  the  papers,  they  are  too  voluminous  to 
he  prepared  in  so  short  a  time. 

Subject  dropped. 

•THE  ECCLESIASTICAL  COMMISSIONERS. 

Sir  B.  hall  begged  to  ask  the  noble 
Lord  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  cer- 
tain questions  of  which  he  had  given  him 
notice.  It  appeared  from  a  paper  he  held 
in  his  hand,  containing  the  cases  deter- 
mined by  the  Judges  in  the  matter  of 
appeals  against  the  assessed  taxes,  that  in 
1842  the  Bishop  of  Exeter  left  his  palace, 
and  in  1844  refused  to  pay  the  assessed 
taxes,  in  consequence  of  his  absence  from 
bis  episcopal  residence.  This  fact  in  itself 
proved  that  the  bishop  had  not  resided  at 
the  palace  from  1842.  The  questions  he 
wished  to  ask  were  these : 

1.  It  appearing  by  the  second  report 
of  the  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners,  page 
11,  that  on  the  5th  August,  1845,  and 
the  26th  May,  1846,  sums  amounting  to 
3,000?.  were  paid  for  **  altering  and  im- 
proving house  at  Exeter,"  whether  any 
further  sum  had  been  advanced  for  a  simi- 
lar purpose;  if  so  the  date  when  advanced 
and  the  amount,  and  by  what  authority 
sach  sums  were  advanced  ;  whether  any 
account  had  been  rendered  to  the  Ecclesi- 
astical Commissioners  of  the  manner  in 
which  those  sums  have  been  expended, 
and  if  so,  the  date  of  such  account,  and 
when  it  was  rendered;  whether,  when  the 


Ecclesiastical  Commissioners  last  revised 
the  incomes  of  the  archbishops  and  bishops, 
they  received  from  them  a  detailed  account 
of  their  incomes  from  lands,  fines,  rents, 
and  all  other  sources,  for  the  purpose  of 
showing  the  gross  income;  and  whether, 
in  order  to  show  the  net  income,  the  arch- 
bishops and  bishops  gave  in  under  different 
heads  the  several  items  of  expenditure ; 
and,  if  not,  upon  what  data  the  Ecclesi- 
astical Commissioners  fixed  the  sums  that 
should  be  paid  into  the  Episcopal  Fund 
from  the  richer  sees,  and  the  sums  that 
should  be  paid  from  that  fund  to  the  poorer 
sees;  and  whether  the  Commissioners  will 
make  a  return  of  the  data  upon  which  such 
revision  was  founded  ? 

2.  Whether  the  Ecclesiastical  Commis- 
sioners had,  or  have  since,  received  full 
and  particular  accounts  of  the  property 
belonging  to  the  several  sees,  the  mode  in 
which  such  property  is  leased,  tho  date  of 
the  several  leases,  the  fines  and  rents  re- 
ceived by  the  archbishop  or  bishop,  and 
the  names  of  the  parties  to  whom  leases 
have  been  granted  ? 

3.  As  it  appears  by  the  return  of  in- 
comes made  in  1845,  that  the  net  income 
of  the  Bishop  of  London  was  reduced  from 
14,510^.  9s.  id.  in  1837,  to  12,48H.  8*. 
in  1843,  notwithstanding  the  Paddington 
Estate  was  built  upon  during  that  interval, 
and  the  Bishop  of  Exeter's  net  income  fell 
from  2,136Z.  Os.  dd.  in  1837,  to  34H. 
10^.  5d.  in  1843,  to  ask  whether  any  rea- 
sons were  given  for  such  diminutions,  and 
if  so,  to' what  causes  they  are  attributable? 

4.  When  tho  Ecclesiastical  Commis- 
sioners purpose  making  any  report  of  their 
proceedings,  no  report  having  been  made 
for  throe  years  ? 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL  said,  in  answer  to 
the  first  question,  he  had  to  state  that 
by  Orders  in  Council  of  the  5th  of  August, 
1845,  and  the  26th  of  May,  1846,  a  sum 
amounting  to  2,500^.  was  ordered  to  be 
advanced  '*  for  altering  and  improving 
house  at  Exeter ;"  that  that  had  been 
advanced  out  of  a  sum  standing  to  the 
credit  of  the  see  of  Exeter;  and  that  the 
bishop  could  himself  have  drawn  that  sum 
during  his  incumbency. 

Sir  B.  hall  asked  whether  the  noble 
Lord  had  any  account  of  the  rents  from 
various  sources  which  the  dignitaries  of 
the  Church  derived,  or  whether  he  knew 
upon  what  data  the  larger  sees  had  been 
reduced,  and  money  had  been  paid  over  to 
the  poorer  sees?  He  was  anxious  to  ascer- 
tain what  really  was  the  property  of  the 
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archbishops  and  bishops;  and,  perhaps,  in 
answering  the  question,  the  noble  Lord 
would  state  whether  any  late  report  had 
been  issued  bj  the  Ecclesiastical  Com* 
missioners  ? 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL  begged  to  state,  in 
reply,  that  the  Ecclesiastical  Commis- 
sioners had  received  in  1844  a  return  con- 
taining a  revision  of  the  incomes  of  the 
several  bishops,  and  there  was  no  objec- 
tion that  the  data  upon  which  that  return 
and  revision  were  founded  should  be  given 
the  hon.  Baronet.  He  believed  that  no 
such  particular  account  could  be  furnished 
as  the  hon.  Baronet  sought  for;  but  in  the 
next  Session  of  Parliament  a  further  re- 
port from  the  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners 
would  be  presented. 

Subject  dropped. 

LORD  LIEUTENANCY  ABOLITION 
(IRELAND)  BILL. 
Lord  J.  RUSSELL  :  Sir,  I  rise  to 
make  a  proposal  to  the  House  on  a  subject 
of  the  greatest  importance,  not  only  to  the 
administration  of  Ireland,  but  to  the  future 
welfare  of  the  united  kingdom.  Before, 
however,  I  enter  upon  the  immediate  sub- 
ject of  the  Motion  I  have  to  make,  I  wish 
to  clear  away  two  misapprehensions  which 
have  been  sedulously  circulated  upon  the 
subject  of  that  Motion.  The  one  is,  that 
there  is  an  intention  to  follow  up  this  mea~ 
sure  now,  or  in  a  short  time,  by  the  re* 
moval  of  the  courts  of  law  from  Dublin  to 
London.  I  can  only  say  that  there  never 
was  the  slightest  foundation  for  such  a 
supposition,  and  that  we  never  had  in 
contemplation  a  measure  which  we  think 
would  be  injurious  to  Ireland,  and  to  the 
administration  of  justice  in  that  country. 
A  second  rumour,  which  has  been  spread 
through  the  means  of  an  anonymous  publi- 
cation, is,  that  the  determination  to  which 
the  Government  have  come  in  making  this 
proposal  is  one  which  has  been  very  recently 
adopted,  and  has  arisen  from  the  proceed- 
ings which  took  place  some  months  ago  in 
Ireland.  With  regard  to  that  report,  I 
have  to  say,  that  it  is  totally  without  foun- 
dation; that,  in  fact,  the  Members  of  the 
present  Government  have  for  a  very  long 
time  had  in  contemplation  the  measure  I 
now  have  to  propose,  and  that  when  Lord 
Clarendon  went  to  Ireland,  he  went  there 
on  a  distinct  understanding  with  me  that 
the  office  of  Lord  Lieutenant  would — if 
Parliament  should  concur  with  us — be  to- 
tally abolished  ;  and  that,  whether  that 
abolition  should  take  place  within  a  few 


months,  or  should  be  postponed  to  a  later 
period,  must  depend  upon  the  state  of  Ire- 
land, and  the  opportunities  that  might  arise 
which  WQ  might  consider  favourable  to 
such  a  measure.  The  House  will  perhaps 
recollect  that,  whether  in  office  or  out  of 
office,  I  have  always  stated,  that  though  I 
thought  this  object  desirable,  I  considered 
that  it  ought  to  be  left  to  the  Executive 
Government  of  the  day  to  choose  the  time 
when  the  measure  should  be  carried  into 
effect.  I  will  now  proceed  to  the  Mo-i 
tion.  I  think  no  one  will  deny  that, 
upon  general  principles,  the  two  countries 
being  united,  there  ought  to  be  one  ainglo 
administration.  Of  course  the  udmiuis- 
tration  of  affairs  mu^t  be  more  uniform* 
must  be  more  steady,  must  be  more  easily 
determined  upon,  if  those  who  have  to  carry 
on  the  Government  can  meet  together  and 
arrange  the  measures  they  consider  it  ad- 
visable to  adopt.  This  was  so  strongly 
the  opinion  of  one  of  the  greatest  mea 
this  country  ever  produced,  who  took  an 
active  part  in  the  Revolution  of  1688, 
and  who  was  mainly  instrumental  ia 
carrying  the  union  with  Scotland,  thi^t  be 
strongly  objected  even  to  a  temporary  con^ 
tinuance  of  the  Privy  Council  of  Scotland 
at  the  time  of  that  union.  We  have,  in 
the  Hardwioke  Papers,  the  minutes  of  a 
speech  Lord  Somers  addressed  to  the 
House  of  Lords  upon  that  occasion,  som^ 
few  words  of  whioh  I  will  read,  as  bear-i 
ing  upon  this  question,  and  showing  how 
strong  an  opinion  that  great  man  ha4 
formed  of  the  importance  of  having  onci 
administration  when  the  Parliaments  were 
united.  The  proposal  was  to  continue  ih9 
Privy  Council  for  several  monthf.  Lord 
Somers  said — 

**  Tnie  eonoem  for  preserving  the  public  peaoo. 
Heartily  desirous  of  the  union.  No  lest  desirous 
to  make  it  entire  and  complete.  Not  at  all  per* 
feet  while  two  political  administrations  subsist. 
The  advantage  of  Scotland  is  to  have  the  same 
easy  access  to  the  prince  ;  to  he  under  the  imme- 
diate personal  care  of  the  prince  ;  and  not  to  own 
their  protection  and  oountenanoe  to  any  miboixiii' 
nate  institution.  This  was  my  argument  at  th^ 
union.  Will  not  prevaricate.  Worse  state  ailer 
the  union,  if  a  distinct  administration  continue. 
Now  no  Parliament  to  resort  to  in  Scotland.  The 
marks  of  distinction  will  continue." 

The  House  will  see  that  these  were  merely 
the  heads  of  his  argument,  and  no  doubt, 
in  the  hands  of  Lord  Somers,  that  arga> 
ment  received  its  full  elucidation.  The 
opinion  of  Lord  Somers  clearly  was,  thai 
the  state  of  Scotland  would  be  worse  after 
the  union  than  before,  if,  with  a  united 
Parliament,  two  separate  administratioiii 
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vere  continued.  There  were  reasons 
which,  at  the  time  of  the  union  with  Ire- 
land, prevented  the  Government  of  that 
day  from  taking  the  same  course  whioh 
had  heen  taken  with  regard  to  the  union 
with  Scotland;  hut  that  fault  was  pointed 
out  in  this  House  when  the  propositions 
for  the  union  were  brought  forward,  and 
Mr,  Sheridan,  referring  to  the  speech 
made  by  Lord  Somers,  declared  he  thought 
the  time  for  a  union  with  Ireland  could  not 
yet  have  arrived,  because  it  was  not  pro* 
posed  to  make  that  union  complete  by 
uniting  the  administration.  The  House 
will  remember,  that  at  the  time  the  propo- 
aition  of  that  union  was  first  made,  wo  were 
in  a  state  of  war.  It  was  then  considered 
necessary  to  maintain  an  administration  in 
Ireland,  and  especially  to  have  some  person 
at  the  head  of  the  Executive  who  could 
apply  all  the  means  of  war  against  any 
«nemy  who  might  attack  that  country. 
It  appears,  however,  that  at  the  time  of 
the  union  with  Ireland,  the  subject  of  the 
abolition  of  the  Lord  Lieutenancy  was 
taken  into  consideration  by  the  Sovereign 
who  then  ruled  the  destinies  of  this  coun- 
try. I  have  been  kindly  furnished  by  a 
friend  with  a  copy  of  a  letter  addressed  by 
George  III.  to  Mr.  Addington,  showing 
that  though  His  Majesty  thought  it  inex- 
pedient to  abolish  the  Lord  Lieutenancy  at 
that  time,  he  considered  it  a  measure  that 
might  at  some  future  period  be  wisely 
adopted.  The  letter,  whioh  has  reference 
to  the  general  question,  is  as  follows  :-*- 

*'Mr.  Addinffton  must  not  think  that  the  King 
will  unnecessanlj  take  up  his  time  with  letters  ; 
bat,  at  the  outset  of  our  business,  it  would  be 
highly  wrong  to  have  anything  omitted  that  oo- 
cars.  The  more  the  King  reflects  on  the  oonver- 
sation  of  last  night  and  the  proposed  arrange- 
ments, the  more  he  approves  of  them.  But  he 
blames  himself  in  having  omitted  to  mention  the 
natural,  nay,  necessary,  return  of  the  lilarquess 
Comwallis  from  Ireland.  He  well  knows  many 
have  thought  the  office  of  Lord  Lieutenant  should 
altogether  cease  on  such  an  event.  The  King's 
Opinion  is,  clearly,  that  perhaps  hereafter  thaX 
may  be  proper,  but  that  at  present  it  Is  necessary 
to  fill  up  that  office  with  a  person  that  shall  clearly 
understand  that  the  union  haa  closed  the  reign  of 
Irish  jobs  ;  that  he  is  a  kind  of  President  of  the 
Council  there ;  and  that  the  civil  patronage  may 
be  open  to  his  recommendation,  but  must  entirely 
be  decided  in  England.  Earl  Ohatham,  if  he 
9sn  be  persuaded,  is  the  man  whose  honour,  recti- 
tude of  mind,  and  firmness,  is  best  calculated  for 
that  station,  particularly  from  his  love  for  the  mi- 
litary profession,  to  which  he  is  again  returned." 

This  clearly  shows  that  George  III.  thought 
the  office  might  at  some  future  time  be 
^bolishedi  fipd  also  that  bo  oousiderod  that 


a  person,  in  order  to  be  qualified  for  it, 
should  belong  to  the  military  profession, 
and  should  be  able  to  command  the  forces* 
The  question  now  occurs,  therefore,  who* 
ther  the  time  has  come  to  which  Georgo 
III,  refers  in  the  letter  I  have  read  when 
it  may  be  proper  to  abolish  this  office;  and 
in  considering  that  question  I  shall  first 
advert  to  the  general  reasons  which  seem 
to  me  to  make  such  an  office  ill  calculated 
for  the  government  of  Ireland,  and  in  the 
next  place   to  the  particular    objections 
which  may  be  made  to  the  Motion.     Now* 
Sir,  with  regard  to  the  question  of  admin- 
istration, I  Uiink  there  can  be  no  doubt  it 
is  advisable  that  the  persons  who  have  to 
carry  on  the  administration   of   Ireland 
should  be  able  to  have  that  oral  interoouraa 
with  those  who  aro  carrying  on  the  gene- 
ral government  of  the  country,  which  19 
found  of  so  much  use  in  all  the  depart- 
ments of  administration.     There  is  no  do* 
partment  of  administration  in  which  you 
have  not  the  benefit  of  some  person  at  the 
head  of  that  administration,  either  a  Mem- 
ber of  the  Cabinet,  or  having  immediate 
access  to  the  Cabinet,  who  may  state  what 
measures  are  considered  necessary,  and 
what  course  it  is  expedient  to  pursue,  or 
who  may  afford  explanations  and  meet  ob* 
jections  which  may  be  made  to  the  course 
proposed.     With  regard  to  any  transac- 
tions that  may  take  place  with  respect  to 
our  most  remote  dependencies,  you  have  ft 
Colonial  Seoretary  who  is  ready  in  Parlia- 
ment to  propose  and  defend  such  measures 
as  may  be  necessary.     You  have  likewise, 
in  the  Cabinet,  a  Foreign  Secretary,  who 
can  state  to  tho  Cabinet  what  course  he 
deems  it  expedient  to  pursue  with  regard 
to  foreign  affairs.     But  with  respect  to  the 
Government  of  Ireland,  a  country  so  near 
us,  you  are  obliged  to  communicate  on  all 
matters  relating  to  measures  to  be  pro*- 
posed  to  Parliament,  and  measures  of  ad- 
ministration bv  despatches  or  by  letters—' 
a  most  imperfect  mode  of  communication 
when  compared  with  those  explanations 
which  can  take  place  by  conversation  with 
regard  to  every  other  department.     It  la 
adverse,  also,  to  the  genius  of  our  system 
of  government,  because  I  believe  there  is 
no  Government  in  the  world  by  which  such 
important  decisions  are  taken  without  be- 
ing committed  to  writing,  as  by  the  Govern- 
ment of  this  country.    Now,  with  regard 
to  the  Government  of  Ireland,  though  it 
has  happened  when  I  have  been  in  office 
that  those  who  have  been  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  tb«t  cQuntiry  heve  always  been  personal 
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firiends  of  mine,  with  whom  I  have  kept 
up  a  constant  correspondence,  I  hare  al- 
ways felt  the  difficulty  of  heing  ohliged  to 
ask  hy  letter  for  explanations  of  matters 
of  administration  in  Ireland,  and  to  answer 
ohjections  to  measures  that  might  he  pro- 
posed hy  ns.  I  consider  this  a  disadyan- 
tage  to  the  Imperial  Government  of  this 
country;  hut  I  also  regard  it  as  a  much 
greater  disadvantage  to  Ireland.  I  con- 
sider that  Ireland  is  a  great  loser  ftrom  not 
having  a  Minister  in  the  Cabinet,  who  can 
explain  the  interests  of  that  country  upon 
any  question,  who  can  state  what  course 
he  thinks  it  desirable  to  pursue,  and  who, 
from  his  peculiar  knowledge,  and  by  the 
abilities  he  is  able  to  bring  to  the  task, 
can  enforce  the  adoption  of  the  course  he 
recommends.  So  much  has  the  disadvan- 
tage to  Ireland  of  conducting  the  govern- 
ment of  that  country  by  a  Lord  Lieuten- 
ant been  felt,  that  upon  more  than  one 
occasion  a  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  has 
been  placed  in  the  Cabinet  for  the  purpose 
of  discussing  Irish  measures.  The  House 
must  see  that  that  is  a  remedy  to  which 
recourse  would  not  have  been  had  but  for 
the  deficient  construction  of  your  adminis- 
tration for  Ireland;  because,  to  have  the 
chief  in  Ireland,  and  his  secretary  in  the 
Cabinet  a  concurrent  party  to  giving  or- 
ders to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  his  own  chief, 
18,  in  principle,  most  objectionable.  Some- 
times it  has  been  found  exceedingly  con- 
venient ;  but  at  other  times,  as  I  can  tes- 
tify myself,  it  has  been  attended  with 
much  inconvenience,  as  it  obviously  must 
be  when  the  Chief  Secretary  is  a  man  of 
great  talents  and  energy,  when,  in  fact, 
the  Government  of  Ireland  is  vested  in  the 
Chief  Secretary,  and  the  views  that  are 
carried  out  are  not  those  of  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant, but  of  his  Chief  Secretary,  who  ought 
to  be  the  instrument  of  carrying  into  exe- 
cution the  measures  of  the  Lord  Lieuten- 
ant. It  would  have  been  a  great  benefit, 
both  on  general  principles  of  administra- 
tion, and  also  in  tho  practice  of  adminis- 
tration, if  we  had  the  chief  in  the  Cabinet 
and  his  under-secretary,  like  other  under- 
secretaries, consulted  and  advised  with 
upon  all  measures,  but  acting  subordinately 
to  the  Chief  Minister  for  Ireland.  But, 
Sir,  while  this  inconvenience  has — at  least 
whenever  I  have  been  in  office — been  felt 
to  be  considerable,  it  has  been  maintained 
that  it  was  necessary  to  have  an  executive 
officer  in  Ireland,  on  account  of  the  delay 
which  must  occur  in  communicating  with 
that  country.    The  necessity  for  such  an 


officer  has  been  urged,  because  on  most 
important  occasions — such,  for  instance, 
as  the  reprieve  of  convicts  by  the  Crown 
— a  change  of  wind,  or  some  delay  in  the 
journey,  might  retard  the  communication 
from  this  country,  and  so  prevent  persons 
from  receiving  the  benefit  of  pardon,  or  of 
a  commutation  of  sentence.  Now,  Sir, 
however  valid  this  argument  may  have 
been  in  former  times,  I  think  its  whole 
force  is  done  away  with  now  by  the  changes 
which  have  taken  place,  and  the  facility 
and  rapidity  of  the  means  of  locomotion 
tween  the  two  countries.  There  is  no 
document  to  which  I  could  appeal — no 
papers  I  could  lay  before  the  House — 
which  would  he  so  convincing  on  that  sub- 
ject, as  a  work  well  known  to  the  Members 
of  this  House,  called  Bradshaw^s  Rail- 
way Guide;  for  any  person  who  consults 
that  interesting  volume  will  find  that  a 
steamer  arrives  in  Kingstown  harbour  at 
half- past  10  at  night,  conveying  the  intel- 
ligence which  has  left  London  the  same 
morning.  It  will  be  found,  also,  that  the 
journey  from  Dublin  to  Cork  by  the  South 
Western  Railway  can  now  be  performed  in 
about  seven  hours.  That  is  a  rapidity  of 
communication  far  exceeding  the  facility  of 
communication  between  London  and  Edin- 
burgh at  the  time  of  the  union  between 
Scotland  and  this  country,  and  when  the 
separate  administration  was  abolished;  it 
is  a  rapidity  of  communication  which,  I 
say,  refutes  all  those  arguments  that  were 
derived  from  the  difficulty  of  communica- 
tion, and  the  consequent  necessity  of  main- 
taining an  Executive  in  Ireland,  in  order 
to  carry  into  effect  the  measures  and  de- 
sires of  the  Government.  Sir,  these  are, 
generally  speaking,  the  reasons  relating  to 
general  administration  and  legislation  which 
make  it  appear  to  me  to  be  advisable  to 
abolish  the  Lord  Lieutenancy,  and  to  put 
a  Secretary  of  State  in  the  place  of  the 
Lord  Lieutenant.  But  if  we  refer  to  Ireland, 
land,  and  ask  what  are  the  benefits  which 
that  Lord  Lieutenancy  confers  upon  Ireland, 
I  think  we  shall  then  find  that  in  many  re- 
spects the  existence  of  the  Lord  Lieuten- 
ancy is  far  from  injurious  than  beneficial. 
There  are  several  points  of  view  in  which 
that  injury  can  be  shown  to  the  House. 
In  the  first  place,  the  Lord  Lieutenant  is 
placed  there  in  a  kind  of  anomalous  posi- 
tion, asked  for  everything,  appealed  to  for 
everything,  blamed  for  everything,  and  yet 
not  having  that  power  which  should  belong 
to  this  situation.  He  has  the  semblance 
but  not  the  immunity  of  royal  dignity.  He 
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has  the  responsibility  but  not  tbe  freedom 
of  action  of  a  Minister  of  the  Grown.  He 
18  therefore  obliged  to  bear  much  without 
answering ;  to  appear  to  defend  himself 
with  great  reserve;  not  to  take  that  free 
line  which  a  Minister  of  the  Crown  can 
take  in  defending  his  own  acts;  and,  at 
the  same  time,  not  looked  to  with  any  of 
that  reverence  which  attends  the  person  of 
a  sovereign.  The  "  divinity  which  hedges 
a  king  "  gives  but  small  protection  to  a 
Ticeroy.  We  have  seen  in  our  own  time 
that  it  has  seemed  rather  a  tempting  ob- 
ject— rather  a  temptation  for  attack  and 
for  violence,  to  have  in  Ireland  what  ap- 
peared the  representative  of  Royalty,  whom 
faction  and  sedition  could  attack.  We 
have  seen  that  no  character,  no  kind  of 
politics,  no  former  services,  have  saved  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  from  such  attacks.  We 
can  remember  the  violent  outrage  commit- 
ted against  the  Marquess  of  Wellesley,  who 
went  to  Ireland  with  all  the  character  and 
the  fame  that  had  attended  his  viceroyalty 
in  India.  We  can  remember  that,  as  was 
truly  said,  some  vagabond  exposed  the 
Earl  of  Haddington  to  the  imputation  of 
being  a  partisan  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land. We  can  all  recollect  that  the  Mar- 
quess of  Anglesey,  with  the  best  and  kind- 
est intentions  towards  Ireland,  was  de- 
nounced as  *'  the  Algerine  Anglesey,"  was 
considered  as  a  violent  despot — was  de- 
nounced to  the  people  of  Ireland  by  every 
odious  name  that  could  be  applied.  When 
the  Marquess  of  Normanby  was  in  Ireland, 
the  great  majority  of  the  Roman  Catholics 
were  disposed  to  favour  his  viceroyalty, 
and  then  we  had  a  great  number  of  per- 
sons of  high  rank  refusing  to  attend  the 
leeves  and  drawing-rooms  at  the  Castle, 
not  paying  that  respect  which  they  would 
otherwise  do  to  the  representative  of  the 
Sovereigu,  because  they  disapproved  of  the 
line  of  policy  which  ho  pursued.  We  have 
had  since  then  other  demonstrations  of  a 
similar  kind;  I  will  not  refer  to  those  which 
have  very  recently  taken  place,  but  all  these 
instances  have  shown  that  which  I  think 
from  previous  reasoning  you  would  naturally 
expect,  that  those  who  are  disposed  to  op- 
pose the  politics  of  a  particular  viceroy  are 
rather  incited  to  that  attack  than  deterred 
from  it  by  the  appearance  of  representa- 
tion and  of  reflection  of  Royalty  which  he 
may  be  considered  to  exhibit.  It  seems  to 
be  a  very  great  thing,  a  sort  of  show  of 
patriotism,  to  be  able  to  brave  and  to  beard 
a  viceroy  in  the  Castle  of  Dublin.  A  Sec- 
retary of  State,  we  all  know,  may  be  at- 


tacked, may  be  blamed,  may  be  violently 
assailed,  but  a  Secretary  of  State  has  his 
own  freedom  of  action ;  he  takes  his  part 
in  this  or  the  other  House  of  Parliament, 
and  neither  the  Crown  nor  the  service  of 
the  Crown  suffers  by  the  debates  which 
take  place  in  regard  to  acts  for  which  he  is 
obviously  and  in  the  first  place  responsible. 
In  the  next  place,  I  think  that  with  regard 
to  all  parties  in  Ireland,  the  past  history  of 
the  viceroyalty  shows  that  it  tends  to  pre« 
vent  the  harmony  and  effective  impartial 
administration  which  ought  to  exist.  In 
former  and  past  days  the  viceroyalty  was 
the  semblance  of  a  party  power,  strong, 
powerful,  energetic,  but  unjust  and  intol- 
erant. That  has  passed  away.  No  Go- 
vernment that  has  existed  of  late  years  has 
wished  or  attempted  to  govern  by  means 
of  that  party.  But,  at  the  same  time,  the 
consequence  of  that  change  has  been,  that 
those  who  formerly  held  this  power,  and 
who  considered  themselves  entitled  to  sup- 
port at  the  Castle,  are  rather  irritated  and 
embittered  by  finding  that  they  have  no 
longer  that  power,  while  the  great  body  of 
the  Roman  Catholics  of  Ireland  are  apt  to 
feel  a  jealousy  lest  that  partial  administra- 
tion should  not  have  altogether  ceased; 
and  they  look  at  the  viceroyalty  with 
some  fear  that  that  partiality  may  be  re- 
vived. Now,  by  mixing  and  confounding 
the  administration  of  Ireland  with  the 
general  administration  of  the  united  king- 
dom, you  would  get  rid  of  those  feel- 
ings. You  would  neither  have  a  mino- 
rity of  the  Irish  people  thinking  that 
they  had  a  separate  local  administra- 
tion for  themselves;  they  would  be  bound 
up  together  with  the  great  body  of  the 
Protestants  of  that  country  ;  and  the  Ro- 
man Catholics,  on  their  part,  would  not 
look  to  anything  else  than  that  fair  and 
equal  share  which  they  ought  to  have  in 
the  administration  of  the  united  kingdom. 
I  do  not  know  that  against  these  objects, 
which  seem  to  me  of  vast  weight,  it  will 
be  objected  that  we  ought  not  to  destroy  a 
separate  local  administration  in  Ireland 
which  is  of  benefit,  for  the  purpose  of  the 
expense  which  may  take  place  in  Dublin, 
and  the  access  which  it  gives  to  a  court  to 
a  great  number  of  the  gentry  and  nobility 
of  Ireland.  I  own  it  appears  to  me,  while 
I  think  that  all  those  taunts  that  have 
been  thrown  out  against  the  society  of  the 
viceregal  court  in  Ireland  aro  very  ill 
placed,  yet  that  there  is  no  reason,  while 
the  Queen  herself  is  but  twelve  hours'  dis- 
tant, why  there  should  be  any  need  of  any 
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other  court  than  that  of  Her  Majesty; 
and  that  those  who  wish  to  pay  the  homage 
of  their  loyalty  may  very  woU  resort  to 
Her  Majesty  herself  to  pay  the  homage 
and  the  respect  that  is  due.     And  I  think 
that  the  presence  of  a  viceroy,  and  the 
levees  and  the  drawing-rooms,  rather  tend 
to  hide  than  to  reflect  the  splendours  of 
the  Throne.     On  the  other  hand,  I  cannot 
hut  think  that  in  this  respect,  as  in  many 
others,  the   Irish  are  losers  hy  the  con- 
tinuance of  a  viceroy.     I  think  the  hahits 
of  expense  into  which  persons  are  led  hy 
the  short  distance  there  may  he  to  Duhlin, 
and  the  carrying  their  families  there,  when 
otherwise  they  would  he  contented  to  re* 
main  in  the  country,  or  sometimes  to  pay 
an  occasional  visit    to    Duhlin — I    think 
those    habits    cannot    but    be    injurious. 
Moreover,  there  is   with   regard  to  this 
general  subject  another  evil  in  that  facility 
of  resort  to  Dublin.     I  have  said  that  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  is  appealed  to  for  every- 
thing, asked  for  everything,  and  blamed 
for  everything,   Now,  upon  many  subjects, 
DO  person  in  England   or  Scotland  ever 
thinks  of  asking  for  the  advice  or   the 
judgment  of  the  Secretary  of  State.  There 
are  many  questions   upon   which  magis- 
trates and  others  are  content  to  come  to 
the  best  decision  that  they  can,  and  to 
leave  to  the  course  of  law  any  ultimate 
lodgment  of  their  proceedings ;  but  the 
having    this    viceroyalty  in    Dublin — the 
having  the  viceroy  with  his  legal  advisers 
close  by  him,  continually  leads  to  appeals 
to  Dublin  for  the  sake  of  getting  an  opin- 
ion—-for  the  sake  of  getting  some  advice 
ftrom  the  Lord  Lieutenant,  which  it  really 
does  not  belong  to  any  Minister  of  the 
Crown  to  give.     It  is  far  better  that,  ac- 
cording to  the  practice  of  England  and 
Scotland,  the  magistrates  and  the  people 
should  be  taught  to  rely  on  their  own  in- 
terpretation of  the  law,  and  that  only  upon 
rare  ocisasions  should  they  resort  to  the 
Ministers   of   the   Crown    for   advice.     I 
think  that  will  be  the  result,  in  many  in- 
stances, of  the  abolition  of  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenancy.    But  with  regard  to  other  and 
more  important  occasions,  the  resort  that 
they  have  would  be  far  more  useful  and 
oifectual  than  it  is  at  present.     It  con- 
tinually happens  that  a  large  deputation 
is  sent  to  the  Lord  Lieutonant ;  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  accepts  their  momorial ;  he  can 
only  say  that  he  will  transmit  it  to  Eng- 
land.    It  is  sent  to  the  Treasury  or  to  the 
Home  Office  ;  it  is  there  considered  ;  the 
whole  case,  perhaps,  it  not  fully  before  the 


Treasury  or  the  Secretary  of  State,  and 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  not  having  the  power 
to  decide,  and  the  Treasury  or  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  not  having,  all  the  informa- 
tion, neither  the  appeal  nor  the  decision 
upon  it  is  so  satisfactory  as  it  ought  to  bo. 
But  in  those  rare  and  important  cases,  if 
the  resort  was   made  to  a  Secretary  of 
State  in  London,  the  whole  case  might  be 
gone  over,  the  whole  circumstances  might 
be  explained,  and  a  decision  come  to,  which 
would  be  effectual.     I   do   not  think  it 
would  be  desirable  that  Ireland,  when  de^ 
prived  of  its  Lord  Lieutenant,  should  never 
have  the  opportunity  of  seeing  its  Sove^ 
reign  ;  and  I  have  great  pleasure  in  atat^ 
ing,  without  being  able  to  name  any  par- 
ticular time  at  which  Her  Majesty  would 
visit  Ireland,  that  it  is  Her  Majesty's  gra- 
cious intention  from  time  to  time  to  pay  a 
visit  to  Ireland,  and  to  have  the  residenco 
in  the  PhoBuix  Park  maintained  for  Her 
Majesty.    And  I  can  truly  say,  that  the 
manner  in  which  Her  Majesty  was  received 
upon  her  visit  last  year,  the  demonstrations 
of  loyal  affection  which  sprang  so  univer* 
sally  from  the  people,  have  left  the  deepest 
impression,  and  will  induce  Her  Majesty 
at  all  times  to  he  happy  to  take  an  oppor-' 
tunity  to  revisit  her  subjects  in  that  part 
of  the  united  kingdom.     I  come  now  to 
the  manner  in  which  I  propose  that  thia 
change  should  take  place.  I  propose  that  it 
should  take  effect  by  an  Order  in  Council, 
after  the  Act  was  passed,  at  any  time  that 
Her  Majesty  may  deem  it  expedient  that 
that  Order  in  Council  should  be  made.     I 
propose  that  another  Secretary  of  State 
should  be  added  to  the  present  three  Sec* 
retaries  of  State,  for  the  purpose  of  carry- 
ing on  the  important  business  connected 
with  Ireland.     I   will  not  say  that  the 
arrangement  that  may  be  made  will  be 
exactly  the  arrangement  that  subsists  at 
present,  because  there  may  be  some  of  the 
functions  which  are  now  exercised  by  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  which  it  may 
be  more  convenient  shall  be  exercised  by 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De^- 
partment ;  but  I  own,  considering  the  im«- 
mense  amount  of  business  connected  with 
Ireland,    necessarily    connected,    without 
those  unnecessary  appeals  to  which  I  have 
alluded,  and  considering  also  the  number 
of  measures  which  it  is  necessary  to  pre- 
pare for  the  consideration  of  Parliament 
respecting  Ireland,  I  do  not  think  it  would 
be  possible  for  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department,  charged  as  he  ia 
of  late  years  with  many  important  duties. 
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whioh  fonnerlj  did  not  belong  to  his  office, 
efficiently  to  perforin  all  the  duties  which 
are  now  performed  by  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
and  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireknd.  I  believe 
it  would  be  better  upon  the  whole  to  keep 
the  Lord  Lieutenancy,  with  all  the  disad- 
yantagea  whioh  I  have  stated,  than  to  at- 
tempt to  throw  this  immense  mass  of  busi- 
ness into  an  office  whioh  is  already  suffi- 
ciently, if  not  overloaded  with  business  of 
the  State.  I  propose,  therefore,  that  there 
should  be  a  power  of  appointing  a  fourth 
Secretary  of  State,  not  of  course  dividing 
his  funclions  from  those  of  the  other  Sec- 
retaries of  State;  he  would  be  charged  with 
the  affairs  relating  to  Ireland,  but,  like  the 
other  Secretaries  of  State,  he  would  be 
capable  of  discharging  any  of  the  functions 
and  duties  belonging  to  a  Secretary  of 
State.  It  would  be,  I  think,  inconvenient 
in  administration  if  he  should  not  be  able 
to  take  the  place  and  discharge  the  duties 
of  other  Secretaries  of  State,  in  ease  they 
were  absent,  or  if  they  were  not  in  his 
absence  to  despatch  the  business  of  Ireland 
that  might  require  urgent  attention.  The 
Bill  which  I  have  had  drawn  up  provides 
that  the  different  powers  now  exercised  by 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  and  Privy  Counoil, 
should  be  exercised  by  Her  Majesty  and 
the  Privy  Counoil;  and  that  the  powers 
usually  given  to  a  Secretary  of  State 
should  be  exercised  by  a  Secretary  of 
State,  recognising  the  power  to  appoint  a 
fourth  Secretary  of  State;  and  that,  if 
appointed,  he  and  one  Under  Secretary 
should  have  the  power  of  sitting  in  the 
House  of  Commons.  There  are  certain 
powers  belonging  to  the  Privy  Council  in 
Ireland  which  are  of  a  judicial  nature,  and 
which  we  propose  to  leave  with  that  Privy 
Council,  the  Lord  Chancellor  of  Ireland 
being  constituted  President  of  the  Coun- 
oil, or  in  his  absence  some  other  Privy 
CounciUor  named  by  Her  Majesty.  With 
regard  to  several  other  powers  that  belong 
to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  upon 
the  advice  and  representation  of  the  Privy 
Council  in  Ireland,  we  propose  that  recom- 
mendations should  be  made  by  the  Privy 
Counoil  in  Ireland  to  Her  Majesty,  and 
that  Her  Majesty  shall  exercise  those 
powers.  There  is  a  board  which  was  very 
recently  created  in  Ireland,  namely,  the 
Board  of  Poor  Law  Commissioners  for  Ire- 
land, whioh  could  not  subsist  in  the  man- 
ner in  which  it  is  at  present  constituted; 
at  present  the  Chief  Secretary  and  Under 
Secretary  are  members  of  that  board.  We 
propose  to  abolish  the  office  of  assiitani 


commissioner,  to  make  the  assistant  com-* 
missioner  one  of  the  Commissioners,  with  a 
salary  to  be  appointed  by  the  Lords  of  the 
Treasury,  and  that  one  other  person  shall 
be  named  to  complete  the  Poor  Law 
Board.  We  do  not  contemplate  any  addi<« 
tional  expense  for  the  purpose  of  the  Poor 
Law  Board;  but  I  think  it  necessary  tbitt 
the  assistant  commissioner  should  have  a 
place  at  the  Board  of  Commissioners,  and 
have  power  to  exercise  the  functions  now 
exercised  by  the  chief  of  the  Poor  Law 
Commissioners  in  case  of  his  absence.  The 
present  assistant  poor-law  commissioner 
IS  Mr.  Ball,  and  he  would  naturally  become, 
under  this  Act,  one  of  the  Commissioners, 
I  know  not  that  there  is  any  other  matter 
which  in  this  early  stage  I  need  explain  to 
the  House.  The  Bill  has  been  for  some 
months  under  the  review  of  the  Govem-i 
ment  of  Ireland,  as  well  as  of  persons  io 
this  country;  and  the  Lord  Chancellor  of 
Ireland  has  very  carefully  looked  at  ita 
provisions,  with  a  view  to  ita  bearing  upon 
existing  Acts.  Of  course,  when  the  Bill 
is  before  the  House,  that  matter  will  re* 
quire  great  attention,  and  those  who  are 
fully  cognisant  of  the  Acts  which  give 
powers  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant,  will  sea 
whether  the  object  has  been  carried  into 
effect  in  a  manner  which  will  provide  for 
the  future  good  government  of  Ireland.  I 
have  not  touched  upon  one  part  of  the 
subject  which,  in  the  eyes  of  some  per* 
sons,  may  be  of  considerable  importancCi 
but  which  I  regard  as  nothing  to  the  great 
magnitude  of  this  change — I  mean  the 
question  of  expense  or  economy  in  carrying 
this  change  into  effect.  Of  course,  upon 
the  whole  there  will  be  a  saving  by  the  re« 
duction,  but  at  the  same  time  there  will  be 
many  clerks  and  other  persons  in  Ireland 
who  cannot  well,  after  a  very  long  period 
of  service,  be  removed  to  this  country,  and 
to  whom  compensation  and  superannua- 
tions, and  so  on,  therefore  will  be  given. 
It  is  right  to  say,  also,  upon  this  part  of 
the  subject,  that  as  there  is  no  provision  in 
the  civil  list  for  any  expenses  that  may  ba 
incurred  in  such  visits  as  I  have  stated 
that  the  Queen  may  be  disposed  to  make 
to  Ireland,  there  may  be  occasions  when» 
not  to  the  amount  that  there  was  when 
George  IV.  went  to  Ireland,  but  to  some 
amount,  there  may  be  a  call  for  a  vote  of 
this  House,  in  order  to  defray  the  extraor- 
dinary expenses  of  the  visits.  I  should 
say  that  it  is  so  important  that  the  Queen 
of  this  country  should  visit  every  part  of 
her  kingdQm  —  that  those  visits  tend  sq 
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much  to  make  Her  Majesty  acquainted 
with  the  feelings  of  Her  people,  and  give 
such  gratification  to  the  feelings  of  Her 
guhjects,  that  it  is  most  desirahle  that 
those  visits  should  take  place — and  I  do 
not  think  there  will  he  any  difficulty  in  re- 
gard to  the  expense  for  that  purpose.  I 
will  now  resume  my  seat,  only  stating  that 
this  change  has  heen  some  time  in  contem- 
plation; that  it  is,  as  1  think,  an  improve- 
ment with  a  view  to  the  general  govern- 
ment of  Ireland;  that  it  will  enahle  the 
Irish  Minister,  whoever  he  may  he,  to 
hring  Irish  measures  hefore  the  Cahinet 
and  hefore  the  Parliament  far  more  com- 
pletely, far  more  successfully,  than  he  is 
enahled  to  do  when  he  is  resident  in  Duh- 
lin.  I  have  stated  that,  as  far  as  Ireland 
is  concerned,  I  think  there  will  he  a  great 
advantage  to  Ireland  in  this  change.  I 
have  stated  likewise  that  I  think,  with  re- 
gard to  the  local  effect  of  the  presence  of 
a  viceroy  in  Ireland,  that,  however  ahle 
that  viceroy  may  he,  however  disposed  to 
act  impartially  hetween  parties,  it  is  im- 
ponsihle  for  him  often  to  take  such  a  line 
that  he  will  not  incur  the  resentment  and 
the  ohloquy  of  men  of  one  extreme  party  or 
another,  and  that  his  presence  there  tends 
to  keep  alive  and  to  embitter  party  feel- 
ings. I  have  stated  likewise  that  I  think 
the  presence  of  a  Government  in  Dublin 
tends  to  perpetuate  reference  to  Govern- 
ment upon  matters  upon  which  a  Govern- 
ment ought  not  to  be  consulted  at  all,  and 
that  the  cessation  of  those  references  will 
of  itself  be  a  benefit  to  the  people  of  Ire- 
land, and  the  future  administration  of  that 
country.  I  have  stated  likewise,  that  I 
think  there  is  nothing  in  the  maintenance 
of  a  court  in  that  country  which  ought  to 
induce  the  House  to  refrain  from  abolish- 
ing the  institution,  and  that  resort  to  the 
Queen's  Court  in  London  is  the  natural 
and  proper  resort  for  all  Her  subjects  of  the 
united  kingdom.  I  will  state  finally,  that  I 
think,  whether  persons  are  favourable  to  the 
Parliamentary  union  of  the  two  countries, 
or  unfavourable  to  it,  they  must  all  agree 
that  this  institution  ought  not  to  be  kept 
up.  If  they  are  favourable  to  the  union, 
and  adhere  to  it  as  a  settled  and  established 
part  of  the  institutions  of  this  kingdom — 
as  I  do  myself — I  would  say,  I  think,  that 
if  Mr.  Pitt  had  been  able  to  propose  this 
completion  of  the  union  at  the  time  when 
he  originally  brought  it  forward,  he  would 
have  followed  the  example  of  Lord  Somers; 
and  that  we  are  more  fortunate,  half  a 
century    afterwards,    in  having    circum- 


stances favourable  to  it.  I  would  say, 
also,  that  those  who  think  the  union  ought 
not  to  exist,  should  not  be  satisfied  with 
this  partial  representation,  which  does  not 
give  a  Parliament — which  does  not  give 
power;  but  in  fact,  while  it  does  not  give 
to  the  people  of  Ireland  the  right  of  taking 
a  part,  and  of  having  a  representative 
among  the  Ministry  of  England,  gives 
them  nothing  in  the  shape  of  local  power 
as  a  substitute  for  that  loss.  I  would  say 
in  the  end,  that  I  trust  the  circumstances 
of  the  present  time  are  favourable  to  this 
abolition;  that  the  Earl  of  Clarendon,  who 
in  his  administration  of  the  viceroyalty  has 
had  to  encounter  the  effects  of  famine,  the 
dreadful  sufferings  among  the  people  caused 
by  scarcity  and  by  disease,  and  who  has 
had  to  meet  the  outbreak  of  an  insun*ec- 
tion  which  was  intended  to  overthrow  Brit- 
ish power  in  that  country — has  overcome 
some  of  those  difficulties,  and  I  trust  by 
the  mercy  of  God  we  are  not  going  to  hare 
again  the  infliction  of  others;  and  now, 
when  the  country  is  tranquil,  now  when 
the  country  is  governed  peaceably,  and  at 
the  same  time  firmly,  by  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant, I  think  the  time  has  arrived  when 
we  may  safely  provide  for  the  abolition  of 
that  viceroyalty,  and  merge  that  substi- 
tuted and  delegated  into  the  general  powers 
of  the  united  kingdom.  I  now  move  for 
leave  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  provide  for  the 
abolition  of  the  office  of  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed — 

"  That  leave  be  given  to  bring  in  a  Bill  for  the 
abolition  of  the  office  of  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, and  for  tho  appointment  of  a  Fourth  Secre- 
tary of  Stote." 

Mr.  GRATTAN  said,  the  speech  of  the 
noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Government 
was  without  argument,  without  solidity, 
without  point,  and  without  anything  to 
characterise  it  as  the  production  of  a  great 
man  and  a  great  Minister.  He  (Mr.  Grat- 
tan)  rose  to  raise  his  voice  to  preserve  the 
remnant  of  Irish  dignity  and  nationality. 
He  had  not  joined  the  Manchester  school, 
and  he  should  not  take  any  lessons  from 
the  financial  reformers.  The  noble  Lord 
said,  there  was  to  be  a  Secretary  of  State 
for  Ireland;  but  what  was  his  next  sen- 
tence ?  That  he  was  not  to  be  confined  to 
Irish  business.  The  noble  Lord  said,  that 
the  representatives  of  royalty  in  Ireland 
had  been  bearded;  but  he  seemed  to  have 
forgotten  that  in  England  they  had  not 
only  bearded,  but  cut  off  the  head  of 
royalty.     He  liked  to  approach  royalty,  he 
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liked  to  look  at  the  Sovereign's  face.  Now 
they  could  not  look  at  the  Sovereign's  face 
across  the  water,  or  even  through  the  tuhe 
that  the  nohle  Lord  had  alluded  to.  It  was 
like  the  Frenchman  who  was  looking  at  the 
king  through  a  telescope  when  the  sentinel 
interrupted  him,  saying,  *' Monsieur ,  on 
ne  lorgne pas  le Roi."  That  was  the  sort 
of  Government  they  should  have.  Who  was 
it  that  had  made  the  Irish  Lord  Lieute- 
nant so  had  ?  Why,  it  was  the  English 
Government.  He  charged  them  with  hav- 
ing, as  Englishmen,  not  only  mismanaged 
the  affairs  of  his  country,  hut  with  having 
poisoned  the  minds  of  honest  men  till 
they  had  made  them  a  hy-word  and  a  re- 
proach, and  then  the  Government  did  not 
distinguish  between  the  men  and  the  office, 
but  abolished  the  office.  The  Earl  of  Cla- 
rendon had  made  himself  so  unpopular  in 
Ireland  that  the  only  party  who  supported 
him  were  the  men  he  wanted  to  hang  in 
Ballingarry.  The  men  who  supported  him 
were  the  supporters  of  democratic  govern- 
ment. He  took  the  liberty  to  say,  that  if 
her  Majesty's  Ministers  withdrew  the  Lord 
Lieutenant,  they  must  send  two  comman- 
ders-in-chief to  Ireland.  The  noble  Lord 
was  not  the  Prime  Minister,  he  was  not  the 
Minister  of  the  Home  Department;  but  he 
acted  there  as  the  Solicitor  of  the  Trea- 
sury. It  was  Downing-street  against  Dub- 
lin. Now,  he  (Mr.  Grattan)  denied  the 
right  and  power  of  the  court;  he  challenged 
the  array.  He  told  the  noble  Lord  that  he 
was  seeking  that  which  was  above  his 
powers,  and  that  which  he  could  not  ac- 
complish by  law.  In  the  nineteenth  cen- 
tury they  had  discovered  some  objections 
to  the  Lord  Lieutenancy.  Why,  since  the 
year  1361  they  had  had  ninety-four  Lord 
Lieutenants,  and  they  had  not  found  these 
objections.  And  they  had  had  thirty-seven 
kings,  and  there  had  been  no  objection  to 
the  office  by  any  one  of  them,  except  that 
there  was  a  miserable  letter  from  George 
III.,  and  the  letter  of  Lord  Somers.  Al- 
lusion had  been  made  to  Glasgow  and  Edin- 
burgh. Allow  him  to  state  that  persons 
had  gone  to  those  cities,  and  had  reported 
against  the  state  of  nudity — he  did  not 
mean  personal  nudity — but  the  state  of 
nudity  those  cities  were  in.  They  had  no 
court  in  Edinburgh  or  Glasgow;  there  was 
no  court  at  Holy  rood-bouse;  but  when 
Scotchmen  came  to  London,  they  stopped 
as  long  as  they  could.  It  went  to  denation- 
alise the  people,  and  that  was  the  object  of 
this  measure.  This  office  was  created  by 
the  people  of  Ireland.     The  peers,  princes, 


and  magistrates  of  the  land  chose  to  make 
the  English  monarchs  lords  of  Ireland; 
they  gave  to  them  the  rights,  titles,  and 
prerogatives  of  chief  magistrates,  and  ex- 
acted from  them  that  they  should  give 
charters  and  laws.  What  was  that  but  a 
compact  ?  They  would  find  it  in  the  Brit* 
ish  Museum,  in  the  works  of  Andrew  Paris, 
in  Oiraldus  Cambrensis,  and  in  Brant* 
The  office  was  afterwards  performed  by  de- 
puty, and  in  the  time  of  King  Henry  VII  I. 
an  Act  was  passed  making  him  king  of 
Ireland,  and  hence  the  name  of  deputy  was 
changed  into  that  of  Lord  Lieutenant.  The 
noble  Lord  had  said  that  if  Mr.  Pitt  had 
lived,  he  would  have  supported  the  measure. 
Now,  in  1799,  when  the  question  of  the 
Union  came  before  the  House,  Mr.  Pitt 
made  use  of  these  words,  *'  Ireland  cannot 
justly  complain,  because  it  is  not  proposed 
to  remove  the  Lord  Lieutenant."  Then 
at  that  time  Mr.  Cooke,  who  was  the  friend 
and  secretary  of  Lord  Castlereagh,  pub- 
lished a  pamphlet  in  which  he  told  the 
Irish  people  that  this  office  was  not  to  be 
abolished.  And  Lord  Kilwarden  said, 
"  Dublin  will  remain  the  perpetual  resi- 
dence of  the  representative  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty." And  Mr.  Foster,  who  was  Speaker 
of  the  House  of  Commons,  went  further. 
He  said,  **  Dublin  will  continue  the  metro- 
polis of  the  kingdom,  in  which,  as  in  all 
other  countries,  its  nobility  and  its  gentry 
will  reside."  The  noble  Lord  at  the  head 
of  the  Government  said  they  were  not  to 
resort  to  Dublin,  but  to  London.  Mr. 
Foster  went  on  to  speak  of  the  university 
and  of  science,  and  he  said,  "  This  will 
become  the  tranquil  site  of  eloquence,  of 
arts,  and  of  learning."  There  was  a 
justice  in  Providence  that  the  very  men 
who  meant  to  do  mischief  turned  evidence 
against  them.  Did  not  this  evidence  show 
that  Ministers  were  not  to  be  trusted? 
Trust  them  not;  they  were  all  alike,  sav- 
ing a  little  difference  in  stature,  and  a 
little  difference  in  intellect.  And  then  Mr. 
Cooke  said — 

"  The  union  is  to  make  no  change  in  the  estab- 
lishment of  your  viceregal  court,  which  will  dia- 
tinguish  and  adorn  your  society,  and  which  will 
remain  in  all  its  splendour.  It  will  continue  to 
draw  within  its  circle  from  all  parts  of  the  king- 
dom the  rank,  tho  fashion  ;  it  wUl  give  employ- 
ment to  your  manufiictures,  and  secure  a  supply 
of  the  luxuries  as  well  as  of  the  oomforto  of 
life." 

Now,  he  asked,  was  the  noble  Lord  abou^ 
to  do  this — was  he  about  to  improve  and 
enrich  Ireland?  The  noble  Lord  talked 
of  jobs.     He  (Mr.  Grattan)  did  not  wish  to 
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press  Goverament  severely,  because  when 
ne  had  the  advantage  of  a  man,  when  he 
bad  htm  down,  he  did  not  wish  to  knock 
out  his  brains.  He  asked  the  noble  Lord 
how  dare  b^  talk  about  jobs  ?  He  would 
read  hinro  lesson.  Do  not  mention  Down- 
ing-street  in  conuexion  with  jobs.  He  would 
call  their  attention  to  a  certain  transaction 
connected  with  Ireland.  The  noble  Lord 
had  alluded  to  one  revolution.  He  would 
allude  to  the  revolution  of  1782.  Ire- 
land had  at  that  time  100,000  men  in 
arms  to  assert  her  rights.  When  the  Go- 
vernment of  England  was  changed,  and 
William  IIL  was  set  up  here-— a  name  he 
should  always  revere,  however  much  it 
was  reviled'*'^  Lord  Lieutenant  was  sent 
to  Ireland,  who  was  thought  likely  to  as- 
sist in  bringing  their  honesty  to  the  Down- 
ing-street  standard.  In  1782,  just  as  a 
proposition  in  favour  of  Ireland  was  about 
to  be  brought  into  the  House,  an  English 
Secretary  was  sent  over,  who  addressed 
himself  to  Lord  Charlemont  and  Mr.  Grat- 
tan,  and  wanted  to  bribe  them.  Aye,  a 
Downing-street  Secretary  offered  a  bribe 
to  Lord  Charlemont  and  to  Mr.  Grattan; 
and  what  was  the  condition?  "  Delay  the 
question;  don't  bring  it  on  in  Parliament 
(those  were  the  very  words);  wait  till  we 
have  fixed  ourselves  in  the  Cabinet,  till  we 
have  shown  our  force  to  the  English  Min- 
istry, then  YOU  may  bring  forward  your 
proposition.  '  Those  two  men  had  the 
wisdom  of  Fabricius,  as  well  as  the  honesty 
of  CatO'— they  were  incorruptible,  and  Irish 
honesty  carried  them  through.  They 
brought  forward  the  question  a  few  days 
afterwards,  and  carried  it  triumphantly. 
They  made  a  convert  of  the  English  Sec- 
retary, who  found  out  that  Hibernian 
honesty  was  much  better  than  the  dusky 
commodity  of  Downing* street.  Those 
patriots  came  to  the  following  resolution, 
and  he  would  recommend  the  sentiment 
to  the  attention  of  Englishmen  : — 

'*  That  we  cannot  forbear  expressing  our  gratis 
tude  at  Uis  Majesty's  appointment  of  the  Duke 
of  Portland  to  the  government  of  this  kingdom  ; 
that  we  are  convinced  that  his  representation  was 
fidthful  (alluding  to  the  representations  which  the 
Duke  of  Portland  and  Mr.  Fitzpatriok  had  made 
to  the  English  Court);  and  that  a  free  people  and 
an  uncorrupt  Parliament  will  unite  to  give  a  con- 
stitutional Chief  Governor  decided  support." 

That  accounted  for  Governors  being  beard- 
ed in  Dublin.  When  they  ceased  to  be 
constitutional  and  frugal,  and  wished  the 
Irish  people  not  to  be  free,  then  they  were 
bearded,  either  by  a  man  at  Ballingarry, 
or  a  man  at  Dolly's  Brae.    Whenever  a 


Minister  had  come  from  Downing-street  on 
an  important  occasion,  he  had  been  the 
author  of  mischief  in  Ireland.  He  would 
give  an  instance.  In  1785,  under  the 
viceroyalty  of  the  Duke  of  Rutland,  he 
and  Mr.  Ordo  brought  forward  eleven  pro- 
positions in  favour  of  the  trade  of  Ire«> 
land;  they  were  accepted,  and  Parliament 

f  ranted  140,000^.,  having  before  granted 
00,000{.  in  1782,  and  raised  20,000  sea- 
men, who  had  afterwards  fought  in  the 
naval  battles  and  helped  to  gain  the  vic« 
tories  of  this  country.  The  eleven  pro- 
positions were  sent  over  to  England.  What 
did  the  ''fourth  Secretary,"  as  he  might 
style  him,  then  do  ?  He  proposed  twenty- 
two  resolutions,  trenching  upon  the  rights 
and  liberties  of  Ireland,  and  sowing  dis- 
sension between  the  countries;  these  were 
adopted  in  preference  to  the  others;  but 
the  140,000^  was  never  returned.  In 
1795  Lord  Fitxwiiliam  had  come  over» 
with  a  promise,  in  the  very  words  Mr. 
Pitt  had  used,  in  favour  of  the  Catholics; 
and  on  the  strength  of  that,  the  Parlia* 
ment  granted  200,000^  There  was  no 
doubt  that  while  the  English  Government 
sent  them  good  Lords  Lieutenant,  and 
coaxing,  pleasant  Secretaries,  such  as  the 
hon.  Baronet  now  on  the  Ministerial  bench, 
they  were  able  to  get  all  the  money  they 
wanted.  In  this  case  the  Government  ob- 
tained the  grants,  but  the  promised  mea- 
sure of  relief  was  never  passed.  In  pro- 
posing this  measure.  Ministers  were  laying 
down  a  bad  principle;  they  ought  to  ad- 
here to  compacts  and  treaties.  Nothing 
could  be  more  dangerous  than  for  a  Minis- 
ter to  lead  the  van  in  popular  infidelity, 
for  such  it  was.  The  example  would  be 
readily  seized  on  by  those  whose  conduct 
began  with  treachery  and  ended  with  trea« 
son.  But  he  would  give  the  House  Eng- 
lish as  well  as  Irish  examples  of  the  purity 
of  Downing-street — that  polyglot  museum 
of  virtuous  Secretaries — where  they  were 
enshrined  in  cases,  and  only  let  out  ad 
libitumt  either  at  the  will  of  the  Minister, 
or  the  dictation  of  the  Sovereign.  Did 
they  never  hear  of  the  names  of  Mr.  Trotter, 
or  of  Mr.  Steele,  or  of  a  defalcation  in  tho 
Navy  department,  or  of  the  impeachment 
of  Lord  Melville  V  Was  it  to  be  tolerated 
that  the  occupants  of  Downing-street 
should  turn  round  and  tell  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant that  he  was  a  jobber  ?  Had  the 
House  forgotten  the  names  of  those  mili- 
tary officers  who  figured  in  an  examination 
at  its  bar,  along  with  Mary  Ann  Clark,  in 
the  case  of  the  Duke  of  York  ?    He  would 
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advise  his  countrymen  to  rely  on  their  own 
Irish  integrity  and  honesty,  and  to  mis- 
trust that  of  Downing-street,  even  when 
presided  ovet  hy  the  nohle  Lord.  The 
proposition  now  made  arose  from  frenzied 
folly  on  one  part*  and  angered  ambition  on 
another.  Lord  Clare  had  tried  to  coerce 
Ireland,  but  he  fell  into  his  grave  in  the 
act.  He  could  not  forget  the  virtues,  not- 
withstanding many  errors,  of  Lord  Hard- 
wicke,  of  the  Duke  of  Richmond,  and  of 
the  Duke  of  Bedford.  The  noble  Lord 
deceived  himself  if  he  thought  he  could 
walk  up  and  down  Downing-street  with 
Ireland  under  his  arm — dressed  in  tabinet, 
he  supposed  ?  The  idea  was  so  ridiculous 
that  it  would,  doubtless,  be  laid  hold  of  in 
Punch,  The  noble  Lord  might  imagine 
this  would  reconcile  all  parties,  with  the 
help  of  some  additions  to  the  peerage — 
such  as  the  Marquess  of  Ballingarry  and 
the  Duke  of  Dolly's  Brae.  The  truth  was, 
if  these  continued  attacks  on  Ireland  were 
persisted  in.  Irishmen  would  be  compelled 
to  hate  Englishmen.  This  was  no  econo- 
mical measure;  for  it  would  involve  several 
new  appointments.  The  time  was  ill 
ohosen  for  bringing  in  this  measure,  when 
there  were  40,000  soldiers  in  the  country, 
besides  police,  and  the  people  were  flying 
from  the  country  as  fast  as  they  could  get 
out  of  it,  leaving  it  in  despair,  because  it 
had  been  beggared  and  made  uninhabit- 
Me.  Both  Orangemen  and  Catholics  were 
leaving,  not  because  they  hated  each  other, 
but  because  the  English  Government  would 
not  let  them  love  each  other.  Would  the 
House  believe   it,   that   in   the  last   ten 

i rears  no  fewer  than  912,000  persons  had 
eft  Ireland,  of  whom  178,000  had  gone 
to  New  York.  The  people  had  gone  from 
his  own  lands;  he  could  not  help  it;  he 
could  not  keep  them  at  home.  What 
was  more,  in  1848  and  1849  no  less  than 
408,000  had  gone  to  America— not  to 
British  America,  but  to  the  United  States. 
In  that  country  the  whole  expense  of  the 
Oovernment  was  eight  millions;  here  it 
was  sixty-fivo  millions;  but  the  people  went 
there  not  so  much  for  cheap  government  as 
for  good  government.  The  noble  Lord 
was  driving  them  away  by  his  measures. 
He  might  get  rid  of  a  viceroyalty  in  oife 
country,  on  grounds  of  economy;  the  so- 
cialists and  communists  would  get  rid  of  a 
royalty  in  another,  for  the  same  reasons. 
Let  the  noble  Lord  beware  of  the  encou- 
ragement which  this  would  give  to  the  de- 
mocratic principle.  The  people  of  Dublin 
complained,  not  of  the  romoval  of  offices 


or  emoluments,  but  because  they  would  be 
shut  out  from  all  communication  with  the 
Government.  By  taking  away  the  Irish 
court,  gentry  with  dilapidated  fortunes 
would  be  brought  over  here  to  associate 
with  similar  persons  in  this  country;  and 
thus  an  unfavourable  impression  would  be 
created  of  the  morals  of  the  people  of  Ire« 
land.  The  noble  Lord  was  an  advocate 
for  going  further,  though  he  would  not  do 
away  with  the  Irish  courts  of  law.  If  they 
lost  their  Ambassador  to  France,  he  would 
advise  them  to  keep  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
in  Ireland.  Remove  the  court,  and  what 
would  become  of  the  charities  ?  Now  durst 
any  one  teach  them  to  violate  the  rules  of 
charity,  and  to  neglect  their  first  duty  to-* 
wards  their  poor  fellow-creatures?  The 
grants  for  charitable  purposes  in  Ireland 
had  been  reduced  from  400,000^.  to 
1 75,0002. ,  and  the  letter  of  Mr.  Redingtoa 
said  they  were  further  to  be  reduced  ten 
per  cent  every  year  till  they  came  to  no- 
thing. Thus  while  the  court  was  taken 
away,  the  direct  Government  aid  to  the 
charities  was  rlipidly  diminished.  The 
number  of  these  charities  was  great ;  there 
were  thirteen  dispensaries,  and  seven  con<* 
vents,  the  benefits  of  which  were  very 
great,  especially  that  established  by  the 
Sisters  of  Mercy.  Out  of  sixtj-one  cha^ 
ri table  institutions  in  Ireland^  only  eleven 
were  supported  by  Government,  the  re* 
maindcr  were  supported  by  Dublin;  but 
how  would  it  be  if  the  court  was  removed  f 
If  such  things  were  done  now,  what  would 
take  place  when  they  got  a  fourth  Secre- 
tary in  Downing-street,  and  had  no  longer 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  to  appeal  to  ?  Were 
the  sheriffs  and  juries,  who  had  represeU'^ 
tations  to  make  in  criminal  cases,  to  be 
sent  through  *'  the  Bangor  tube"  to  wait 
upon  •*  the  fourth  Secretary*'  in  Downing^* 
street?  Representations  of  this  kind  were 
frequently  necessary.  The  Fever  Hospital 
of  Dublin  had  already  suffered  from  the 
diminished  support ;  the  institution  had 
been  obliged  to  give  up  its  cars  for  the  i*e- 
moval  of  patients*  who  were  now  conveyed 
in  hired  public  vehicles,  to  the  imminent 
risk  of  the  public  at  large  who  used  them. 
Another  institution,  the  Lying-in  Hospital, 
had  been  compelled  to  appeal  to  400  no- 
blemen and  gentlemen,  in  consequence  of 
the  diminution  of  the  Government  grant; 
and  to  these  400  applications  they  only  got 
fourteen  answers,  with  donations  of  fifteen 
guineas.  It  was  idle  to  say  that  the  coun- 
try was  prospering,  or  to  talk  of  good  news 
from  Ireland.     True,  the  sun  shone;  bUI 
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were  not  the  people  fleeing  from  the  coun- 
try, and  leaving  their  rents  unpaid?  At 
one  place  he  had  seen  forty  evicted  indi- 
Tiduals,  who  had  slept  all  night  in  an  open 
field  npon  straw.  The  gentry  of  Ireland 
were  obliged  to  stay  and  witness  these 
scenes  of  misery.  Let  no  one  dream  of 
restored  prosperity  and  peace  from  the 
operation  of  such  a  measure  as  the  one 
now  proposed.  He  would  call  upon  the 
House  to  repent  in  time.  Let  them  not 
delude  themselves  with  the  notion  that  the 
appointment  of  a  fourth  Secretary  of  State 
would  restore  that  wealth/  prosperity,  and 
peace  of  which  the  Irish  metropolis  had 
been  deprived  since  the  Act  of  Union.  At 
the  time  that  measure  was  adopted,  there 
resided  in  Dublin  one  Duke,  four  Arch- 
bishops, twelve  Bishops,  three  Marquesses, 
forty-one  Earls,  twenty-one  Viscounts,  and 
nineteen  Barons.  The  property  of  Dublin 
then  amounted  to  2,000,000L  In  1831— 
thirty  years  after  the  Union — Dublin  was 
favoured  occasionally  with  the  residence  of 
one  Duke,  and  the  resident  nobility  had 
been  reduced  to  two  Archbishops,  five 
Earls,  and  three  Barons ;  and  the  property, 
instead  of  2,000,000^.,  was  only  96,000/. 
In  1850,  Dublin  had  the  advantage  of  the 
occasional  residence  of  one  Duke — the 
Duke  of  Leinster — and  amongst  the  resi- 
dents were  only  one  Archbishop  and  one 
Earl,  and  the  property  had  become  reduced 
to  20,000Z.  He  hoped  that  time  would, 
at  least,  be  afforded  to  the  people  of  Ire- 
land to  express  their  sentiments  on  the 
measure.  He  contended  that  this  office 
was  granted  to  Ireland  not  by  charter  but 
by  compact,  and  that  that  House  could 
not  break  the  solemn  compacts  and  trea- 
ties of  nations.  He  defied  any  lawyer  to 
say  that  this  Bill,  if  carried,  would  not  be 
an  infringement  of  the  principles  of  the 
constitution.  He  maintained  that  the  pro- 
posed Secretaries  for  Ireland  would  not  be 
more  honest  than  many  of  those  individuals 
who  filled  the  office  of  Lord  Lieutenant. 
With  reference  to  the  state  in  which  Ire- 
land had  been  placed  by  the  conduct  of 
Lord  Clarendon,  he  might  say — 

"  Jacet  ingens  littore  tmnous 
Avolsomque  humeris  caput." 

Or  he  might  apply  a  still  apter  quotation — 

"  Quid  Ci'assos,  quid  Pompeios  evertit  et  ilium 
Ad  sua  qui  domitos  deduxit  flagra  Quirites." 

Should  he  say — Hibemos?  He  would 
merely  add  that  Ireland  had  made  herself 
the  slave  of  England;  she  bad  given  Eng- 
land her  blood  and  her  treasure.     She  had 


sent  forth  men  to  reap  and  gather  in  the 
harvests  of  England,  to  build  her  palaces 
and  to  ornament  her  cities;  she  had  given 
to  England  money  and  blood  to  fight  her 
battles  and  win  her  triumphs;  she  had  given 
to  England  a  Wellington  and  a  Gough; 
and,  for  thus  immortalising  the  name  of 
Englishmen,  this  abolition  of  the  remnant 
of  her  past  prosperity  was  presented  to  her 
by  way  of  acknowledging  her  services. 

Mr.  GROGAN  begged  to  give  his  cor- 
dial support  to  the  views  of  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Meath;  and  the 
fact  of  his  doing  so  ought  to  be  a  proof  to 
the  noble  Lord,  who  unfortunately  was  not 
present,  that  the  evil  to  result  from  this 
measure  was  not  felt  alone  by  one  party, 
but  that  it  was  the  universal  opinion  that  it 
would  inflict  a  great  injury  on  the  city  of 
Dublin.  He  regretted  that  on  this  occa- 
sion not  a  single  Cabinet  Minister  was  on 
the  Treasury  bench.  [Mr.  Fox  Maule, 
amidst  loud  cheers,  took  off  his  hat  and 
hotoed  to  the  hon,  and  learned  Member,] 
He  had  not  seen  the  right  hon.  Gentleman; 
but  unquestionably  the  noble  Lord  by  whom 
this  measure  was  brought  forward,  or  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department,  or  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer, ought  to  be  present;  yet  not  one  of 
them  would  condescend  to  remain  there  and 
hear  the  case  of  the  Irish  Members.  That 
bespoke  a  foregone  conclusion;  it  proved 
that  the  Government  were  determined  to 
carry  their  measure,  be  the  arguments 
against  it  what  they  may.  He  w.ould  pro- 
ceed to  answer  the  arguments  which  had 
been  used  in  support  of  the  proposition  of 
the  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Govern- 
ment. It  was  not  their  fault  that  the 
power  vested  in  the  Lord  Lieutenant  was 
restricted,  much  less  should  it  be  used  as 
an  argument  to  deprive  the  city  of  Dublin 
of  the  benefits  which  his  residence  there 
conferred  upon  it.  The  facilities  for  oral 
communication  which  the  new  Secretary 
of  State  would  have  with  the  other  Mem- 
bers of  the  Government  had  been  urged 
as  a  reason  for  abolishing  the  office  of 
Lord  Lieutenant;  but  on  that  point  he 
^Gggcd  to  refer  to  the  opinion  expressed 
it  the  year  1830,  when  the  subject  was 
formerly  under  discussion  on  the  Motion  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Montrose  by  the  then 
Secretary  for  Ireland,  Lord  Francis  Leve- 
son  Gower,  the  present  Earl  of  Ellesmere. 
What  he  (Mr.  Grogan)  wanted  to  show 
was,  that  though  it  might  be  convenient 
for  the  Secretary  for  Ireland  to  have  an 
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opportunity  for  oral  communication  with 
the  Members  of  the  Government  here, 
there  was  a  still  greater  necessity  for  hav- 
ing facilities  for  communication  with  the 
officers  of  the  Irish  Government.  It  was 
said  on  that  occasion  by  the  noble  Lord  to 
whom  he  had  referred,  that  he  was  never 
more  convinced  of  the  advantage  that  ac- 
crued from  oral  communication  with  the 
officers  of  the  Irish  Government  and  the 
legal  advisers  who  were  acquainted  with 
the  feelings  of  the  people,  than  during  the 
late  trials;  and  that  that  advantage  could 
not  be  compensated  for,  by  affording  a 
facility  for  communicating  with  the  Secre- 
tary for  the  Home  Department.  But,  under 
the  present  system,  there  was  no  difficulty, 
if  necessary,  of  having  that  oral  communi- 
cation between  the  Irish  Secretary  and  the 
Members  of  the  Government.  There  were 
times  when  the  Secretary  for  Ireland  was  a 
Cabinet  Minister.  The  Earl  of  Lincoln 
was  a  Cabinet  Minister  when  Secretary  for 
Ireland,  and  so  was  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
when  he  fiUed  the  same  office.  It  was  said 
that  it  would  be  a  benefit  to  the  Irish  gen- 
try not  to  have  to  resort  to  the  Irish  court, 
as  they  would  spend  their  money  in  the 
metropolis;  but  in  the  same  breath,  with 
singular  inconsistency,  the  noble  Lord  said 
they  could  resort  to  London  to  pay  their 
respects  to  Her  Majesty.  Another  reason 
urged  was,  that  the  magistrates  and  other 
parties  charged  with  internal  duties,  re- 
sorted to  the  Irish  office  for  information  on 
a  variety  of  points,  when  they  ought  to 
decide  those  points  themselves.  He  (Mr. 
Grogan)  thought  that  was  an  unfortunate 
objection  on  the  part  of  the  noble  Lord. 
The  magistrates  of  Ireland  had  good  reason 
to  know  that  if  any  course  were  safe,  that 
was  their  safe  course.  When,  according 
to  the  best  exercise  of  their  intellect,  they 
endeavoured  to  carry  out  an  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment, they  had  been  reprimanded  for  so 
doing.  What  had  occurred  the  other  day 
in  the  north  ?  They  saw  three  magistrates 
dismissed  from  the  bench,  because  they 
exercised  their  own  independent  judgment, 
and  differed  from  the  opinion  of  the  Attor- 
ney General;  but  their  opinion  was  con- 
firmed by  other  benches  of  magistrates 
and  by  the  Chief  Baron.  It  was  likewise 
said,  that  the  Secretary  of  State  would  be 
on  the  spot  to  defend  himself  in  Parlia- 
ment; but  there  was  as  little  weight  in 
that  argument  as  in  any  other,  for  he 
must  get  communication  from  Ireland,  and 
should  be  guided  by  the  advice  received 
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from  that  country  as  to  the  policy  which 
the  state  of  the  country  required.  Every 
argument  urged  by  the  noble  Lord  might 
be  used  as  an  argument  for  the  mainte- 
nance of  the  office.  The  economic  ques* 
tion  had  altogether  been  avoided,  and  the 
noble  Lord  said,  that  if  that  were  the  sole 
consideration  in  view,  it  would  not  weigh 
with  him  at  all.  Taking  all  things  into 
account,  there  might  be  some  small  annual 
saving  in  pounds,  shillings,  and  pence; 
but  he  was  afraid  that  there  would  be  an 
annual  loss  in  the  shape  of  dissatisfaction 
and  discontent,  and,  above  all,  of  suffering 
and  injury  to  the  city  which  he  had  the 
honour  to  represent.  It  was  the  last  rem- 
nant that  remained  to  Ireland  of  what  she 
was  previous  to  the  Union.  There  were 
many  men  alive  who  remembered  what 
Dublin  had  been  before  the  Union;  but 
where  now  were  the  noblemen  that  then 
resided  there  ?  They  were  in  this  country, 
to  which  all  their  public  establishments, 
one  by  one,  had  been  removed.  And  for 
what  reason  was  this  blow  to  be  inflicted 
upon  them  ?  Who  had  applied  for  this  mea- 
sure ?  There  was  no  petition  for  it — there 
was  no  allusion  to  it  in  the  Speech  from 
the  Throne — no  notice  that  would  have  in- 
duced the  Irish  people  to  protest  against  it. 
He  begged  to  read  an  extract  from  the  ar- 
gument in  favour  of  the  Union  in  the  Me» 
moirs  of  Lord  Ccutlereagh: — 

**  Thirdly,  though  our  Parliament  will  meet  in 
England,  there  will  be  always  a  court  in  the  capi- 
tal ;  and,  therefore,  so  far  as  the  amusements  of 
polished  life  are  concerned,  there  will  be  no  in- 
crease of  inducements  to  resort  to  the  great  capi- 
tal of  the  nation." 

But  now  it  was  proposed  to  abolish  that 
court.  A  great  decrease  had  taken  place 
since  1800  in  the  productive  industry  of 
Ireland.  Ho  referred  to  a  statement  made 
in  1841,  from  which  it  appeared  that  up 
to  that  period  a  great  reduction  had  occur- 
red. For  instance,  in  Limerick,  in  1800» 
there  were  fifty-six  lace  manufactories; 
there  were  now  only  twelve.  In  the  town 
of  Roscrea  there  were  900  linen  manufac- 
turers; in  1840  there  was  not  one.  In 
Dublin  there  were  2,500  silk  manufactu- 
rers; there  were  now  only  250.  These 
were  only  instances;  the  same  was  the  re- 
sult of  every  other  trade.  Of  stuff  serge 
manufactories,  there  were  twenty-five  be- 
fore the  Union — in  1840  there  was  only 
one;  at  the  period  of  the  Union,  ninety- 
one  master  manufacturers  and  4,389  opera- 
tives; but  in  1841  the  masters  had  dwin- 
dled down  to  twelve,  and  the  operatives  tQ 
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682.     A  similar  decrease  had  taken  place 
with  respect  to  wool-comhers,  carpet-ma- 
nafacturers,  the  blanket-manufacturers  of 
Kilkenny,  and  other  trades.     Thej  had 
sunk  under  the  great  power  and  capital 
and  superior  commercial  talent  of  England, 
and  now  it  was  proposed  to  remove  what 
he  might  call  the  last  remnant  of  their  na- 
tionality.    The  diminution  had  even  gone 
further  than  he  had  stated,  and  so  far  only 
were  the  returns  incorrect.     Their  police 
and  their  crime  had,  during  the  same  pe- 
riod, increased,  and  a  great  portion  of  that 
was  the  necessary  consequence  of  their 
poverty.     The  population  were  leaving  the 
country.   Those  who  had  escaped  the  pes- 
tilence were  fast  emigrating  to  the  United 
States — the  Government  of  which  might, 
perhaps,  to-morow,  be  found  in  a  hostile 
attitude  to  this  country.     It  would  be  well 
for  the  Government  to  pause  in  the  course 
which  they  were  pursuing.   They  all  knew 
the  complaints  which  had  been  made  of 
the   manner  in   which  some   districts  of 
England  had  been  inundated  with  Irish 
pauoerism.     They  had  also  seen  the  man- 
ner m  which  the  Irish  poor  had  been  sent 
back  to  their  own  country,   and  how  a 
lazaretto  had  been  established  to  check 
the  communication  between  one  part  of 
the  united  kingdom  and  another.     They 
had  overladen   Ireland  till  she  could  no 
longer  bear  up  against  the  burden.     Look 
at  what  was  passing  in  the  Encumbered 
Estates  Courts.     Some   bold   men  were 
found  to   purchase,  and  he  hoped  they 
would  contmue  to  do  so ;   but  what  had 
become  of  the  original  owners  of  the  soil  ? 
They  were   being  swept  away  to   make 
room  for  new  proprietors,  who  could  not 
be  expected  to  cherish  the  same  sentiments 
and  attachments  to  the  spot  as  their  pre- 
decessors.    The  result  of  the  course  they 
were  pursuing  would  soon  be  to  drive  every 
man  of  consequence  from  Ireland,  which 
would  then  become  a  wretched  colony, 
governed  by  tax-gatherers  and  excisemen. 
It  was  not  the  loss  of  the  sum  that  was  al- 
lowed for  the  maintenance  of  the  office 
which  they  complained  of,  for  that  was  com- 
paratively trivial,  but  they  complained  of 
the  loss  of  the  expenditure  of  wealthy 
families  who  frequented  the  court  in  Dub- 
lin, for  that  expenditure  would  be  removed 
to  London.     He  believed  that  there  existed 
throughout  Ireland  a  very  strong  feeling 
upon  this  subject,  and  that  had  the  people 
of  that  country  received  due  notice,  or  be- 
lieved that  it  was  really  the  intention  of 
the  Government  to  bring  forward  the  mea- 


sure, the  petitions  against  the  Bill  would 
have  been  far  more  numerous  than  they 
were  at  present.  The  measure,  if  passed, 
would  in  his  opinion  inflict  a  lasting  and 
ruinous  injury  upon  the  inhabitants  of 
Dublin.  He  could  not  see  how  the  numer- 
ous artisans  and  poor  persons  of  the  city 
of  Dublin  could  be  beneflted  by  the  saving 
in  public  expenditure  which  would  be  ef- 
fected by  the  abolition,  of  the  viceroyalty, 
especially  when  that  abolition  would  be  ac- 
companied by  the  withdrawal  of  the  few 
remaining  nobility  and  gentry  of  the  coun- 
try. The  allowances  made  to  the  various 
medical  and  other  charities  had  been  con- 
stantly reduced,  and  it  had  even  been  said, 
that  in  order  to  carry  out  more  effectuaUy 
the  system  of  centralisation,  it  was  the  in- 
tention of  the  Government  to  discontinue 
the  establishment  at  Kilmainham  for  the  ^ 
poor  worn-out  soldiers  of  the  country. 
Feeling  as  he  did  most  strongly  upon  the 
subject,  he  should  give  his  most  strenuous 
opposition  to  the  measure  in  every  form  in 
which  it  might  be  brought  forwai^. 

Mb.  W.  FAGAN,  though  he  was  in  the 
habit  of  acting  in  political  matters  accor- 
ding, to  the  dictates  of  his  own  judgment, 
would  candidly  confess  that  if  there  were  a 
general  expression  of  opinion  in  Ireland 
against  the  measure  of  the  noble  Lord — 
nay,  more,  if  the  people  of  Dublin  had  ex- 
hibited any  very  decided  hostility  against 
it,  he  would  act  in  that  case  against  his 
own  judgment,  and  oppose  the  Bill;  for  it 
was  a  principle  in  politics  with  him,  that 
the  people  are  generally  right — that  they 
are  seldom  wrong,  and  never  very  lon^ 
wrong.  But  he  perceived  in  Ireland  no  such 
very  general  expression  of  sentiment  against 
the  abolition  of  the  office  of  Lord  Lieutenant; 
and,  even  in  Dublin,  with  a  population  of 
over  300,000  inhabitants,  the  feeling  must 
indeed  be  languid,  when  the  only  petition 
produced  there  was  the  one  presented  that 
evening  by  the  Lord  Mayor  of  Dublin, 
having  only  ten  thousand  signatures.  He, 
therefore,  felt  himself  at  liberty  to  adopt 
the  course  his  judgment  suggested,  and 
support  the  measure  of  the  noble  Lord. 
He  agreed  in  opinion  with  the  noble  Lord, 
that  in  either  of  two  cases — whether  the 
people  of  Ireland  were  desirous  of  a  real 
and  complete  union  with  this  country,  and 
of  trying  the  experiment  once  more  wh^ 
ther  an  English  Parliament  could  legislate 
with  justice  for  a  people  of  different  race, 
religion,  and  character ;  or  whether,  on 
the  other  hand,  they  still  clung  to  the  hope 
of  having  a  domestic  legislature  for  the 
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management  of  their  own  affairs:  in  either 
case,  as  was  stated  by  the  noble  Lord,  the 
abolition  of  the  office  of  Lord  Lieutenant 
would  be  beneficial  to  Ireland.  In  the 
first  case,  it  is  impossible  to  have  a  real 
and  complete  union  with  England,  and  to 
participate  fairly  in  all  the  institutions  of 
that  country,  unless  Ireland  is  directly  go- 
verned by  the  Sovereign  through  a  Secre- 
tary of  State  having  a  seat  in  &e  Cabinet. 
In  the  second  case,  he  always  held  the 
opinion,  that  without  union  amongst  all 
classes,  creeds,  and  parties  in  Ireland  for 
a  common  purpose — without  a  strong  and 
general  national  sentiment,  the  repeal  of 
the  Act  of  Union  could  never  be  achieved. 
Now,  there  is  no  hope  of  such  union  so 
long  as  the  office  of  Lord  Lieutenant  re- 
mains— so  long  as  **  the  reign  of  jobbery,*' 
as  George  the  Third  called  it  in  his  letter 
to  Mr.  Addington,  quoted  by  the  noble 
Lord — so  long  as  that  reign  of  jobbery 
continues— ^80  long  as  intrigue  and  faction 
are  upheld  in  order  to  maintain  English  in- 
terest against  the  measure  of  the  repeal, 
80  long  will  division  exist — and  so  long 
will  the  repeal  of  the  Union  be  imprac- 
ticable. But  the  moment  that  fruitful 
cause  of  discord  and  faction  is  removed, 
then  they  might  hope  to  find  Irishmen 
working  together  for  a  common  object — 
the  regeneration  of  their  country.  Was 
there,  he  would  ask,  anything  in  the  his- 
tory of  Lord  Lieutenants  to  induce  them  to 
hope,  judging  from  the  past,  that  there 
was  any  benefit  to  be  derived  from  the 
continuance  of  that  office  ?  He  would  take 
a  cursory  glance  at  the  history  of  the  Irish 
Government  from  the  commencement,  to 
show  how  injurious  and  hostile  to  Ireland 
it  ever  was.  From  the  time  of  Henry  the 
Second  to  the  reign  of  Anne,  Ireland  was 
governed  by  military  chiefs,  whose  vocation 
it  was  to  trample  on  the  Irish  within  their 
rule,  to  resist  the  attacks  of  the  natives 
from  outside  the  pale,  and  to  oppress  the 
Catholic  population  of  that  country;  and 
when  their  military  duties  were  suspended, 
they  turned  their  attention  to  destroy  the 
infant  manufactures  of  Ireland,  as  witness 
the  conduct  of  Strafford  in  the  reign  of 
Charles  the  First,  and  of  the  Lord  Deputy 
in  the  time  of  William  the  Third,  who  so 
ably  seconded  his  master  that  he  most  effec- 
tually crushed  the  woollen  manufacture  in 
that  country.  From  the  reign  of  Anne  to 
1782,  during  which  period  the  Catholic 
population  of  Ireland  had  no  political  ex- 
istence, and  when  the  only  national  party 
in  the  country  were  the  Protestant  gentry; 


during  that  period — ^he  referred  particu- 
larly to  the  times  of  Swift,  of  Lucas,  and 
of  Molyneux — the  unceasing  efforts  of  the 
Lord  Lieutenants  were  to  crush  that  na- 
tional party,  or  to  corrupt  it,  to  raise  up 
an  English  interest  in  Ireland  in  opposition 
to  that  party  which  every  chicanery  and 
cajolery  were  employed  to  divide  and 
weaken.  Every  reader  of  the  history  of 
that  period  recollects  the  conduct  of  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  the  day,  when  the 
Irish  House  of  Commons  refused  to  pass  a 
Money  Bill  because  it  did  not  originate  with 
them,  but,  as  the  law  then  required,  with 
the  English  Privy  Council.  He  came  down 
to  the  House  of  Commons  to  browbeat  and 
intimidate  them  for  this  noble  patriotism,  and 
insisted  on  placing  a  protest  against  their 
proceedings  on  the  Journals.  This  conduct 
of  Lord  Townsend  was  but  a  specimen  of 
the  unvarying  hostility  of  every  Irish  local 
Government  to  Irish  interests.  From  1783 
to  the  Union,  the  Lord  Lieutenants,  with 
one  exception,  to  which  he  would  take  oc- 
casion shortly  to  allude,  appear  to  have 
had  but  two  objects  in  view — to  obtain 
commercial  advantages  for  England  over 
Ireland,  and  by  every  means,  even  to  the 
instigation  of  rebellion,  to  carry  the  Union. 
From  1801  to  the  present  time,  the  his- 
tory of  Irish  Viceroys  is  easily  told — from 
the  Union  to  1806,  it  was  the  system  al- 
ternately to  cajole  and  insult  the  Roman 
Catholic  population.  During  the  short 
administration  of  the  Duke  of  Bedford  the 
policy  was  to  give  a  triumph  to  neither 
party.  Then  came  the  Duke  of  Richmond, 
whom  he  was  surprised  to  hear  his  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  the  Member  for  Meath 
praise.  That  Lord  Lieutenant  governed 
avowedly  and  openly  for  a  party,  and 
through  a  party,  and  that  the  Orange 
party,  and  for  years  the  same  policy  was 
followed  by  his  successors — by  Talbot, 
Northumberland,  Haddington,  and  others. 
The  Marquess  of  Wellesley  was  generously 
disposed  towards  Ireland,  but  he  was  con- 
trolled and  thwarted  by  his  own  officials 
— by  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Cam- 
bridge University,  for  instance.  He,  back- 
ed by  the  English  Government,  prevailed, 
and  the  Marquess  of  Wellesley 's  good  in- 
tentions came  to  nothing.  The  Marquess 
of  Anglesey,  in  his  first  government  of  Ire- 
land, showed  a  noble  and  chivalric  disposi- 
tion to  do  justice  to  that  country;  but  the 
moment  that  disposition  openly  displayed 
itself,  he  was  recalled  for  daring  to  advise 
the  Roman  Catholics  to  persevere  in  their 
efforts  for  Emancipation.    Then  there  was 
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the  Marquess  of  Normanbjr,  the  most  popu- 
lar Viceroy  that  Ireland  ever  had.  But  what 
was  the  result  of  his  generous  and  noble 
conduct  while  in  that  country  ?  Was  he 
not  persecuted  without  cessation  in  both 
Houses  of  Parliament,  and  was  he  not  but 
poorly  sustained  by  his  own  party,  and  all 
because  he  loved  Ireland  not  wisely  hut 
too  well  ?  The  other  Viceroys  since  1836 
he  need  not  mention.  They  had  on  that 
occasion  but  one  duty,  namely,  to  dis- 
courage and  repress  the  national  senti- 
ment then  rising  up  in  favour  of  a  repeal 
of  the  Union.  Of  Lord  Clarendon  he 
would  say  nothing,  from  motives  that  may 
easily  be  appreciated — because,  feeling  as 
he  did  towards  that  nobleman,  he  feared 
that  if  he  spoke  of  him  as  he  had  often 
before — he  would  be,  as  he  had  been  al- 
ready, subject  to  misrepresentation.  From 
the  very  commencement  to  the  end,  he 
could  but  point  at  four  Lord  Lieutenants 
who  had  shown  a  disposition  to  sustain  and 
forward  the  interests  of  Ireland,  and  the 
result  was  their  own  sacrifice.  The  first 
was  Sir  John  Perrot,  in  the  reign  of  Eliza- 
beth, who  was  tried  for  high  treason,  be- 
cause of  his  generous  conduct  in  Ireland, 
and  he  only  escaped  execution  by  dying  in 
the  Tower.  The  next  was  the  Earl  of 
Fitzwilliam,  who  came  to  Ireland  as  Vice- 
roy in  1795,  with  the  view  of  emancipat- 
ing the  Catholics;  and  the  moment  he  de- 
veloped that  determination  he  was  recalled. 
The  third  was  the  Marquess  of  Anglesey; 
and  the  moment  the  chivalry  of  his  char- 
acter made  him  come  forward  to  support 
Irish  interests,  he  was  sacrificed.  And, 
lastly,  there  was  the  Marquess  of  Nor- 
manby,  a  thorough  friend  of  the  Irish  peo- 
ple, who  feel  to  this  day  that  he  was  badly 
treated  by  his  enemies,  and  poorly  sup- 
ported by  his  friends,  because  of  his  sym- 
pathy for  them.  It  is  clear,  then,  that, 
with  few  exceptions,  the  object  of  these 
Lord  Lieutenants,  from  the  beginning  to 
the  end,  was  to  break  down  public  spirit  in 
Ireland — to  oppress,  and  then  divide,  in 
order  to  rule — at  one  time  governing  on 
the  principle  of  giving  a  triumph  to  neither 
party  ;  at  other  times,  and  far  oftener,  on 
the  principle  of  ruling  for  a  party,  and 
through  a  party.  It  cannot  then  be  de- 
nied, that,  in  a  political  point  of  view,  the 
office  of  Lord  Lieutenant  was  not  advanta- 
geous to  Ireland.  But  it  was  said  by  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Dublin,  that 
the  removal  of  the  office  would  be  carrying 
still  further  the  baneful  'system  of  cen- 
tralisation which  now-a-days  was  so  much 


the  fashion.  Now  he  (Mr.  Fagan)  was 
opposed,  as  much  as  any  one,  to  that  sys- 
tem ;  and  he  was  free  to  admit,  that  if  the 
viceregal  government  was  now  surround- 
ed, as  it  used  to  be,  by  various  State  de- 
partments— by  an  Exchequer — by  Excise 
and  Customs — by  military  establishments, 
and  that  these  all  were  to  be  swept  away, 
he  would  abandon  his  objections  on  poU- 
tical  grounds  to  the  office,  and  would  op- 
pose its  abolition.  But  all  these  establish- 
ments have  long  since  been  centralised  in 
London,  and  the  abolition  of  the  Lord 
Lieutenancy  centralises  nothing — it  merely 
uproots  a  bad  system  of  jobbing,  intrigue, 
faction,  and  place-hunting,  and  gives  to 
Ireland  the  advantage  of  being  governed 
directly  by  its  Sovereign,  and  not  by  a 
proconsul.  This,  of  necessity,  as  in  all 
large  monarchies,  entails  centralisation  to- 
wards the  seat  of  government ;  but  the 
only  remedy  for  that  is  local  institutions  of 
a  truly  national  character.  The  noble 
Lord  the  First  Minister  has  stated  that 
the  courts  of  law  are  not  to  be  removed, 
and  indeed  any  man  with  ordinary  reflec- 
tion must  see  how  impossible  it  was  to  do 
so.  The  police  establishment  would  also 
be  retained;  so  that,  in  point  of  fact,  there 
was  no  centralisation  at  all.  He  was  very 
much  struck  with  a  remark  of  the  noble 
Lord,  with  which  he  fully  concurred.  It 
was  this — that  the  existence  of  a  Lord 
Lieutenant  close  at  hand,  took  away  all 
self-reliance  on  the  part  of  the  local 
authorities  and  magistrates  in  that  coun- 
try. This  was  quite  true  :  day  after  day, 
from  all  parts  of  Ireland,  the  Castle  of 
Dublin  was  inundated  with  applications  for 
advice  on  the  most  trivial  subjects,  and  the 
magistrates  seemed  afraid  to  act  on  their 
own  responsibility.  They  will  henceforward 
feel  more  self-reliant ;  at  the  same  time, 
when  advice  will  be  really  necessary  to  be 
obtained,  there  will  be  the  Chancellor,  an 
Irishman— and  long  may  he  continue  to 
fill  the  office !  ready  to  afford  the  informa- 
tion. The  noble  Lord  did  not  refer  much 
to  the  expenditure  occasioned  by  the  resi- 
dence of  a  Lord  Lieutenant  in  Dublin.  He 
was  right;  for,  in  his  (Mr.  Fagan 's)  opin- 
ion, the  expenditure  was  but  of  trifling  ad- 
vantage. Supposing  there  were  100,0002. 
a  year  so  expended,  he  maintained  that  the 
greater  part  of  that  was  expended  amongst 
a  few  retailers  of  English  and  foreign 
manufactures,  and  amongst  English  domes- 
tics, and  that  the  Irish  artisan  received 
very  little  benefit  from  it.  It  was  true, 
some  few  shopkeepers  would  for  the  pre* 
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sent  suffer  by  the  change — for  this  he  was 
sorry ;  but  it  was  always  so — no  great  pub- 
lic benefit  ever  takes  place  without  injuring 
some.  But  after  a  time  it  would  be  more 
advantageous  to  all  employed  in  trade  and 
business.  [The  hon.  Member  then  quoted 
a  passage  from  Adam  Smith's  Wealth  of 
Nations,  to  show  how  far  more  those  great 
towns  prospered  by  their  persevering  indus- 
'try  that  had  no  court  resident  there;  and, 
on  the  other  hand,  how  the  population  of 
all  towns  that  were  dependant  on  the  ex- 
penditure of  a  court  languished  in  poverty 
without  exertion,  and  without  self-reliance.] 
There  was  another  objection  to  the  aboli- 
tion of  the  Lord  Lieutenancy,  which  was 
made  in  the  debate  in  1823,  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Cambridge 
University — ^which  would  show  the  light  in 
which  the  office  was  regarded  by  modem 
statesmen.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
used  this  argument  against  the  Motion  in 
1823  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Montrose, 
for  the  abolition  of  the  Lord  Lieutenancy. 
He  said— 

"  It  was  necessary  that  there  should  be  some 
emblem  of  royal  authority  kept  up  amongst  them 
as  a  sort  of  relief  from  the  painful  feelings  of 
subjugated  men." 

There  was  a  reason  for  the  retaining  the 
office !  a  toy  for  the  people.  But  he 
would  tell  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that 
whatever  may  be  the  state  of  mind  of  the 
Irish  nation  in  1823,  it  was  not  now  to 
be  cajoled  or  dazzled  by  such  a  bauble  as 
that.  No,  the  very  contrary  was  the  case; 
for,  as  Sir  Henry  Parnell  said  in  the  same 
debate — 

"  The  people  had  suffered  so  much  injustice 
from  local  Irish  government  that  they  never  would 
place  confidence  in  it ;  and  if  you  wish  them  to 
change  that  feeliog — if  you  are  desirous  of  trying 
yourselves  how  you  may  succeed  in  winning  their 
confidence,  you  must  abolish  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenancy." 

In  that  opinion  ho  (Mr.  Fagan)  concurred. 
The  Proconsular  Government  of  Ireland 
must  be  got  rid  of — the  intrigues  and  fac- 
tion and  place-hunting  at  the  Castle  must 
be  abolished,  and  Ireland  must  be  govern- 
ed by  Her  Majesty  directly  through  her 
Secretary  of  State  having  a  seat  in  the 
Cabinet,  and  responsible  for  his  acts.  He 
was  glad  to  hear  it  officially  announced 
that  Her  Majesty  would  occasionally — he 
hoped  annually — visit  Ireland,  and  that  the 
Viceregal  Lodge  was  to  be  kept  up  for  her 
accommodation.  The  expenditure  which 
those  visits  would  occasion,  even  for  one 
fortnight,  would  exceed  the  expenditure 
for  a  whole  twelvemonth  occasioned  by  the 


residence  of  the  Viceregal  Court.  But 
putting  these  considerations  aside,  he  would 
reiterate  that  he  supported  the  abolition  of 
the  office,  because  of  its  political  conse- 
quences to  Ireland,  and  principally,  and 
above  all,  because  of  the  union  amongst 
Irishmen,  for  the  nation's  good,  which 
would  unavoidably  follow. 

Mr.  M.  O'CONNELL  declared  it  to  be 
his  intention  to  vote  against  the  Bill.     On 
the  present  question  he  considered  himself 
to  stand  in  that  House,  not  as  an  Irish 
Member,  but  as  a  Member  of  the  Imperial 
Parliament,  and  as  one  who  was  bound  to 
look  to  imperial  interests.     Now,  in  his 
view  of  the  case  it  was  the  interest  of  all 
Her  Majesty's   subjects   to  continue  the 
connexion  between  England  and  Ireland 
as  long  as  possible.     If  he  were  to  argue 
this  matter  as  one  who  was  ready  to  adopt 
any  means  to  gain  a  desired  end,  he  should 
vote  with  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  had  just 
spoken ;  but,  feeling  himself  pledged  to  en- 
deavour to  preserve  as  long  as  possible,  as 
a  Member  of  that  House,  the  connexion 
between  the  two  portions  of  the  united 
kingdom,   his   opinion   was   that  he  was 
bound  to  vote  against  this  measure.     As 
a  repealer,  he  should  not  ask  a  greater 
boon  than  that  the  measure  should  be  car- 
ried.    As  a  Catholic,  it  offered  him  the 
strongest  and  most  speedy  means  of  get- 
ting rid  of  the  temporalities  of  the  Church 
in  Ireland.     But  they  were  now  dealing 
with  a  subject  which  was  neither  an  Irish 
nor  an  English  subject.     They  were  deal- 
ing with  a  matter  with  which,  in  his  opin- 
ion, they  were  not  thoroughly  acquainted. 
They  were  not  aware  of  the  inherent  love 
of  the  people  of  Ireland  for  any  institution 
which  had  been  long  established  amongst 
them.  After  this  Bill  had  passed,  the  ques- 
tion would  be,  not  repeal,  but  separation. 
It  would  be  no  mock  rebellion,  no  mock 
insurrection — 1 2  policemen  with  a  few  fel- 
lows before  them  in  a  farmyard — but  it 
would  be  likely  to  unite  the  people  against 
the  Government — to  bring  the  people  into 
collision  with  the  law.     The  object  of  Mr. 
O'Connell  always  was  to  keep  peace  and 
good  faith  between  the  two  countries;  and 
it  was  because  he  (Mr.  M.  O'Connell)  was 
anxious  to  do  the  same  that  he  should  op- 
pose this  Bill. 

Mr.  B.  OSBORNE  said,  he  could  not 
help  admiring  the  extravasated  genius  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Meath, 
as  exhibited  in  his  opposition  to  the  Bill; 
nor  could  he  refrain  from  congratulating 
the  Lord  Mayor  of  Dublin,  on  his  having 
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found  a  colleague  that  evening  who  had 
made  one  of  the  hest  repeal  speeches  he 
had  e?er  heard.  However  important  the 
question  at  issue  might  he^ — and  in  point 
of  fact  it  involved  the  whole  future  govern- 
ment of  Ireland — to  him  it  appeared  to 
rest  within  the  narrowest  compass.  It  was 
nothing  more  nor  less  than  whether  the 
government  of  Ireland  was  to  proceed  on 
the  same  principle  as  the  government  of 
Scotland  or  Wales,  and  whether  Ireland 
was  to  be  finally  incorporated  with  this 
country  ?  If  it  could  be  shown  that  the 
difficulties  of  communication  with  Ireland 
were  such  as  to  place  her  in  a  totally  dif- 
ferent position  from  Scotland  ;  if  it  could 
be  shown  that  under  a  Lord  Lieutenant 
Ireland  had  prospered,  her  people  had  been 
in  a  state  of  comfort,  and  her  commerce 
had  increased,  or  if,  further,  it  could  be 
proved  that  the  retention  of  the  office  was 
bound  up  with  the  feelings  of  the  Irish 
nation,  in  either  of  these  cases  the  office 
ought  not  to  be  abolished,  seeing  that  it 
was  as  cheap  a  pageant  as  the  most  ardent 
financial  reformer  could  devise ;  but  if  the 
reverse  of  all  this  were  true,  then  ho^. 
Members  might  well  consider  whether  they 
ought  not  to  support  the  Bill  under  con- 
sideration. Now  he  did  not  give  his  sup- 
port to  this  Bill  from  any  abstract  love  of 
political  uniformity,  for  he  believed  that 
the  greatest  mischief  had  arisen  from  at- 
tempts to  engraft  English  institutions  on 
Irish  habits.  But,  on  the  other  hand,  he 
was  not  to  be  deterred  from  voting  for  the 
Bill  by  the  cuckoo  cry  of  centralisation. 
If  indeed  it  was  proposed  to  remove  the 
courts  of  justice  from  Ireland,  or  to  abolish 
all  the  local  boards  of  charity,  or  if,  fur- 
ther, it  were  proposed  to  rob  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Lord  Mayor  of  Dublin  of  his 
civic  crown,  and  to  place  it  on  the  brow  of 
the  Lord  Mayor  of  London — then  would 
he  admit  that  this  was  the  most  mischievous 
scheme  of  centralisation  that  could  be  ima- 
gined. But  he  apprehended  that  nothing 
of  this  sort  was  contemplated.  So  far 
from  thinking  that  the  office  was  a  proof 
of  nationality,  or  that  there  were  any  sen- 
timents of  national  pride  connected  with 
it,  he  considered  it  as  great  a  parodox  in 
government  as  in  nature,  that  the  shadow 
should  remain  when  the  substance  had  de- 
parted— that  the  Viceroyalty  of  Ireland 
should  flourish  when  the  Irish  Parliament 
had  ceased  to  exist.  He  regarded  the  ex- 
istence of  the  office  of  Lord  Lieutenant  as 
a  proof  of  national  serfdom,  and  knew  of 
no  other  office  which  tended  so  much  to 


demoralise  Ireland  and  to  weaken  England. 
The  office  of  Lord  Lieutenant  was  origi- 
nated at  a  time  when  the  difficulties  of 
going  to  Ireland  were  greater  than  those 
attending  a  voyage  to  Nova  Scotia  were 
at  present,  and  when  the  inspired  words  of 
Grattan  were  nearly  true,  that  '*  the  sea 
protested  against  the  union  of  the  two 
countries."  When  Lord  Stafford  was 
about  to  proceed  to  Ireland  as  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant in  1633,  he  was  delayed  three 
months  by  contrary  winds,  and  having 
started,  he  was  unable  to  proceed,  because 
the  Irish  channel  was  infested  with  pirates, 
until  a  ship  of  war  had  been  sent  round 
from  the  Thames.  But  now  that  the  skill 
of  the  engineer  had  outstripped  the  genius 
of  the  legislator,  and  the  science  of  Ste- 
phenson had  done  more  to  incorporate  Ire- 
land with  England  than  all  the  laws  which 
had  been  placed  on  the  Statute-book — dis- 
tance at  least  formed  no  ground  for  retain- 
ing the  office  of  Lord  Lieutenant.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Meath  had 
asked  the  House  whether  they  would  abolish 
a  national  institution  which  was  dear  to 
the  hearts  of  the  Irish  people.  A  national 
institution !  Why,  if  ever  there  was  an 
institution  which  was  anti-Irish  in  its  ten- 
dency and  anti-national  in  its  design,  it  was 
that  of  the  Lord  Lieutenant.  From  the 
year  1172,  when  the  first  Lord  Lieutenant 
was  appointed  to  rule  over  a  miserable  ter- 
ritory under  Henry  II.,  down  to  the  pre- 
sent time,  how  many  Irishmen,  he  would 
ask,  had  been  appointed  to  fill  the  office  ? 
From  1711  to  1800,  only  one  Irishman  held 
the  office;  from  1800,  down  to  the  present 
day,  it  had  been  held  by  two  Irishmen.  If 
they  ran  over  the  list  of  Lord  Chancellors, 
he  thought  the  case  would  be  found  the 
same;  it  was  certainly  the  same  as  regarded 
the  Chief  Secretaries  for  Ireland.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Meath  had 
referred  to  the  history  of  Lord  Lieutenant, 
and  had  quoted  early  writers  to  show  that 
the  existence  of  this  office  was  the  subject 
of  a  compact  between  the  Irish  people  and 
Henry  II.  Why,  surely  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man must  know  that  the  people  did  not 
then  exist.  A  few  Anglo-Norman  barons 
attempted  at  the  time  to  make  some  com- 
pact with  the  king,  but,  notwithstanding 
that,  the  argument  used  would  not  hold 
water.  What  were  the  histories  of  the 
Lord  Lieutenancies?  Could  any  Irishman 
look  back  to  them  with  pride  ?  He  would 
quote  to  the  hon.  Gentleman  a  passage  from 
tbe  life  of  one  of  the  most  succoBsful  Lord 
Lieutenants  of  his  day — Lord  Mountjoy* 


205     Lord  LieuteMtne^  Aholittm     {Mat  17} 


(Ireland)  Sill. 


These  were  the  results  of  English  policy  |  left  a  debt  of  260,0001.  amoagst  the  Imh 
under  Lord  Deputy  MouQtjoj,  in  the  wordg   people;   and  Dean   Swift,   lamenting  the 


of  Sir  John  Darin : 
"  Wherenpon  the  mnltitiMle  being  brarsd  m  it 


state  of  Dubim,  taid — 

M  Etf  from  hftring  ■  king  to  raslds 


lb  GaTernuwut  with  demonitnti 
comfort." 
What 


of  jo;  &iid  I  What  was  the  conseqaeDce  ?     Why,  that 

I  there  neter  was  any  settled  gorernment 

project  of  the  Lord  Deputy  .  at  all.    Lord  Thurlow  said,  in  a  celebrated 


Surrey  in  1528  ?     Why,  to  transport  the   letter— 


.1     It     ._, 

a  Member  I  ^VP^^^^ 


Irish  altogether  from  the  country,  and  to  | 
stock  the  land  with  English. 
Duhne:  They  arc  doing  bo  nov 
not  fair  in  anybody,  far  less  in 
of  that  House — to  say  that  the  Government 
were  transporting  the  people  of  Ireland. 
That  sort  of  thing  might  do  well  enough. 
for  an  obscure  print,  but  it  waa  unworthy 
the  position  of  a  Member  of  Farliament, 
Id  1633  Lord  Stafford,  being  Loid  Lieu- 
tenaot  of  Ireland,  said  in  a  letter  to  Charles 
I.,  "  The  benefit  of  this  Crown  shall  be 
my  principal  and  sole  end."  He  came 
now  to  the  reign  of  Queen  Ann.  The  fol- 
lowing was  the  description  given  by  Dean 
Swift— that  patriotic  Irishman,  who  was 
always  boasting  that  he  was  not  an  Irish- 
man— of  Lord  Wharton : — 


"B>  oontnoWd  sash  debt*  in  England,  bii 
Meods  wers  forced  to  Ubts  Ireland  at  bii  merof . 
He  has  aank  hit  fortune  b;  endpaTOuring  to  ruin 
oae  kingdom,  and  balb  miaed  it  b;  going  lar  to 
miDanother.  He  hasgained  1S,000<!,  half  i  ' 
ragolar,  half  In  tbe  prudential  waf." 
The  following  was  Mr.  Orattan's  descrip- 
tion of  the  Marquess  of  Buokinghai 
shire  !— 

"This  was  tbe  man  who  made  hia  eotir  ii 
DnUin,  seated  on  ■  triumphal  oar  drawn  \ij  pnb- 
lio  oredulity,  on  cue  lida  bllMioas  hope,  on  Che 
other  cnanf-taoathed  profsaaion ;  a  figure  vilb 
two  Gule>— one  turned  to  the  treaiurj,  the  other 
presented  to  the  people,  with  a  doable  tongue 
■peaking  oontradlotorj  language!." 
What  was  the  description  giren  of  tbe 
Lord  Lieutenancy  by  a  popular  agitator  in 
1850,  a  friend  of  the  Lord  Mayor?  Ho 
tenned  the  castle  a  sink  of  corruption, 
Ac. — 

"  I  beliere  that  if  that  aink  of  corruption,  that 
hot-bed  of  ajcopbancj,  Dublin  Caatle,  as  a  Tioe- 
rajal  inatitute,  be  remaied  fivm  Ireland,  Orange- 
men and  Roman  Catholica,  Whigs,  and  Toriea, 
will  see  the  fbllj  of  their  divisions,  aad  unite  for 
the  good  of  their  common  oounti?." 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Meath 
knew  very  well  that  until  lately  it  had 
never  been  customary  for  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tooant  to  reside  in  Ireland.  Of  twenty 
Lord  Lieutenants  in  one  century,  Lord 
Townsend  was  the  only  one  who  resided 
there;  aad  .what  did  he  do  t     Why,  he 


The  people  are  aoareelj  settled  with  a  reprs- 
[Colooel  ,  sentatiie  of  the  Crown  before  intelligence  arrived 
'  '  ith  him,  and  tbst  another  was 
id.  This  clroumatance  ia  auf- 
fioient  to  make  them  bsie  a  verj  poor  opioioa  of 
Britiah  oonneili,  and  to  produes  a  belief  Uiej  were 
guided  by  caprice  and  whim." 
He  really  thought  that  after  bis  having  made 
these  quotations,  the  plea  that  the  office  of 
Lord  Lieutenant  was  a  national  institution 
could  hardly  take  its  place  among  the 
claptraps  asually  submitted  to  that  House, 
Ho  found  that  wheoever  the  Lord  Lieuten- 
ant had  been  disposed  to  treat  with  oonsid* 
oration  the  native  Irish,  he  was  lure  to  be- 
come unpopular  in  England,  and  to  be  ac- 
cused of  sacrificing  English  interests.  It 
was  for  this  cause  that  Sir  John  Porrot 
was  denoanoed  and  impeached  in  1588; 
and  Lord  FitswiUiam  was  recalled  in  1795 
because  he  wished  for  the  emancipation  of 
tbe  Lord  Lieutenant,  and  did  not  choose 
to  be  the  tool  of  the  English  Minister. 
But,  to  come  to  their  own  days,  why  was 
the  Marquess  of  Normanby  ostracised  by 
tbe  Protestant  nobility  ?  For  this  single 
reason — because  he  presumed  to  recognise 
the  existence  of  Roman  Catholics.  Ano- 
ther objec^on  which  he  made  to  this  office 
was,  that  being  an  office  portly  for  show 
and  partly  for  business,  and  being  attend- 
ed with  a  certain  degree  of  parade,  it  had 
a  great  tendency  to  make  royalty  ridicu- 
lous. In  tbis  country,  whatever  might  be 
the  vices  or  defects  of  tbe  sovereign,  the 
king's  name  was  a  tower  of  strength;  no 
one  thought  of  entering  into  the  consider- 
ation of  tbe  monarch's  private  life.  But 
the  iDinate  of  Dublin  Castle  was  the  ten- 
ant of  a  gilded  pillory  to  he  pelted  by 
every  scurrilous  vitnperator.  When  a 
Tory  Lord  Lieutenant  went  to  Ireland  to 
succeed  a  Whig,  orange  Sags  were  waved. 
The  Castie  tradesmen,  too,  were  changed) 
being  appointed,  not  so  much  for  the  good- 
ness of  their  wares,  as  for  the  pliability  of 
ibeir  votes.  What  happened  if  a  Whig 
Lord  Lieutenant  succeeded  ?  A  new  set 
attended  the  levees;  the  Viceroy's  actiona 
were  severely  scrutinised;  if  he  advanced  a 
EUnaut  Catholic  to  an  office,  the  cry  was 
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raised  of  the  Church  in  danger;  but  if  ho 
extended  the  courtesies  of  the  Castle  to  a 
popular  leader,  great  was  the  commotion, 
frequent  the  meetings  in  the  Rotundo;  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  was  anathematised  from 
the  pulpits,  and  denounced  in  the  boudoirs 
of  Dublin.  He  had  himself  heard  the 
Marquess  of  Normanbj  likened  by  a  po- 

tular  preacher  to  Nebuchadnezzar,  because 
e  had  asked  Mr.  O'Connell  to  dinner;  and 
he  had  good  reason  to  believe  that  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  who  had  lately 
been  returned  for  Cork,  owed  his  seat  to 
the  grave  imputation  which  had  been  cast 
upon  Mr.  McCarthy,  that  he  had  dined  with' 
the  Earl  of  Clarendon.  Her  Majesty's 
deputy  in  Ireland  was  often  treated  worse 
than  the  unpopular  candidate  at  a  West- 
minster election.  Earl  de  Grey,  whose 
charities  were  always  distributed  as  equally 
in  Ireland  as  in  England,  has  his  name 
placarded  because  he  had  given  away  a 
ahin  of  beef.  Even  the  ladies  did  not  es- 
cape, as  would  appear  from  the  following 
paragraph,  which  had  recently  appeared  in 
the  jbuhlin  Evening  Mail : — 

"  If  the  festiTities  of  Dublin  Cattle  are  to  con- 
tinfie  to  be  conducted  as  they  were  at  the  late  St. 
Patrick's  ball,  it  were  better  the  viceroyalty  it- 
self were  abolished  than  to  suffer  the  indecorums 
exhibited  on  that  occasion  to  be  engrafted  on  the 
social  system  of  private  life.  If,  however,  the 
extinction  of  the  viceregal  office  be  thought  too 
strong  a  measure  of  remedy,  we  would  at  least 
recommend  that  the  closing  ball  of  the  season  be 
given  upon  an  anniversary  less  under  the  peculiar 
influence  of  our  national  saint,  than  St.  Patrick's 
day.  We  are  most  unwilling  to  advert  to  a  topic 
so  ungracious ;  but  pressed  by  so  many  curious 
revelations  as  encumber  our  table,  and  urged  by 
the  serious  remonstrances  of  the  truly  polite  and 
accomplished  circle  of  fashion  which  still  lingers 
round  tlte  castle  with  a  view  to  sustain  the  dig- 
nity of  the  viceregal  court,  we  cannot  but  say 
that  public  decency  requires  the  extensive  and 
rigid  reform  of  a  festivity  which  of  late  has  de- 
generated into  a  satumalian  revel.  We  shall  not 
be  more  explicit ;  but  we  trust  that  on  the  recur- 
rence of  the  festival  the  incidents  of  the  night 
will  not  require  an  announcement  from  the  cham* 
berlain's  office,  that  '  stretchers  have  been  pro- 
vided for  the  accommodation  of  the  ladies.'" 

Did  the  Marquess  of  Wellesley  meet  with 
better  treatment  ?  The  Roman  Catholics 
of  Ireland  could  scarcely  forget  that,  in 
1812,  that  distinguished  man  refused  the 
highest  rank  in  the  Cabinet  on  their  ac- 
count. The  historian  of  the  Roman  Ca- 
tholic Association,  however,  said  that  in 
spite  of  all  his  abilities  and  intentions, 
the  Marquess  of  Wellesley  left  Ire- 
land without  having  conciliated  one  party, 
and  being  disliked  by  the  other.  Simi- 
lar   waa    the    treatment    of    the    high- 


minded  Marquess  of  Anglesey.  To  come 
down  to  the  present  day.  Lord  Corn- 
wallis  never  held  the  Government  in  such 
perilous  times  as  Lord  Clarendon.  What 
had  been  the  conduct  of  Lord  Clarendon  ? 
He  had  pursued  •*  the  even  tenor  of  his 
way"  without  looking  to  Irish  or  English 
interest,  but  lookmg  to  the  public  weal. 
In  fact,  such  had  been  the  treatment  of 
all  distinguished  Lord  Lieutenants,  that  a 
Viceroy  could  only  hope  to  escape  censure 
when  he  observed  a  decorous  mediocrity; 
he  could  only  elicit  praise  when  his  din- 
ners were  frequent,  or  when  his  cook  was 
of  first-rate  character;  in  short,  it  is  an 
office  where  an  Amphytrion  would  be  pre- 
ferred to  Solon,  Beau  Nash  before  Burke; 
and  the  convivial  memory  of  a  Rutland 
lingered  longer  in  the  minds  of  the  people 
than  the  exalted  wisdom  of  a  Wellesley. 
There  was  another  evil.  He  could  not 
conceive  a  greater  evil  than  a  divided 
Executive.  He  asked,  who  was  the  re- 
sponsible Minister,  the  Lord  Lieutenant  or 
the  Chief  Secretary  ?  In  1822  there  was 
no  responsible  Minister  for  Ireland.  Who 
was  the  responsible  Minister  for  Ireland  in 
that  House  ?  There  were  certainly  two  re- 
sponsible officials  in  the  House,  both  men 
of  undoubted  ability.  There  was  first  the 
Solicitor  General  for  Ireland;  but  if  any 
one  asked  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
a  question,  he  was  first  referred  to  the  So- 
licitor General  for  England,  then  to  the 
English  Attorney  General,  and  then  to  the 
Home  Office;  and  it  was  only  by  a  sort  of 
Cfidsarean  operation  that  any  information 
could  be  got  from  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman.  There  were  the  office  of  Chief 
Secretary.  Although  the  chief  secretary- 
ship was  a  sort  of  preparatory  school  for 
English  statesmen,  the  office  was  paid 
higher  than  of  any  Cabinet  Minister.  He 
received  5,500^  per  annum;  he  had  two 
houses  besides  the  usual  perquisites.  When 
he  first  heard  of  the  appointment  of  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Drogheda,  he  had 
great  hopes,  from  his  known  talent,  and 
tried  integrity,  that  he  would  have  proposed 
measures  for  Ireland;  he  was  the  political 
partisan  selected  in  1846,  who  moved  the 
Amendment  which  destroyed  the  late  Go- 
vernment; he  was  the  political  Milo  who 
rent  the  oak,  and  now,  caught  in  the  re- 
bound, his  hands  were  fettered.  If  he 
escaped  from  being  devoured,  it  was  only 
from  his  conciliatory  demeanour  and  de- 
sire to  please  everybody.  Was  it  not  no- 
torious that  he  was  not  allowed  to  pro- 
pound any  question  connected  with  Ire- 
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land  ?  Was  it  not  notorious  that  if  a 
question  were  aked,  he  was  ohliged  to  com- 
municate with  the  Lord  Lieutenant  ?  Was 
it  not  notorious  that  Bills  were  dropped 
carelessly  on  the  tahle,  and  were  never 
more  heard  of?  The  House  was  told  that 
they  were  hereafter  to  he  hrought  into  life 
hy  the  sunny  suggestions  of  Irish  Mem- 
hers.  The  Government  of  Ireland  was  a 
perfect  anomaly.  Sometimes  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  controlled  the  Chief  Secretary. 
Occasionally  the  Chief  Secretary  controlled 
the  Lord  Lietenant.  Sometimes  the  Under 
Secretary  controlled  both;  and  there  was 
that  mysterious  personage  who  was  termed 
the  law  adviser  of  the  Castle,  who  occa- 
sionally pulled  the  strings  of  the  Fantoccini 
of  the  Castle  when  they  were  called  into 
action.  With  that  state  of  things,  the 
House  was  hound  to  give  a  responsible 
Minister  to  Ireland.  He  had  heard  some- 
thing about  the  Irish  people  being  unani- 
mous that  this  office  should  be  retained. 
He  would  read  an  extract  upon  this  subject 
from  the  Nation  : — 

"  The  appeal  of  Dublin  to  the  provinces  in  &- 
vonr  of  Lord  Lieutenancy  has  obtained  no  sup- 
port except  in  Sligo.  Kilkenny,  Drogheda,  and 
Limerick  refused.  In  the  centre  of  Dublin  only 
twenty-four  inhabitants  of  Post-office  Ward  at- 
tended an  anti-abolition  meeting.  At  meeting 
of  custom-house  board  only  twelve  persons  at- 
tended." 

He  found  no  other  men  who  were  in  favour 
of  this  retention  of  the  Lord  Lieutenant. 
In  fact,  this  question,  so  far  from  being  a 
national  question,  narrowed  itself  to  a  Dub- 
lin consideration;  and  he  would  not  believe 
that  Dublin,  with  all  the  advantages  of  its 
port,  its  population  of  280,000,  with  its 
courts  of  law,  its  charities,  and  boards  of 
all  sorts,  he  would  not  believe  that  Dublin 
depended  for  its  prosperity  on  the  Lord 
Lieutenant.  He  felt  confident  of  this.  A 
packet  station  in  the  west  of  Ireland,  a 
dockyard  at  Cork,  would  be  considered 
much  more  a  national  object;  and  Dublin 
would  prosper  herself  much  more  by  a 
thriving  people  in  the  provinces,  than  by 
the  continuation  of  a  mock  court  and  a 
party-coloured  Viceroy.  Some  argument 
had  been  attempted  to  be  founded  upon 
the  Act  of  Union.  He  found  there  no 
word  about  the  Lord  Lieutenant.  There 
was  a  clause  there  stating  that  the  Privy 
Council  should  not  be  extinguished.  That 
proved  that  Mr.  Pitt  intended  to  extinguish 
the  Lord  Lieutenancy.  So  far  from  relying 
on  the  Act  of  Union,  Mr.  Pitt,  if  he  could 
be  brought  to  life,  would  tell  the  House 
that  he  intended  to  do  away  with  the  Lord 


Lieutenant.  In  arguing  for  the  abolition 
of  this  office,  he  thought,  first,  that  the 
grievances  of  Ireland  must  be  redressed, 
and  its  real  wants  relieved,  before  other 
changes  would  do  any  good.  He  thought  in 
the  first  place  that  they  must  revise  the 
system  of  poor-laws  in  that  country  if  they 
mished  to  have  any  people  in  the  land; 
and  as  long  as  they  retained  the  Protestant 
Church  in  its  present  shape,  they  could 
have  neither  peace,  prosperity,  nor  content 
in  Ireland.  He  was  happy  to  hear  from 
the  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Govern- 
ment, in  stating  the  purport  of  the  Bill  to- 
night, that  it  was  the  gi*acious  intention  of 
the  Sovereign  of  these  realms  to  visit 
Ireland  more  frequently.  He  hoped  that 
would  not  be  merely  a  promise  in  the 
House  ;  he  did  not  wish  Her  Majesty  to 
reside  there  only  for  a  fortnight;  he  wished 
Her  to  take  up  Her  residence  m  Dublin 
every  year  for  a  certain  number  of  months, 
and  he  should  feel  no  objection  if  this  Par- 
liament held  its  sittings  occasionally  in 
Dublin.  Hon.  Gentlemen  must  not  expect 
Ireland,  with  a  population  of  eight  mil- 
lions, to  be  treated  as  a  petty  province; 
he  could  not  connect  national  independence 
with  the  existence  of  the  Castle  of  Dublin. 
Sure  he  was  that  the  spint  of  Irish  na- 
tionality would  bum  with  a  purer  flame 
when  it  ceased  to  light  its  torch  by  the 
lurid  and  corrupting  glare  of  Castle  in- 
fluence. Sure  he  was  that  Ireland  would 
not  cease  to  be  a  kingdom,  because  she 
was  no  longer  regulated  as  a  colony,  or  go- 
verned as  a  dependence. 

Sir  L.  O'BRIEN  could  not  give  his  as- 
sent to  the  measure  which  the  noble  Lord 
had  introduced,  and  thought  that  the  loss 
of  the  Lord  Lieutenant  would  be  veiy  in- 
jurious to  Ireland.  The  noble  Lord,  how- 
ever, had  thought  it  necessary  to  promise 
them  the  visits  of  Her  Majesty  as  some 
compensation  for  that  loss;  but  he  (Sir  L. 
O'Brien)  was  afraid,  that  when  Her  Ma- 
jesty found  herself  at  the  Phoenix  Park, 
She  would  very  soon  grow  tired  of  that  re- 
sidence, and  remain  there  but  a  short 
time;  and  that  would  be  but  a  small  com- 
pensation for  the  loss  of  a  permanent 
court.  He  thought  the  Government  would 
be  among  the  first  to  feel  the  inconvenience 
which  would  be  occasioned  by  the  loss  of 
this  office.  The  Secretary  of  England 
would  be  obliged  to  depend  for  information 
on  the  statements  of  persons  who  came  to 
his  office  in  Downing-street;  whereas,  under 
the  present  arrangement,  every  inquiry 
could  be  carried  on  on  the  spot.    He  was 
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convinced  thej  would  incur  a  great  risk  by 
passing  a  measure  of  this  kind.  If,  how- 
ever, in  the  progress  of  the  discussion  on 
this  subject,  he  should  have  reason  to  be- 
lieve that  his  present  impressions  were 
erroneous,  no  one  would  be  more  ready  to 
acknowledge  it. 

Mb.  REYNOLDS  trusted,  as  the  repre- 
sentative of  the  city  of  Dublin,  he  should 
be  excused  for  throwing  himself  on  the  in- 
dulgence of  the  House,  and,  above  all,  as  so 
many  allusions  had  been  made  to  him.  It 
was  the  habit  of  the  late  Mr.  0*Connell, 
during  the  heyday  of  his  political  glory,  in 
addi-essing  his   countrymen  at  any  largo 

Sublic  meeting,  to  say,  **  This  is  a  great 
ay  for  Ireland.*'  The  hon.  Member  for 
Montrose  might  on  that  occasion  say, 
'*  This  is  a  great  night  with  me.*'  Al- 
though the  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the 
Government  had  introduced  the  Bill,  yet 
any  merits  or  demerits  to  which  it  was  en- 
titled, should  be  assigned  to  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Montrose.  If  it  was  intended  to 
deprive  the  kingdom  of  Ireland  of  a  resi- 
dent Viceroy,  it  was  entirely  due  to  the 
exertions  of  his  hon.  Friend.  He  found  in 
the  annals  of  that  House  that  in  May, 
1823,  his  hon.  Friend  brought  forward  a 
Motion  for  the  abolition  of  the  office  of 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland;  but  on  that 
occasion,  not  receiving  much  support,  he 
withdrew  his  Motion.  In  the  month  of 
May,  1830,  he  repeated  his  experiment, 
and  divided  the  House;  but  his  Motion  for 
an  address  to  the  Crown  for  the  removal  of 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  was  lost,  115  voting 
for  it,  and  229  against  it.  On  looking  over 
the  list  of  the  minority,  he  was  happy  to 
find  only  four  Irish  Members  voting  with 
him;  on  the  present  occasion  he  found 
several  Irish  Members  cheered  the  noble 
Lord.  The  hon.  Member  for  the  city  of  Cork 
(Mr.  Fagan),  pursuing  the  course  which  was 
followed  by  the  Members  for  that  place  when 
Ireland  was  robbed  of  its  domestic  legisla- 
ture, was  one  of  the  supporters  of  this  mea- 
sure. The  hon.  Member  said,  that  if  the 
people  of  Cork  and  Dublin  were  adverse  to 
the  proposition,  he  should  doubt  his  own 
judgment,  and  vote  with  them;  and  added, 
that  he  was  satisfied  that  the  people  of 
Ireland  were  favourable  to  it;  he  did  not 
stop  there,  but  boldly  asserted  in  that 
House  that  the  people  of  Dublin  were  fa- 
vourable to  it.  He  (Mr.  Reynolds)  thought 
that  ho  was  a  better  authority  on  the  point 
than  his  hon.  Friend,  and  to  this  assertion 
he  would  venture  to  give  the  flattest  con- 
tradiction.    His  hon.  Friend  did  not  seem 


to  know  what  passed  in  Dublin  within  the 
last  two  months.     Within  that  period,  the 
high   sheriff  of  the  county  had  called  a 
meeting  to  take  into  consideration  the  pro- 
position of  the  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of 
the  Government.     This  meeting  was  held 
with   open  doors  in  the  largest  room  in 
Dublin,   and  was   attended   by  the  most 
respectable   classes,   and    it  unanimously 
adopted  petitions  to  that  House,  as  well  as 
to  Her  Majesty,  praying  for  interference  to 
stay  an  act  of  injustice  and  spoliation  on 
them.     The  citizens  of  Dublin,  not  satis- 
fied with  that,  a  fortnight  afterwards  called 
upon  him  (Mr.  Reynolds),  as  Lord  Mayor, 
to  convene  another  meeting  on  the  subject. 
He  did  so,  and  a  more  numerously  and 
respectably  attended  meeting   was   never 
held  in  that  city,  and  the  petition  adopted 
at   it  had  been    signed   by   upwards    of 
10,000  names  within  a  very  short  time; 
the   corporation  of  Dublin  and   the  two 
boards  of  guardians  also  petitioned  una* 
nimously    against    this    ill-advised    mea- 
sure.    This  was  his   answer  to   the  ca« 
lumny   of  his    hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for    Cork.     It  was   true  that  not  many 
petitions  had  been  presented  on  the  sul^- 
ject,   but   there    were   good    reasons  for 
this.     One  was  that  the  people  of  Ire- 
land had   not  much  confidence  in    that 
House,  and  they  considered  it  would  be  a 
waste  of  time  and  paper  to  petition  it.    He 
was  sent  there  to  tell  the  truth,  and  he 
would  do  so  at  all  hazards.     They  said  it 
was  a  foregone   conclusion,  and  however 
much  Whigs  and  Tories  might  differ  on 
other  points,  they  never  disagreed  when 
the  principle  of  centralisation  was  to  be 
carried   out;    they   had  always  sacrificed 
Ireland  to  it,  and  would  do  so  now.     In 
May,   1830,  when  the  hon.  Member  for 
Montrose  brought  forward  his  Motion,  the 
then  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  the  University  of  Cam- 
bridge, not  only  voted  but  spoke  against 
the  proposition.     In  May,  1844,  the  noble 
Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Government,  and 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Tamworth,  both 
spoke  against  the  Motion.     He  wished  to 
know  where  the  two  right  hon.  Gentlemen 
were  that  night.  At  any  rate  if  they  could 
not  have  these  right  hon.  Gentlemen  pre« 
sent,   they  could  at   least  refer  to  their 
speeches  in  Hansard  made  on  other  occa- 
sions.    In  1830,  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  the  University  of  Cambridge  said — 

"  The  hon.  Member  for  Limerick  had  mentioned 
the  embarrassments  whiob,  he  said,  arose  from  the 
state  of  the  government  in  Ireland.    He  did  not 
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eoDCur  witb  tho  boo.  Genttemiui  in  his  opinion  ; 
he  knew,  on  the  contrary,  that  hia  opiniOD  wus 
most  erroneous ;  and  that  hon.  Gentleman  had 
fiul«d  to  prvTe  tho  eiiitenco  oF  the  eril  to  which 
be  alladed,  and  of  wbich  he  said  the  people  of 
Inland  had  a  right  to  complain.  For  his  own 
part,  he  could  assert  thnt  no  auch  evils  ciiatad; 
but  if  they  did,  would  they  be  remedied  by  remoring 
that  authority  which  at  present  secured  some  con- 
trol over  tbem  i  But,  auppoaing  the  offloeof  Lord 
Lieutenant  to  be  abolished,  what  was  the  ayatom 
piopoaed  as  a  subatitute  for  it!  Ths  only  one 
be  tutd  heard  of  was  that  of  hi*  hon.  Friend  be- 
hind him,  to  appoint  a  Secretary  of  State  for  Ire- 
land, who  should  reside  in  this  ooantry.  But  how 
could  such  an  officer  living  in  this  country  attend 
to  the  aSain  of  Ireland?  Uow  could  he  obtain 
that  information  whiob  ho  muat  poajeaa.  to  dia- 
e  properly  f  He 
IS  of  obtaining  any  such  infor- 
mation; and  ho  pub  it  to  the  House  whether  it 
were  not  more  prebable  that  the  system  whioh 
formerly  prevailed  in  Ireland,  and  to  the  ill  offccta 
of  which  no  one  could  bo  iaaenaiblo,  would  revive 
ander  such  a  change,  and  would  lead  again  to  all 
thoss  erils  whioh  the  Legislature  had  ever  been 
most  aoxious  to  oheck,  than  that  the  abolilioD  of 
the  offloe  of  Lord  Lieatensnt  should  lead  to  the 
improrement  of  Irelaad." 
Again,  he  obserred — 

"  He  would  not  detain  the  Homo  by  entering 
mors  largely  into  the  subject,  wbich  bad  perhaps 
already  been  sufflcieatly  argued,  lie  would  merely 
say.  however,  that  the  House  Ought,  in  deference 
to  the  feeliags  of  the  people  of  Ireland,  who  were 
interested  in  retaining  the  admioiatration  of  an 
offloer  of  the  Crown  of  such  rank  u  the  Lord 
LieDteoaot.  and  of  keeping  amongst  them  gentle- 
men of  such  wealth  aa  those  who  are  generally 
appointed  to  fill  that  office,  out  of  dclerenoe  to 
the  people  of  Ireland,  the  Honse  ought  to  reject 
the  Motion  of  the  h<»i.  Member  for  Aberdeen." 

The  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Momher  for 
Tamworth  also  stnted  that  he  thought  a 
local  Govermnent  in  Ireland  was  esBCntial 
to  the  well-being  or  that  country.  He  had 
the  opinion  of  another  uuthorit;  on  this 
■ubject.  Mr.  R.  Martin,  the  then  Mem- 
ber for  GalwBj,  in  the  first  debate  on  the 
question,  stated  that  he  had  a  large  share 
in  bringing  about  the  Union,  and  at  the 
time  it  was  a  positive  understanding  that 
the  Lord  Lieutenancy  of  Ireland  should  be 
regarded  as  a  permanent  ofBce.  But  he 
wished  to  call  the  attention  of  the  House 
to  the  opinion  of  the  noble  Lord  at  the 
head  of  Ibe  GoTernment  in  1844.  In  that 
year  the  noble  Lord,  when  resisting  the 
Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Montrose 
for  an  address  to  the  Crown  for  the  aboli- 
tion of    the  office    of   Lord   Lieutenant, 

"  The  noble  Lord  bad  itatcd  that  auch  a  change 
OS  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  eontemplated. 
would  be  very  uniatis&ctory  to  the  people  of  Ire- 
land. He  (Lord  J.  RusseU)  bad  had  oecasion  to 
oonwder  in  former  year*  whether  it  were  adviaa- 


blo  to  abolish  the  offloe  of  Lord  Lieutenant,  and 
although  he  thought  there  wore  reasons  of  great 
foree  in  favour  of  such  a  step,  yet  he  came  to  the 
conclusion  that  it  was  not  expedient  at  that  time 
to  make  auch  a  change ;  and  be  ahoold  think  that 
this  likewise  was  a  time  in  which  it  would  not  be 
expedient  to  carry  that  cbaoge  into  eStot.  He 
thou);bt  the  noble  Lord  was  jnstifled  in  saying, 
that  in  the  present  state  of  Uie  country  it  conu] 
not  with  safety  be  done." 

That  was  the  opinion  of  the  First  Minister 
of  the  Crown  in  1844.  And  what  bad  he 
said  this  night  ?  That  the  Lord  Lieuten- 
ant had  pacified  Ireland,  that  everything 
was  tranquil  and  going  on  satisfactoi'ily, 
and  that  therefore  he  would  abolish  ths 
ofScc.  With  great  respect  to  the  noble 
Lord,  he  mu&t  say  that  uat  did  not  appear 
to  bo  a  very  good  reason.  If  Ireland  waa 
now  peacerul  and  obedient  to  the  law — and 
he  believed  she  was — and  if  that  pleasing 
and  satisfactory  result  was  to  be  attributed 
to  the  government  and  exertions  of  the 
Lord  Lieutenant,  it  would  rather  seem  to 
bo  a  good  reason  for  continuing  him  in 
office,  than  a  reason  for  abolishing  his 
office.  It  was  plun  from  the  speeches 
of  the  hon.  Members  for  Cork  and  Mid- 
dlesex, that  thej  had  been  reading  the 
history  of  Ireland,  in  connection  with  the 
administration  of  the  Lord  Lieutenant; 
but  he  thought  that  the  allusions  they 
had  made  to  Strafford,  and  other  politi- 
cal delinquents  who  had  followed  him  in 
the  office,  were  baside  the  question  now 
before  the  House.  The  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  Middlesex  had  this  advantage 
— that  he  bad  graduated  in  the  CasUe 
of  Dublin,  Aud  hod  passed  four  years  of 
military  life  in  it.  He  was  there- 
fore an  excellent  authority,  and  be  gave 
him  credit  for  not  having  revealed  any  of 
the  secrets  that  had  come  to  his  know- 
ledge. But  when  it  was  proposed  to  re- 
move the  Lord  Lieutenant  from  Ireland, 
be  would  ask  what  had  already  been  dono 
in  the  way  of  removal  ?  They  had  re- 
moved  the  Board  of  Customs  from  Dublin;- 
they  had  removed  the  Board  of  Excise 
from  Dublin — in  a  word,  all  Uie  public 
boards  had  from  time  to  time  been  re- 
moved, and  had  been  settled  in  this  coun- 
try; so,  that  if  even  a  letter-carrier  were 
to  be  employed  in  Dublin  or  Cork,  or  the 
remotest  town  in  Ireland,  be  must  receire 
his  appointment  from  the  General  Post 
Office  in  London;  or  if  a  spiritdealer 
or  distiller  was  treated  unjustly,  he  must 
memorialise  the  Board  of  Excise  in  Lon- 
don. They  had,  in  fact,  taken  everything 
airay;  and  now  it  was  said  to  the  Irish 
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rple,  Why  should  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
left  in  Duhlin  ?  Are  you  not  an  inte- 
gral part  of  the  British  empire?  Then 
they  passed  the  free-trade  measures,  and 
by  the  Act  of  Union  withdrew  the  nobility 
from  Ireland,  and  poverty  followed.  What 
had  they  done  next  ?  In  1800  they  found 
Ireland  in  a  comparatively  prosperous  con- 
dition, with  a  national  debt  not  amounting 
to  30,000,000^.,  and  in  1816  they  divided 
their  own  burdens,  by  amalgamating  the 
English  and  Irish  Exchequers,  and  made 
her  owe  130,000,000?.,  charging  her  with 
the  expenses  of  a  war  in  which  England 
had  involved  her.  The  present  Motion  was 
supported  by  one  party  on  grounds  of  eco- 
nomy; and  their  Nestor  would  say,  that 
the  revenue  from  Ireland  was  4,500,000^ 
per  annum;  that  it  cost  4,000,000^  to  pay 
the  interest  of  her  debt,  and  3,000,000Z. 
for  Ordnance,  miscellaneous  expenditure, 
&c.,  7,000,0002.  in  all;  that,  therefore, 
Ireland  cost  the  British  nation  2,500,0002. 
per  annum.  Had  the  people  of  Ireland 
kept  their  Exchequer  separate,  and  not 
been  dragged  into  the  ruinous  expenses  of 
the  war,  they  would  have  been  out  of  debt, 
and  could  not  have  been  taunted  with  being 
beggars  at  the  door  of  the  British  Parlia- 
ment. The  currency  of  the  two  countries 
bad  been  assimilated,  with  a  loss  to  Ireland 
of  1,000,0002.  The  protecting  duties  that 
existed  between  the  two  countries  had 
been  repealed;  and  the  coarse  linen  manu- 
facture of  Ireland  had  vanished  as  well  as 
the  woollen.  However  their  merchants 
might  be  embarrassed,  it  would  still  be 
said,  "  Are  you  not  an  integral  portion  of 
the  British  empire  ?*'  But,  to  return  to  the 
opening  speech  of  the  noble  Lord  in  pro- 
posinff  this  measure.  The  noble  Lord 
said  that  it  was  inconsistent  to  have  a  Lord 
Lieutenant  not  having  sufficient  authority, 
whereby  his  action  was  paralysed;  and  the 
noble  Lord  said  there  was  party  feeling. 
But  who  had  encouraged  that  party  feel- 
ing? Both  Whigs  and  Tories — it  was  to 
be  seen  in  both  parties  in  Ireland.  The 
noble  Lord  said  also  it  was  desirable  that 
whoever  had  the  official  care  of  that  coun- 
try should  be  here  in  order  that  there 
might  be  oral  communication.  But  must 
be  not  have  oral  communication  elsewhere 
also-^in  Ireland  ?  But  there  was  another 
point.  Everybody  knew  that  there  were 
savings  banks  in  Ireland  under  English 
management.     This  he  knew  was  an  un- 

Salatable    subject ;    but   what    had  been 
one  in  respect  to  savings  banks?     An 
Act  had  established   savings   banks    all 


over  the  united  kingdom ;  but  an  Act  so 
imperfect,  that  it  released  the  parties  who 
received  the  money  from  all  responsibility. 
The  English  Government  had  insisted  upon 
managing  the  local  affairs  of  Dublin  in  the 
office  of  the  Commissioners  of  the  National 
Debt,  and  insisted  upon  having  the  cus- 
tody of  the  money;  and  what  had  been 
the  result?  The  sum  of  64,0002.  was 
owing  to  the  unfortunate  depositors  in  a 
bank,  the  well  known  St.  Peter's  Bank, 
Cuff-street,  Dublin,  that  was  insolvent  in 
1820  or  1821.  That  was  the  result  of 
British  management.  He  was  told  that 
if  this  office  was  abolished,  everything 
would  go  smack  smooth  in  London;  but 
in  his  opinion  it  would  be  only  trans- 
ferring the  sin  of  jobbing  to  that  place. 
First,  it  had  been  said  that  the  office  was 
to  be  abolished  on  principles  of  economy; 
and  now  it  was  to  be  abolished  on  scientific 
grounds,  because  Mr.  Stephenson  the  en- 
gineer had  invented  a  tube  to  connect  the 
two  countries  more  closely  together;  but 
some  fine  morning  the  tube  might  break 
down;  and  God  help  the  country  which  de- 
pended for  prosperity  and  for  the  mainten- 
ance of  her  institutions  upon  an  iron  tube ! 
The  case  of  Scotland  had  been  referred  to. 
Scotland,  it  was  said,  had  gone  on  very 
well  without  a  chief  governor.  But  the 
causes  were  very  different.  Scotland  had 
made  a  good  bargain  for  herself.  The 
transaction  was  one  of  taking  a  poor  coun- 
try into  partnership  with  a  very  rich  coun- 
try. But  in  the  case  of  Ireland  it  was 
taking  a  rich  country  into  partnership;  a 
country  rich  in  the  elements  of  wealth  and 
in  population.  But  it  was  said,  **  You  are 
an  idle  race  in  Dublin;  but  lose  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  and  you  will  become  indus- 
trious." The  noble  Lord  promises  to 
leave  Ireland  the  Privy  Council  and  the 
Poor  Law  Commissioners.  In  the  name 
of  his  fellow-citizens  he  would  say,  that 
if  the  office  of  Lord  Lieutenant  were  abo- 
lished, ho  would  make  the  Government  a 
present  of  the  Privy  Council,  and  of  the 
Poor  Law  Commission,  which  the  noble 
Lord  so  kindly  said  he  would  leave  be- 
hind. With  respect  to  the  Queen's  visits 
to  Ireland,  he  should  be  rejoiced  to  see 
Her  Majesty  in  that  part  of  the  empire  in 
every  year  of  Her  life,  which  he  sincerely 
hoped  would  be  a  long  and  happy  one. 
But  had  the  noble  Lord  put  that  in  the 
Bill  ?  He  paused  for  an  answer.  Had  the 
noble  Lord  inserted  such  a  clause  in  the 
Bill  ?  He  might  be  told  that  that  would 
be  trammelling  Her  Majesty's  actions;  but 
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the  Irish  people  would  accept  all  reason- 
able excuses  for  an  omission,  in  the  hope 
that  on  her  next  visit  Her  Majesty  would 
make  a  longer  stay.  He  belieTed  that 
the  noble  Lord  intended  well  to  Ireland; 
but  he  thought  that  the  noble  Lord  had 
been  badly  advised.  And  let  him  remind 
the  noble  Lord  that  he  was  inflicting  this 
wound  upon  Ireland  at  a  period  unparal- 
leled in  her  history — after  four  years  of 
destitution  and  famine — a  period  when  she 
had  lost  half  a  million  of  her  population  by 
a  forced  emigration  from  the  land  of  their 
birth,  and  another  half  million  by  fa- 
mine, and  when  the  soil  remained  unculti- 
vated, and  the  population  unemployed. 
The  case  of  Scotland  presented  no  analogy. 
Scotland  had  her  own  religion;  England 
had  forced  her  own  religion  upon  Ireland. 
Presbyterianism  was  the  established  reli- 
gion of  Scotland,  and  he  rejoiced  that  it 
was  so,  as  an  acknowledgment  that  the 
Church  of  the  majority  should  be  the  es- 
tablished religion.  But  what  had  been 
done  in  Ireland  ?  The  Protestant  religion 
had  been  forced  down  the  throats  of  the 
Catholic  people,  the  vast  majority  of  whom 
were  compelled  to  support  the  religion 
of  the  small  Protestant  minority,  and 
yet  they  were  told  that  Ireland  was  an  in- 
tegral part  of  the  empire.  Let  there  be 
nothing  said  of  equality  of  rights  in  the  two 
countries  until  the  temporalities  of  that 
Church  had  been  abolished.  The  noble 
Lord  said  that  this  was  the  time  for  the 
abolition  of  this  office.  That  proposition 
he  denied.  He  gave  notice  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork,  and  the  other  Irish 
Members  who  would  vote  that  night  on 
conscientious  motives,  that  if  the  people  of 
Ireland  had  a  vote  on  the  question,  they 
would  not  be  with  them  on  this  occasion. 
He  believed  that  if  the  people  of  Ireland 
were  polled,  19-20ths  of  both  sexes  would 
be  found  to  vote  against  this  Bill.  It  was 
said  that  the  Nation  newspaper  was  for 
this  Bill,  and  so,  no  doubt,  would  bo  the 
people  of  Ballingarry.  If  he  were  a  re- 
publican, he  also  would  be  for  the  Bill, 
and  not  only  that,  but  he  would  go  down 
on  his  knees  to  say  a  Pater  and  Ave  for 
the  noble  Lord  for  having  introduced  it. 
With  regard  to  Ballingarry,  he  would  tell 
them  that  they  might  as  well  call  a  colli- 
sion between  a  wheelbarrow  and  an  omni- 
bus an  earthquake,  as  apply  the  term  re- 
bellion to  the  proceedings  that  had  taken 
place  there.  In  conclusion,  he  implored  of 
the  noble  Lord  to  withdraw  the  Bill,  as 
be  could  assure  him  he  would  not  live 


twelve  months  after  it  passed  without  re- 
gretting that  he  had  followed  the  counsel 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Montrose  on  the 
subject. 

Mr.  DISRAELI :  Sir,  the  Motion  be- 
fore  the  House  is  for  leave  to  bring  in  a 
Bill  to  provide  for  the  abolition  of  the 
office  of  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  and 
for  the  appointment  of  a  fourth  Secre- 
tary of  State;  and  the  House  must,  doubt- 
lessly, be  aware  that,  during  the  interest- 
ing and  prolonged  discussion  which  has 
taken  place,  no  observation  has  been  made 
upon  the  second  object  of  the  Bill.  I 
am  far  from  wishing  to  treat  with  dis- 
respect its  first  object ;  and  if  I  do  not 
allude  to  it  at  length,  it  is  because  it 
has  received  considerable  attention  from 
hon.  Gentlemen  well  qualified  to  give  an 
opinion  upon  a  subject  naturally  very  in- 
teresting to  them — I  mean  the  Members 
connected  with  the  sister  kingdom.  Gene- 
rally speaking,  I  must  say  that,  with  refer*' 
ence  to  the  office  of  Lord  Lieutenant,  I 
should  feel  disposed  to  defer  to  the  feel- 
ings of  Irish  Members  ;  but  I  am  sorry 
to  say  that  upon  this,  as  upon  every 
other  occasion,  it  is  extremely  difficult  to 
ascertain  what  are  the  feelings  of  the 
Irish  Members.  If  I  had  the  good  fortune 
to  be  an  Irish  Member,  I  should  not  hesi- 
tate as  to  the  course  which  I  should  adopt. 
I  cannot  pretend  to  have  given  very  deep 
consideration  to  the  question.  It  is  true  I 
have  heard,  as  many  hon.  Gentlemen  have 
no  doubt  heard,  what  the  popular  opinion 
is  upon  the  subject;  and  I  admit,  no  mat- 
ter what  might  have  been  my  opinion  upon 
the  question  as  a  matter  of  sentiment,  that 
I  had  a  vague  idea  that  there  were  im- 
portant political  reasons  for  the  aboli- 
tion of  the  office.  This  was  my  impres- 
sion until  I  heard  the  address  of  the  noble 
Lord  the  First  Minister  of  the  Crown. 
That  impression,  however,  has  been  com- 
pletely removed  by  his  address.  I  listened 
to  the  speech  with  the  utmost  attention, 
and  it  appeared  to  me  that  no  one  ever 
more  successfully  demolished  the  proposi- 
tion which  he  presented  than  did  the  noble 
Lord.  He  said  there  were  great  political 
reasons  which  influenced  him.  He  said, 
''The  measure  which  I  am  going  to  pro- 
pose is  a  measure  for  the  abolition,  in  the 
first  place,  of  the  Lord  Lieutenancy  of 
Ireland.  Ireland  is  extremely  tranquil — 
particularly  well  governed — and  there  is 
an  individual  who  is  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
that  country,  and  who  is  the  most  successful 
governor  that  ever  flourished,  and  I  Am 
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going  to  take  liim  away."  This  is  the 
great  political  reason  which  the  nohle  Lord 
gate  for  the  course  which  he  intended  to 
pursue.  Then,  after  the  political  reason, 
there  was  a  moral  reason.  He  said, 
•*  The  expenditure  of  private  families  is 
more  considerahle  than  desirable.  The 
Irish  gentry  arc  put  to  considerable  expense 
in  going  to  court  in  Dublin  ;  but,  to  avoid 
this  for  the  future,  they  will  not  have  to 
pay  their  court  in  Dublin,  but  they  will 
have  to  come  to  the  Court  at  London." 
There  was  also  a  third  reason,  which  I 
cannot  exactly  describe  as  a  political  or  as 
a  moral  reason,  but  as  rather  a  loyal  one. 
The  noble  Lord  said  nothing  could  be  more 
gratifying  to  Her  Majesty  than  to  visit 
Ireland,  and  that  nothing  could  be  more 
commendable  than  the  loyalty  of  Her  sub- 
jects in  that  portion  of  the  empire.  This 
was  a  communication  which  we  did  not 
doubt,  and  one,  I  am  sure,  always  gratifying 
to  the  House  to  hear;  but  because  nothing 
could  be  more  complete  than  the  gratifica- 
tion of  our  Sovereign,  or  nothing  more 
sincere  and  united  than  the  ebullition  of 
loyalty  which  greeted  Her,  the  noble 
Lord  says  he  will  put  an  end  to  all  the 
circumstances  and  causes  which  bring 
about  these  results.  The  noble  Lord  was 
ably  supported  by  several  hon.  Gentlemen 
who  followed  him  in  the  debate.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Cork  made  a  powerful 
address  to  the  House.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man called  attention  to  the  conduct  of  the 
Lord  Deputies  in  the  time  of  the  Planta- 
genets,  and  framed  upon  it  an  argument 
On  the  possible  conduct  of  Lord  Lieuten- 
ants of  the  present  day.  But  if  the  Lord 
Deputies  of  the  time  to  which  the  hon. 
Gentleman  alluded  were  strangers  to  Ire- 
land, and  had  no  sympathies  in  common 
with  the  people ;  it  might  as  well  be 
urged  that  the  Plantagenet  kings  of  Eng- 
land were  strangers  to  the  people  ;  yet 
no  one  would  pretend  that  the  state  of  Eng- 
land was  not  very  flourishing  in  those 
days.  I  protest  against  legislating  in  the 
present  day  on  the  abolition  of  the  office 
of  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  by  appeals 
to  the  time  of  Henry  II.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Cork,  after  indulging  in  these  his- 
torical associations,  proceeded  to  show  the 
practical  inutility  of  the  present  measure. 
He  said,  "  As  long  as  you  have  a  Lord 
Lieutenant  in  Ireland,  you  will  destroy  the 
self-reliance  of  the  people,  because  they 
are  in  the  habit  of  constantly  asking  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  for  advice  on  all  imagin- 
able BubjectSi  and  unless  you  abolish  the 


Lord  Lieutenancy  you  cannot  develop  a 
spirit  of  self-reliance  in  the  Irish  people." 
The  hon.  Gentleman  then  went  on  to  say, 
"  Give  the  Lord  Chancellor  the  same  func- 
tions as  those  now  exercised  by  the  Lord 
Lieutenant,  and  you  will  have  a  person 
who  can  communicate  with  those  who 
seek  his  advice,  and  one  to  whom  the 
people  can  write  for  advice  by  every 
post."  I  should  like  to  know  in  what 
respect  the  proposition  of  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman meets  his  own  difficulty,  because 
I  cannot  see  how  the  self-reliance  of  the 
people  is  to  be  more  developed  if  the  Lord 
Chancellor  is  to  have  delegated  to  him 
all  the  functions  which  were  formerly 
discharged  by  the  Lord  Lieutenant.  The 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  Middlesex, 
whose  accurate  knowledge  of  the  con- 
dition of  Ireland,  I  am  sure,  is  acknow- 
ledged, though  he  is  not  an  Irish  Mem- 
ber, made  an  able  speech,  as  he  always 
does,  and  supported  the  Motion  on  the  as- 
sumption that  the  government  of  Ireland 
under  a  Viceroy  had  been  a  government  of 
jobbing,  corruption,  and  misrule.  But  I 
could  refer  to  periods  in  the  history  of  this 
country,  and  make  as  good  a  case  against 
the  Parliament  and  the  Government  of  this 
country  as  he  has  made  against  the  Go- 
vernment of  the  Castle  of  Dublin.  I,  too, 
might  refer  to  backstair  influences  which 
affected  our  administration  and  Parliament 
even  in  comparatively  recent  periods;  but 
would  any  such  reference  bo  said  fairly  to 
apply  to  the  present  period  ?  The  institu- 
tions of  a  country  take  their  character 
from  the  age  in  which  they  flourish.  No 
doubt,  the  Castle  of  Dublin  was  once,  like 
other  courts,  as  corrupt  as  the  country 
could  bear.  But  public  spirit  is  improved 
since  those  periods,  and  just  as  you  could  not 
have  such  illegitimate  influences  acting  upon 
the  Government  in  England  now,  so  it  is 
quite  possible  for  you  to  have  a  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant pure  and  just  in  the  relations  of  life, 
and  who  will  administer  the  government 
with  justice  and  impartiality.  I  protest, 
therefore,  at  being  called  on  to  decide  upon 
the  character  of  an  institution  by  reference 
to  scenes  and  characters  that  flourished  in 
the  Castle  of  Dublin  under  circumstances 
quite  different.  But  if  libels  published  in 
newspapers  are  to  be  cited  as  evidence 
against  the  character  of  a  court,  I  would 
remind  the  House  that  at  a  period  compa- 
ratively recent,  the  person  of  the  British 
Sovereign  was  very  freely  libelled,  and  yet 
that  was  never  adduced  as  an  argument 
for  the  abolition  of  the  Monarchy.     It  ia 


221     Lord  Lieitienanoy  Aholition     {  Hat  17} 


{Ireland)  Bill. 


222 


not  my  inteDtion  to  vote  against  the  Mo- 
tion of  the  noble  Lord — a  Motion  merely  for 
leave  to  bring  in  a  Bill,  because  that  would 
be  an  act  of  discourtesy  to  a  Minister  of  tbe 
Crown;  and  the  noble  Lord,  of  all  persons, 
is  not  tbe  Minister  to  whom  I  would  so 
act;  but  I  wish  to  observe,  that  no  hon. 
Member  has  alluded  to  the  second  portion  of 
the  object  of  the  proposed  Bill.  It  is  an 
important  one.  It  may,  or  it  may  not,  be 
necessary  to  abolish  the  office  of  the  Lord 
Lieutenant.  I  have  no  doubt,  however, 
that,  before  it  takes  place,  we  shall  have 
an  ample  and  satisfactory  discussion  upon 
that  head  ;  but  I  think  it  would  be  per- 
fectly consistent  to  accede  to  the  abolition 
of  the  office  of  Lord  Lieutenant,  without 
acceding  to  the  proposition  of  appointing  a 
fourth  Secretary  of  State.  I  hope  the 
House  will  consider  the  importance  of  se- 
parating these  two  points.  It  is  only 
recently  since  we  appointed  a  third  Secre- 
tary of  State  in  this  country;  and  we  should 
remember  that  Secretary  of  State  had  a 
province  allotted  to  him,  and  an  office  the 
duties  of  which,  in  all  probability,  may  be 
soon  greatly  diminished.  I  allude  to  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies. 
Night  after  night  you  are  telling  us  that 
the  colonies  must  be  allowed  to  govern 
themselves.  If  this  permission  be  accorded 
them,  the  duties  of  the  Colonial  Office 
may  soon  be  very  much  diminished. 
Well,  you  are  now  crudely  and  suddenly 
called  upon  to  appoint  a  fourth  Secretary 
of  State.  This  is  a  proposition  different 
from  that  involving  the  abolition  of  the 
Lord  Lieutenancy,  and  also  different 
from  the  proposition  made  some  time  since 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Montrose.  Re- 
member what  Sir  William  Wyudham  said, 
speaking  of  Secretaries  of  State,  *'  These 
great  officers  never  appear  without  an 
equipage  of  clerks.**  There  were  con- 
siderable objections  raised  at  the  time 
to  the  appointment  of  a  third  Secretary 
of  State;  and  it  was  then  urged  that 
the  appointment  would  not  materially, 
or  at  all,  add  to  the  expenditure  of  the 
country.  But  what  has  been  the  result  ? 
Why,  the  expenditure  on  account  of  the 
third  Secretary  is80,000^  per  annum;  and 
yet  we  are  now  called  upon  to  appoint  a 
fourth  Secretary  of  State  without  any 
man  in  the  Cabinet,  or  out  of  it,  having  any 
precise  idea  what  the  nature  of  his  duties 
are  to  be,  or  what  the  expenditure  is 
likely  to  be.  Even  the  noble  Lord  has 
not  told  us,  for  he  told  us  that  there 
were  many  duties  of  the   Secretaries  of 


State  which  were  not  to  be  performed 
by  the  new  Secretary.  I  cannot  consent 
to  the  appointment  of  a  fourth  Secretary 
of  State  with  his  equipage  of  clerks,  un- 
less we  have  more  information  from  the 
Government.  I  see  no  reason  why  the 
affairs  of  Ireland  may  not  be  placed  under 
the  direction  of  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department.  The  affairs  of 
Scotland  and  of  Wales  are  under  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment; and,  since  there  is  a  desire 
for  a  similarity  of  administration,  why 
should  not  Ireland  be  placed  with  the 
others  ?  It  may  be  necessary  that  there 
should  be  subordinate  assistance.  That 
assistance  I  would  give;  but  hesitate,  I  beg 
of  you,  before  you  sanction  the  appointment 
of  a  fourth  Secretary  of  State,  with  all  the 
patronage  of  such  an  office,  until  you  have 
ascertained  whether  there  will  be  sufficient 
work  for  the  three  Secretaries  of  State 
^hom  you  have  already  appointed.  I  re- 
member my  ever  to  be  lamented  friend 
Lord  George  Bentinck — who  was  extreme- 
ly jealous  of  an  increase  of  patronage,  and 
who  thought  that  the  Whig  administration 
had  a  peculiar  talent  for  multiplying  offices 
— saying  (and  the  statement  was  never 
contradicted)  that  the  Irish  famine  was  in 
one  sense  a  godsend,  for  it  gave  the  Whig 
Government  16,500  places.  Now,  Sir,  we 
have  a  new  proposition,  upon  which  I  will 
not  give  any  very  decided  opinion,  except 
that  it  savours  somewhat  of  fantastical  re- 
form. No  one  doubts  that  Ireland  might 
continue  to  be  governed  as  well,  and  I  think 
better,  without  this  alteration ;  yet,  under 
the  shadow  and  colour  of  this  alteration,  yon 
are  called  upon  to  appoint  another  officer  of 
State  of  the  highest  class,  and  of  the  great- 
est salary,  and,  moreover,  whose  appoint- 
ment must  lead  to  an  equipage  whose  sal- 
aries will  in  all  probability  quintuple  in  the 
first  year  that  of  their  chief.  If  this  were  not 
a  House  of  financial  reformers,  these  sug- 
gestions might  have  some  influence;  but  I 
know  that  in  a  House  of  financial  reform- 
ers, economy  is  a  subject  which  is  never 
considered.  In  the  good  days  of  that 
great  man  whose  words  I  have  quoted 
(Sir  William  Wyndham),  if  a  Minister  had 
brought  forward  a  Bill  like  this,  you  might 
have  had  a  Place  Bill  brought  forward, 
and  perhaps  carried;  but,  with  an  associa- 
tion of  financial  reformers,  I  feel  we  have 
a  barrier  to  deal  with  against  any  propo- 
sition for  reduction,  which  no  one  can  sur- 
mount. In  olden  times  we  might  have 
opposed  this  measure  with  sympathy  out  of 
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doors,  and  perhaps  success  within;  hut  in  a 
liberal  age  this  is  impossible.  And  why?  We 
have  just  been  listening  to  one  of  the  most 
earnest  supporters  they  have  in  this  House 
— the  Lord  Mayor  of  Dublin — who  has 
come  here  in  all  the  paraphernalia  of  his 
office — to  add  weight  and  importance  to 
the  great  authority  which  he  lends  the 
Government.  What  says  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Lord  Mayor  of  Dub- 
lin ?  He  says,  ''If  I  had  time  I 
would  really  impeach  the  Government. 
The  question  of  the  savings  banks  alone  is 
one  upon  which  they  ought  to  be  called 
over  the  coals."  But  if  the  existence  of 
the  Government  was  at  stake,  why  then 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  who  thinks 
they  ought  to  be  impeached,  would  at 
once  come  down  and  vote  for  them.  What 
is  the  state  of  the  country  at  this  time  ? 
When  you  are  telling  us  night  after  night 
that  you  cannot  bear  the  burden  of  taxa- 
tion, and  that  you  only  vote  against  Mo- 
tions, the  object  of  which  is  to  relieve  thai 
burden,  because  you  are  afraid  that  the 
existence  of  the  Government  would  be  en- 
dangered, what  is  the  real  state  of  the 
country  ?  Why,  Her  Majesty's  Ministers 
themselves,  who  take  a  favourable  view  of 
the  state  of  the  country,  what  do  they  say  ? 
They  say  that  the  country  is  not  ruined — 
that  only  the  middle  classes  are  ruined. 
But  surely  that  is  enough  to  make  you 
pause  before  you  accede  to  the  appoint- 
ment of  one  of  the  most  expensive,  and,  as 
far  as  any  data  have  been  placed  before 
us,  one  of  the  most  unnecessary  of  offices, 
with  an  establishment  of  a  very  great  and 
necessarily  increasing  amount.  We  on  this 
side  of  the  House  know  that,  as  far  as  our 
constituents  are  concerned,  we  are  not 
justified  in  acceding  to  any  proposition  the 
object  of  which  is  to  increase  the  public 
expenditure.  The  greatest  portion  of  the 
ruinedmiddle  class  that  we  represent,  really 
cannot  view  the  institution  of  a  new  office 
of  this  description  without  considerable 
alarm.  I  know  very  well  that  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Ministers  may  tell  us  that  practically 
there  will  not  be  any  gteat  increase  of  ex- 
penditure, because,  on  the  one  hand,  they 
are  abolishing  an  expensive  office;  and,  on 
the  other,  are  only  applying  the  funds 
which  have  hitherto  been  appropriated  to 
it  to  the  payment  of  the  expense  of  the 
new  offices  which  were  now  projected.  But 
we  must  not  be  permitted  to  indulge  in  such 
a  dream.  The  noble  Lord  has  not  spoken 
with  very  considerable  frankness  upon  the 
subject*     One  might  say,  indeed,  that,  to- 


night, frankness  has  not  been  the  forte  of 
the  noble  Lord.  But  he  has  given  us  a 
hint  that  increased  expenditure  must  accrue 
from  the  new  system.  He  has  told  us  that 
there  are  necessarily  pensions  and  super- 
annuations to  be  given  to  officials  who  can- 
not be  removed;  and  certainly  I  am  the  last 
person  who  would  give  a  vote  which  would 
unjustly  press  upon  individuals  of  that  class. 
But,  whatever  may  be  our  feelings  of  jus- 
tice, the  bill  must  be  paid,  and  in  proviaing 
for  those  individuals,  who,  I  am  informed, 
are  no  scanty  class,  a  considerable  portion 
of  the  funds  which  now  go  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  will  be  required.  That,  how- 
ever, is  only  a  fraction  of  the  greater  ex- 
penditure which  the  noble  Lord  shadowed 
forth.  He  offers  to  Ireland  the  gracious 
boon  of  an  annual  visit  of  a  beloved  Sove- 
reign, but  also  reminds  us  that  there  must 
necessarily  be  a  vote — an  annual  vote — 
for  that  purpose,  in  addition  to  the  civil 
list.  [Lord  J.  Russell  :  I  did  not  say  an 
annual  visit,  nor  an  annual  vote.]  Ah  ! 
You  see  already  the  visit  is  not  to  be  an 
annual  one !  But  if  the  visits  are  to  be 
occasional  only,  then  I  maintain  that  occa- 
sional visits  are  more  expensive  than  annual 
ones.  An  annual  visit,  always  expected,  and 
for  which  all  are  prepared,  would  be  much 
more  economical  than  an  occasional  visit, 
often  delayed,  long  procrastinated,  and 
compensated  for  by  a  lavish  and  profuse 
expenditure  when  it  arrives.  Though,  un- 
der all  the  circumstances,  it  may  be  grati- 
fying to  all  of  you  that  the  visit  should  tiike 
place,  still,  in  an  age  of  economy  and  in 
a  House  full  of  financial  reformers,  we  must 
take  into  our  serious  consideration  the 
facts  which  influence  the  Government 
in  making  such  a  proposition.  I  as- 
sume that  the  whole  expenditure  of  the 
office  of  Secretary  of  State  for  Ireland  will 
be  an  addition  to  the  general  expenditure 
of  the  country;  and  I  believe  that  the  great 
majority  of  the  House  are  also  of  that 
opinion.  What  I  want  the  House  to  feel 
is,  that  they  are  called  upon  to-night  for 
the  first  time,  not  merely  to  assent  to  the 
abolition  of  an  office  which,  upon  the  sur- 
face of  it,  has  a  character  of  economy, 
but  to  embark  in  a  course  which,  in- 
dependent of  every  consideration  of  policy, 
must  be  a  source  of  increased  and,  I  be- 
lieve, of  lavish  expenditure.  Lot  those 
who  represent  the  ruined  middle  class, 
whether  they  live  in  those  towns  in  the 
north  which,  two  or  three  years  ago,  were 
to  rule  all  England — who,  whether  they  re- 
side in  Manchester  or  Liverpooli  or  in  tho 


225     Lwrd  LieiUmancy  AbolUum     {Hat  17} 


{Ireland)  Bill. 


22& 


V  ^ 


districts  and  counties  which  we  represent 
— all  equally  agree  in  thinking  it  to  be 
impossible  for  tiiem  to  meet  the  present 
claims  of  taxation;  let  them  well  consider 
what  the  nature  of  the  present  proposition 
is.  Are  we  to  sanction  the  institution 
of  another  department  of  State,  and 
that  one  which  necessarily  entails  a  vast 
expenditure?  I  was  not  before  aware 
that  our  external  condition  was  such 
as  to  justify  increased  expenditure.  I 
should  say,  so  far  as  I  can  form  an 
opinion,  that  we  should  treasure  up  all 
the  resources  we  have,  and  rather  cur- 
tail our  domestic  expenditure  and  pro- 
pare  for  coming  storms — that  we  should 
rather  await  the  hour  when  increased  ex- 
penditure may  be  necessary  to  maintain 
our  national  honour  and  the  national 
safety.  Whether  I  look  to  our  position  at 
home  or  our  position  abroad,  I  cannot 
justify  to  myself  a  vote  that  will  greatly 
increase  the  public  expenditure  of  the 
country.  What  will  the  Committee  up- 
stairs upon  Public  Salaries  say  to  this 
Motion?  Does  the  noble  Lord  mean  to 
refer  the  fourth  Secretary  of  State  to  the 
Committee  upon  Public  Salaries  ?  Per- 
haps he  thinks,  from  experience,  that  it  is 
a  safe  tribunal.  But  *'  the  galled  jade  may 
wince."  He  may  carry  his  system  too  far. 
Even  the  patience  of  a  Parliamentary 
Committee,  managed  by  a  Minister,  may 
be  exhausted  in  a  moment  of  domestic 
disaster  and  foreign  peril.  I  know  that  it 
is  almost  useless  and  presumptuous  on  our 
part  to  make  these  observations.  I  know 
that  it  is  impossible  to  induce  the  House, 
by  a  vote,  to  sanction  the  disapprobation 
which  even  they  probably  feel.  We  cannot 
endanger  the  existence  of  the  present  Go- 
vernment. That  is  clearly  out  of  the  ques- 
tion. We  know  it.  We  have  numbers 
in  this  House  not  contemptible,  and  a  party 
in  the  country  tolerably  numerous;  but  we 
have  no  practical  men  amongst  us,  and 
we  feel  it.  Give  us  practical  men,  and 
we  might  govern  the  country.  Give  us 
a  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  who  would 
only  break  down  four  times  before  Easter 
in  his  budget,  and  we  might  then  look  to 
office.  Give  us  a  practical  man  like  that, 
and  even  the  defunct  Tory  party  might 
once  again  exist.  Give  us  a  practical 
Secretary  for  the  Colonies,  who  finds  only 
three  insurrections  in  Her  Majesty's  do- 
minions at  the  same  moment — with  such  a 
practical  Secretary  of  State  we  could  do 
wonders.  But,  above  all,  give  us  a  practi- 
cal man  for  our  Secretary  of  State  for  Fo- 
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reign  Affairs — ^let  him  deprive  our  Sove- 
reign of  all  Her  allies — with  such  a  prac- 
ticed man  we  even  might  form  a  Min- 
istry. 

Mr.  HUME  considered  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Buckinghamshire  had  not 
formed  a  correct  impression  of 'the  Bill. 
The  House  ought  to  be  jealous  of  any  ap- 
pointment of  a  new  department;  but  the 
hon.  Member  forgot  there  was  a  Secretary 
for  Ireland  with  a  large  establishment, 
which  the  Bill  would  materially  lessen,  and 
the  only  difference  was,  that  the  new  Sec- 
retary would,  with  great  propriety,  have  a 
seat  in  the  Cabinet.  If  Ireland  became  in 
course  of  time  as  quiet  as  Scotland,  her 
affairs  might  be  managed  by  the  Secretary 
for  the  Home  Department.  One  of  the 
main  effects  of  this  measure  would  be  to 
remove  those  abuses  which  arose  from  go- 
verning Ireland  as  a  colony.  The  Bill 
would  create  an  additional  Secretary  of 
State,  who  might  be  consulted  on  all  occa* 
sions  as  to  the  administration  of  Irish  af- 
fairs; and  that  feature  of  the  Bill  induced 
him  to  believe  that  the  measure  would 
work  well.  Let  any  man  look  to  the  state 
of  Ireland  for  the  last  fifty  years,  and  he 
would  find  that  a  great  portion  of  her  evils 
were  attributable  to  the  focus  of  faction  in 
Dublin  Castle.  He  did  not  believe  that 
this  Bill  had  been  introduced  with  the  view 
of  increasing  the  patronage  of  the  Govern- 
ment;  on  the  contrary,  it  appeared  to  him 
that  it  would  effect  a  very  great  and  a  very 
proper  reduction  in  the  expenditure  of  the 
country.  For  one,  he  begged  to  tender  his 
thanks  to  the  noble  Lord  for  having  intro- 
duced this  measure,  which  he  considered 
to  be  one  step  towards  the  redress  of  those 
grievances  of  which  Ireland  had  such  just 
reasons  to  complain.  He  agreed  that  it 
was  only  one  step,  which  should  be  followed 
quickly  by  many  others  in  the  same  direc- 
tion. He  sincerely  trusted  that  every  one 
of  those  institutions  of  which  Englishmen 
were  proud,  and  to  which  they  attributed 
the  properity  of  England,  would  be  extend- 
ed to  Ireland.  Ireland  expected  such  ex- 
tension, and  the  Legislature  was  bound  to 
fulfil  her  expectations.  No  Irishman  in  that 
House  had  regretted  more  deeply  than 
himself  the  misgovernment  of  Ireland,  and 
it  had  ever  been  his  desire  to  remedy  her 
grievances.  He  had  frequently  introduced 
practical  measures  to  remedy  the  abuses  by 
which  Ireland's  prosperity  was  prevented. 
As  long  as  the  domination  of  the  Estab- 
lished Church  was  permitted  to  exist,  Ire- 
land need  not  hope  to  become  a  prosperoua 
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country.  He  had  often  stated  in  that 
House  that  if  he  had  heen  born  in  Ireland 
he  should  have  been  a  rebel;  for  he  would 
never  have  submitted  to  the  injustice  with 
which  that  country  was  treated  by  England, 
at  least  hp  would  have  exerted  himself  con- 
tinually in  attempting  to  free  her  from 
foreign  oppression.  It  was  his  belief  that 
this  was  a  most  important  and  useful  mea- 
sure, and  it  should  therefore  have  his  warm 
support. 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER would  certainly  not  attempt  to  fol- 
low the  hon.  Member  for  Buckinghamshire 
into  that  field  into  which  he  had  invited 
the  House  to  enter,  because  he  was  desirous 
that  the  debate  of  the  evening  should  have 
a  practical  conclusion,  and  that  they  would 
not  separate  before  they  gave  the  noble 
Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Government  per- 
mission to  introduce  the  Bill,  so  that  it 
might  at  once  be  printed  and  circulated 
throughout  Ireland,  whereby  the  inhabi- 
tants of  that  country  would  have  an.  oppor- 
tunity of  becoming  acquainted  with  its  pro- 
visions at  the  earliest  opportunity.  He  rose 
for  the  purpose  of  correcting  an  impression 
which  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  the  Member  for  Buckinghamshire 
might  convey  as  to  the  economy  of  the  pro- 
posed measure.  Now,  it  was  not  in  any 
way  whatsoever  on  account  of  economy 
that  his  noble  Friend  had  submitted  this 
measure  to  the  consideration  of  the  House; 
he  introduced  the  measure  believing  that 
it  would  tend  to  the  good  government  of 
Ireland.  But  the  livefy  imagination  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Buckinghamshire,  the 
light  of  which  they  often  aomired,  had  cer- 
tainly led  him  into  the  strangest  notions  of 
economy  that  ever  were  heard  of;  because, 
if  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  paid  the  slight- 
est attention  to  the  estimates  which  were 
on  the  table  of  the  House,  he  must  have 
seen  that  the  result  of  the  measure,  in  all 
probability,  must  be  to  save  the  country  a 
considerable  portion  of  the  expense  of  a 
great  establishment.  And  what  was  the 
position  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Bucktng- 
namshire  ?  Why  he  said,  **  You  are  goinff 
to  abolish  the  office  of  Lord  Lieutenant  and 
the  offices  connected  therewith,  and  for 
those  offices  you  propose  to  substitute  a 
Secretaryship  of  State,  which  substitution 
must  entail  a  large  additional  expense  on 
the  country;*'  and  the  hon.  Gentleman 
went  on  to  say  that,  in  his  opinion,  the  ex- 

Senses  attendant  on  the  new  office  would 
e  about  100,0001,  instead  of  20,000^, 
the  Bum  DowfviiL  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 


of  Ireland.  Now,  really  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man's imagination  had  soared  rather  higher 
than  usual;  he  had  gone  far  beyond  those 
bounds  by  which  he  ordinarily  limited  him* 
self.  But  what  were  the  facts?  The 
new  Secretaryship  of  State  for  Ireland 
would  in  every  way  resemble  the  Secre- 
taryship of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment. Now,  the  expense  of  the  Homo 
Secretaryship  appeared  bv  the  estimates 
to  be,  in  round  numbers,  z6,000{.  a  year. 
The  expense  of  the  Colonial  Secretaryship, 
including  foreign  postage,  which  amounted 
to  a  considerable  sum,  was  37,0001.  a  year. 
Now,  the  expenditure  >  of  the  Viceroyal 
establishment,  including  the  salary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant,  20,0^2. ;  his  household, 
6,000{. ;  and  the  expense  of  the  Irish  Office, 
22,5001.— amounted  to  48,500/.  There- 
fore, putting  the  expense  of  the  new  Sec- 
retaryship of  State  at  the  highest,  namely, 
37,0002.,  there  would  be  a  saving  to  the 
country  of  1 0,0001.;  and,  supposing  it  to 
be,  as  it  most  probably  would  be,  more 
like  an  expense  to  the  Home  Secretary- 
ship, instead  of  the  Colonial  Secretaryship, 
there  would  be  a  saving  to  the  country  of 
22,0001.  a  year  by  the  change.  He  of 
course  did  not  mean  to  pledge  himself  that 
the  expense  would  be  no  more  than  26,0002. 
a  year.  As  the  measure  had  been  fully 
and  fairly  discussed — as  important  speeches 
on  the  question  had  been  delivered  on  both 
sides,  he  hoped  that  the  House  would  per- 
mit his  noble  Friend  to  introduce  this  Bill, 
so  that  those  whose  interests  would  bo 
more  immediately  affected  by  it  mtffht 
have  as  early  an  opportunity  as  possible 
of  considering  its  details. 

Mr.  LAWLESS  said,  the  Question  had 
not  been  fairly  discussed,  and  ne  therefbre 
proposed  the  adjournment  of  the  debate; 
and  he  did  so  for  three  or  four  brief  reasons  : 
first,  because  neither  the  right  hon.  Baro- 
net the  Member  for  Tamworth,  nor  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  the 
t3niversity  of  Cambridge,  had  taken  part  in 
the  debate,  and  were  not  then  in  the 
House;  and  as  both  of  these  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  had  spoken  on  the  subject  on 
previous  occasions,  it  was  of  the  utmost 
importance  to  the  people  of  Ireland  that 
before  the  debate  concluded  they  should 
express  their  opinions  on  this  Bill.  Another 
reason  was,  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  representative  of  the  city  of  Dublin  had 
not  had  a  fair  hearing.  As  he  (Mr.  Law- 
less) was  anxious  that  the  representatives 
of  Ireland  should  have  an  opportunity  of 
fairly  meeting  the  question,  he  hoped  that 
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the  House  would  consent  to  an  adjourn- 
ment of  the  debate. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  put,  "  That 
this  debate  be  now  adjourned. 

Mr.  M.  J.  O'OONNELL  was  of  opinion 
that  the  majority  in  Ireland,  both  in  Mem- 
bers and  people,  would  be  found  to  be  de- 
cidedly in  fatour  of  the  Bill.  Ue  hoped 
that  they  would  not  haye  a  repetition  of 
those  TOxatious  divisions  which  had  taken 
place  on  the  previous  night  after  twelre 
o'clock*  He  Doped  that  the  opponents  of 
the  measure  would  see  that  they  could  not 
effect  any  real  object  by  entering  into  such 
petty  contests.  He  was  tery  much  sur- 
prised to  hear  the  hon.  Member  for  Buck- 
mghamshire,  in  the  small  portion  of  his 
speech  which  he  dcToted  to  the  question  of 
the  office  of  the  Lord  Lieutenant —  [Mr. 
Lawlbss  :  The  hon.  Gentleman  is  not 
speaking  to  the  question  before  the  House.] 
There  could  be  no  doubt  that  he  was  per- 
fisctly  in  order.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Buckinghamshire,  in  that  small  portion  of 
his  speech  which  he  had  devoted  to  the 
question  before  the  House,  coquetted  in  a 
strange  manner  with  the  Oentlemen  on 
that  (the  Opposition)  side  of  the  House 
who  were  opposed  to  this  abolition.  Ho 
(Mr.  M.  J.  O'Connell)  held  in  his  hand  a  vo- 
lume of  Hamard  which  reported  the  hon. 
Gentleman  to  have  said,  in  his  place  in 
that  House-^"  Thus  they  had  in  Ireland  a 
starving  population,  an  absentee  aristoc- 
racy, an  alien  Church,  and,  in  addition, 
the  weakest  Executive  in  the  world."  That 
was  the  hon.  Gentleman's  description  of 
the  office  of  Irish  Viceroy  in  1844.  That 
phrase  was  itself  a  strong  argument  in 
favour  of  the  abolition  of  the  office  of  Lord 
Lieutenant.  He  believed  that  whatever 
might  have  been  said  against  the  abolition 
in  1 844,  when  Dublin  was  within  twenty- 
four  hours  of  London,  now  when  it  was 
within  twelve  hours  for  travellers,  and, 
would  shortly  be  within  five  hours  for  the 
electric  telegraph,  it  was  quite  absurd  to 
say  anything  against  it  now.  But  his  ob- 
jection to  this  Motion  was,  that  in  the 
hands  of  the  ablest  man  it  was  impossible 
that  it  should  work  well.  In  a  home  por- 
tion of  the  empire  they  had  an  institution 
combining  part  of  the  properties  of  a  colo- 
nial government,  and  part  of  the  oualities 
of  a  foreign  ambassador.  They  had  all 
the  irresponsibility  that  belonged  to  a  colo- 
nial governorship  in  addition  to  all  the  en- 
couragements to  intrigue  and  jobbing  that 
were  inseparable  from  the  carrying  on  of  a 
colonial  governorship  in  connexion  with  the 


working  of  the  present  systom.  The  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  was  in  the  condition 
of  an  ambassador  in  a  strange  land.  Di- 
plomacy was  perhaps  rather  a  delicate 
subject  to  touch  upon  in  the  present  state 
of  affairs;  but  a  great  deal  of  the  evil  tbat 
had  existed  in  Ireland,  even  under  the 
ablest  administration,  appeared  to  him  to 
be  the  result  of  the  semi-diplomatic  char- 
acter of  the  Lord  Lieutenant.  His  belief 
was  that  Ireland  ought  to  bo  governed  in 
the  same  way  that  Scotland  was.  In  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Bucking- 
hamshire, to  which  he  had  alluded,  the 
hon.  Gentleman  expressed  a  hope  that  in 
future  there  would  be  a  better  government 
in  Ireland;  and  he  founded  that  hope  on 
the  existence  of  a  power  that  had  arisen 
in  the  world,  but  was  not  yet  sufficiently 
recognised — a  power  that  doomed  a  system 
which  could  not  bear  discussion.  He  (Mr. 
M.  J.  O*0onnell)  believed  that  this  office 
could  not  bear  discussion,  and  that  there- 
fore its  existence  was  doomed. 

COLOKEL  BIBTHORP  said,  this  was 
nothing  more  nor  less  than  a  job.  Believ- 
ing, as  he  did,  that  instead  of  lessening 
the  expense,  notwithstanding  what  tho 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  said,  it 
was  only  another  measure  of  dangerous 
reform — where  it  would  end  God  only  knew 
— he  should  support  the  Motion  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Meath.  He  did 
not  think  the  measure  had  been  sufficiently 
discussed.  Though  he  was  sure  everybody 
would  be  gratified  if  Her  Gracious  Majesty 
should  visit  that  country,  ho  was  convinced 
that  the  present  system  was  more  likely  to 
benefit  Ireland. 

Colonel  DUNNE  said,  in  the  last  fifty 
years  there  had  been  no  measure  intro- 
duced into  that  House  which  would  have 
such  an  effect  on  the  destinies  of  Ireland  as 
this  measure  would;  and  he  thought  it  was 
but  reasonable  that  every  Irish  Member 
should  have  an  opportunity  of  expressing  his 
sentiments  upon  it.  Therefore,  he  should 
support  the  Motion  for  an  adjournment. 
Almost  all  previous  organic  changes  in  the 
country  had  been  ushered  in  by  a  notifica- 
tion in  tho  Speech  of  Her  Majesty  at  the 
beginning  of  the  Session;  but  no  such  no- 
tification was  given  in  this  instance.  It 
was  true  that  reports  were  spread  that  it 
was  the  intention  to  abolish  the  office;  but 
seeing  that  no  Bill  was  introduced  in  an 
earlier  period  of  the  Session,  people  began  to 
think  it  would  not  be  introduced;  and  it  was 
owing  to  that,  he  believed,  that  there  was 
80  much  apathj  on.  thi^  ^>ab\^^\.\XL\\^^a2DL\^ 
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country.  He  had  often  stated  in  tbat 
House  that  if  he  had  been  born  in  Ireland 
he  should  have  been  a  rebel;  for  he  would 
never  have  submitted  to  the  injustice  with 
which  that  country  was  treated  by  England, 
at  least  hp  would  have  exerted  himseff  con- 
tinually in  attempting  to  free  her  fi'om 
foreign  oppression.  It  was  his  belief  that 
this  was  a  most  important  and  useful  mea- 
sure, and  it  should  therefore  have  his  warm 
support. 

The  CHANCELLOR  op  thb  EXCHE- 
QUER  would  certainly  not  attempt  to  fol- 
low the  hon.  Member  for  Buckinghamshire 
into  that  field  into  which  he  had  invited 
the  House  to  enter,  because  he  was  desirous 
that  the  debate  of  the  evening  should  have 
a  practical  conclusion,  and  that  they  would 
not  separate  before  they  gave  the  noble 
Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Government  per- 
mission to  introduce  the  Bill,  so  that  it 
might  at  once  be  printed  and  circulated 
throughout  Ireland,  whereby  the  inhabi- 
tants of  that  country  would  have  an.  oppor- 
tunity of  becoming  acquainted  with  its  pro- 
visions at  the  earliest  opportunity.  He  rose 
for  the  purpose  of  correcting  an  impression 
which  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  the  Member  for  Buckinghamshire 
might  convey  as  to  the  economy  of  the  pro- 
posed measure.  Now,  it  was  not  in  any 
way  whatsoever  on  account  of  economy 
that  his  noble  Friend  had  submitted  this 
measure  to  the  consideration  of  the  House; 
he  introduced  the  measure  believing  that 
it  would  tend  to  the  ffood  government  of 
Ireland.  But  the  livefy  imagination  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Buckinghamshire,  the 
light  of  which  they  often  admired,  had  cer- 
tainly led  him  into  the  strangest  notions  of 
economy  that  ever  were  heard  of;  because, 
if  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  paid  the  slight- 
est attention  to  the  estimates  which  were 
on  the  table  of  the  House,  he  must  have 
seen  that  the  result  of  the  measure,  in  all 
probability,  must  be  to  save  the  country  a 
considerable  portion  of  the  expense  of  a 
great  establisnment.     And  what  was  the 

tosition  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Bucking- 
amshire  ?  Why  he  said,  "  You  are  going 
to  abolish  the  office  of  Lord  Lieutenant  and 
the  offices  connected  therewith,  and  for 
those  offices  you  propose  to  substitute  a 
Secretaryship  of  State,  which  substitution 
must  entail  a  large  additional  expense  on 
the  country;**  and  the  hon.  Gentleman 
went  on  to  say  that,  in  his  opinion,  the  ex- 
penses attendant  on  the  new  office  would 
be  about  100,000?.,  instead  of  20,000?., 
the  Bum  powpaid  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 


of  Ireland.  Now,  really  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man's imagination  had  soared  rather  higher 
than  usual;  he  had  gone  far  beyond  those 
bounds  by  which  he  ordinarily  limited  him- 
self. But  what  were  the  facts?  The 
new  Secretaryship  of  State  for  Ireland 
would  in  every  way  resemble  the  Secre- 
taryship of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment. Now,  the  expense  of  the  Homo 
Secretaryship  appeared  by  the  estimates 
to  be,  in  round  numbers,  zG.OOOt.  a  year. 
The  expense  of  the  Colonial  Secretaryship, 
including  foreign  postage,  wbich  amounted 
to  a  considerable  sum,  was  37,0001.  a  year. 
Now,  the  expenditure  i  of  the  Viceroyal 
establishment,  including  the  salary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant,  20,0W)?.;  his  household, 
6,000t. ;  and  the  expense  of  the  Irish  Office^ 
22,5001.— amounted  to  48,500?.  There- 
fore, putting  the  expense  of  the  new  Sec- 
retaryship of  State  at  the  highest,  namely, 
37,000?.,  there  would  be  a  saving  to  the 
country  of  10,000?.;  and,  supposing  it  to 
be,  as  it  most  probably  would  be,  more 
like  an  expense  to  the  Home  Secretary- 
ship, instead  of  the  Colonial  Secretaryship, 
there  would  be  a  saving  to  the  country  of 
22,000?.  a  year  by  the  change.  He  of 
course  did  not  mean  to  pledge  himself  that 
the  expense  would  be  no  more  than  26,000?. 
a  year.  As  the  measure  had  been  fully 
and  fairly  discussed — as  important  speeches 
on  the  question  had  been  dfelivered  on  both 
sides,  he  hoped  that  the  House  would  per- 
mit his  noble  Friend  to  introduce  this  Bill, 
so  that  those  whose  interests  would  bo 
more  immediately  affected  by  it  miffht 
have  as  early  an  opportunity  as  possible 
of  considering  its  details. 

Mr.  LAWLESS  said,  the  Question  had 
not  been  fairly  discussed,  and  he  thcrefbre 
proposed  the  adjournment  of  the  debate; 
and  he  did  so  for  three  or  four  brief  reasons  : 
first,  because  neither  the  right  hon.  Baro- 
net the  Member  for  Tarn  worth,  nor  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  the 
University  of  Cambridge,  had  taken  p&rt  in 
the  debate,  and  were  not  then  m  the 
House;  and  as  both  of  these  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  had  spoken  on  the  subject  on 
previous  occasions,  it  was  of  the  utmost 
importance  to  the  people  of  Ireland  that 
before  the  debate  concluded  they  should 
express  their  opinions  on  this  Bill.  Another 
reason  was,  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  representative  of  the  city  of  Dublin  had 
not  had  a  fair  hearing.  As  he  (Mr.  Law- 
less) was  anxious  that  the  representatives 
of  Ireland  should  have  an  opportunity  of 
fiiirly  meeting  the  question^  he  hoped  that 
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the  Hoase  would  consent  to  an  adjourn- 
metit  of  the  debate. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  put,  "  That 
this  debate  be  now  adjourned. 

Mr.  M.  J.  0*CONN£LL  was  of  opinion 
that  the  majority  in  Ireland,  both  in  Mem- 
bers and  people,  would  be  found  to  be  de- 
cidedly in  favour  of  the  Bill.  He  hoped 
that  they  would  not  hare  a  repetition  of 
those  veiatious  divisions  which  had  taken 
place  on  the  previous  night  after  twelve 
o*olock«  He  hoped  that  the  opponents  of 
the  measure  would  see  that  they  could  not 
effect  any  real  object  by  entering  into  such 
petty  contests.  He  was  tery  much  sur- 
prised to  hear  the  hon.  Member  for  Buck- 
inghamshire, in  the  small  portion  of  his 
ipeech  which  he  devoted  to  the  question  of 
the  office  of  the  Lord  Lieutenant —  [Mr. 
Lawlkss  :  The  hon.  Gentleman  is  not 
speaking  to  the  question  before  the  House.] 
There  could  be  no  doubt  that  he  was  per- 
flsotly  in  order.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Buckinghamshire,  in  that  small  portion  of 
his  speech  which  he  had  devoted  to  the 
question  before  the  House,  coquetted  in  a 
strange  manner  with  the  Gentlemen  on 
that  (the  Opposition)  side  of  the  House 
who  were  opposed  to  this  abolition.  He 
(Mr.  M.  J.  0'Oonnell)beld  in  his  hand  a  vo- 
lume of  Hamard  which  reported  the  hon. 
Gentleman  to  have  said,  in  his  place  in 
that  Honse-^"  Thus  they  had  in  Ireland  a 
starving  population,  an  absentee  aristoc- 
racy, an  alien  Church,  and,  in  addition, 
the  weakest  Eiecutive  in  the  world."  That 
was  the  hon.  Gentleman's  description  of 
the  office  of  Irish  Viceroy  in  1844.     That 

5 phrase  was  itself  a  strong  argument  in 
atour  of  the  abolition  of  the  office  of  Lord 
Lieutenant.  He  believed  that  whatever 
might  have  been  said  against  the  abolition 
in  1 844,  when  Dublin  was  within  twenty- 
four  hours  of  London,  now  when  it  was 
within  twelve  hours  for  travellers,  and, 
would  shortly  be  within  five  hours  for  the 
electric  telegraph,  it  was  quite  absurd  to 
say  anything  against  it  now.  But  his  ob- 
jection to  this  Motion  was,  that  in  the 
hands  of  the  ablest  man  it  was  impossible 
that  it  should  work  well.  In  a  home  por- 
tion of  the  empire  they  had  an  institution 
combining  part  of  the  properties  of  a  colo- 
nial government,  and  part  of  the  qualities 
of  a  foreign  ambassador.  They  had  all 
the  irresponsibility  that  belonged  to  a  colo- 
nial governorship  in  addition  to  all  the  en- 
couragements to  intrigue  and  jobbing  that 
were  inseparable  from  the  carrying  on  of  a 
colonial  governorship  in  connexion  with  the 


working  of  the  present  system.  The  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  was  in  the  condition 
of  an  ambassador  in  a  strange  land.  Di- 
plomacy was  perhaps  rather  a  delicate 
subject  to  touch  upon  in  the  present  state 
of  affairs;  but  a  great  deal  of  the  evil  that 
had  existed  in  Ireland,  even  under  the 
ablest  administration,  appeared  to  him  to 
be  the  result  of  the  semi-diplomatic  char- 
acter of  the  Lord  Lieutenant.  His  belief 
was  that  Ireland  ought  to  be  governed  in 
the  same  way  that  Scotland  was.  In  tho 
speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Bucking- 
hamshire, to  which  he  had  alluded,  the 
hon.  Gentleman  expressed  a  hope  that  in 
future  there  would  be  a  better  government 
in  Ireland;  and  he  founded  that  hope  on 
the  existence  of  a  power  that  had  arisen 
in  the  world,  but  was  not  yet  sufficiently 
recognised — a  power  that  doomed  a  system 
which  could  not  bear  discussion.  He  (Mr. 
M.  J.  0*Gonnell)  believed  that  this  office 
could  not  bear  discussion,  and  that  there- 
fore its  existence  was  doomed. 

Colonel  SIBTHORP  said,  this  was 
nothing  more  nor  less  than  a  job.  Believ- 
ing, as  he  did,  that  instead  of  lessening 
the  expense,  notwithstanding  what  tho 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  said,  it 
was  only  another  measure  of  dangerous 
reform — where  it  would  end  God  only  knew 
— he  should  support  the  Motion  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Meath.  He  did 
not  think  the  measure  had  been  sufficiently 
discussed.  Though  ho  was  sure  everybody 
would  be  gratified  if  Her  Gracious  Majesty 
should  visit  that  country,  he  was  convinced 
that  the  present  system  was  more  likely  to 
benefit  Ireland. 

CoLO.HEL  DUNNE  said,  in  the  last  fifty 
years  there  had  been  no  measure  intro- 
duced into  that  House  which  would  have 
such  an  effect  on  the  destinies  of  Ireland  as 
this  measure  would;  and  he  thought  it  was 
but  reasonable  that  every  Irish  Member 
should  have  an  opportunity  of  expressing  his 
sentiments  upon  it.  Therefore,  he  should 
support  the  Motion  for  an  adjournment. 
Almost  all  previous  organic  changes  in  tho 
country  had  been  ushered  in  by  a  notifica- 
tion in  the  Speech  of  Her  Majesty  at  tho 
beginning  of  the  Session;  but  no  such  no- 
tification was  given  in  this  instance.  It 
was  true  that  reports  were  spread  that  it 
was  the  intention  to  abolish  the  office;  but 
seeing  that  no  Bill  was  introduced  in  an 
earlier  period  of  the  Session,  people  began  to 
think  it  would  not  be  introduced;  and  it  was 
owing  to  that,  he  believed,  that  there  was 
so  much  a^^aih^  on  Wi<^  V3\>\<^\*  \tl\t^a5A. 
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country.  He  bad  often  stated  in  tbat 
House  that  if  he  had  been  born  in  Ireland 
he  should  have  been  a  rebel;  for  he  would 
never  have  submitted  to  the  injustice  with 
which  that  country  was  treated  by  England, 
at  least  hp  would  have  exerted  himseff  con- 
tinually in  attempting  to  free  her  fi'om 
foreign  oppression*  It  was  his  belief  that 
this  was  a  most  important  and  useful  mea- 
sure, and  it  should  therefore  have  his  warm 
support. 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  thb  EXCHE- 
QUER  would  certainly  not  attempt  to  fol- 
low the  hon.  Member  for  Buckinghamshire 
Into  that  field  into  which  he  had  invited 
the  House  to  enter,  because  he  was  desirous 
that  the  debate  of  the  evening  should  have 
a  practical  conclusion,  and  that  they  would 
not  separate  before  they  gave  the  noble 
Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Government  per- 
mission to  introduce  the  Bill,  so  that  it 
might  at  once  be  printed  and  circulated 
throughout  Ireland,  whereby  the  inhabi- 
tants of  that  country  would  have  an.  oppor- 
tunity of  becoming  acquainted  with  its  pro- 
visions at  the  earliest  opportunity.  He  rose 
for  the  purpose  of  correcting  an  impression 
which  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  the  Member  for  Buckinghamshire 
might  convey  as  to  the  economy  of  the  pro- 
posed measure.  Now,  it  was  not  in  any 
way  whatsoever  on  account  of  economy 
that  his  noble  Friend  had  submitted  this 
measure  to  the  consideration  of  the  House; 
he  introduced  the  measure  believing  that 
it  would  tend  to  the  ffood  government  of 
Ireland.  But  the  livefy  imagination  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Buckinghamshire,  the 
light  of  which  they  often  admired,  had  cer- 
tainly led  him  into  the  strangest  notions  of 
economy  that  ever  were  heat3  of;  because, 
if  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  paid  the  slight- 
est attention  to  the  estimates  which  were 
on  the  table  of  the  House,  he  must  have 
seen  that  the  result  of  the  measure,  in  all 
probability,  must  be  to  save  the  country  a 
considerable  portion  of  the  expense  of  a 
great  establisnment.     And  what  was  the 

Josition  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Bucking- 
amshire  ?  Why  he  said,  **  You  are  going 
to  abolish  the  office  of  Lord  Lieutenant  ana 
the  offices  connected  therewith,  and  for 
those  offices  you  propose  to  substitute  a 
Secretaryship  of  State,  which  substitution 
must  entail  a  large  additional  expense  on 
the  country;**  and  the  hon.  Gentleman 
went  on  to  say  that,  in  his  opinion,  the  ex- 
penses attendant  on  the  new  office  would 
be  about  100,0001.,  instead  of  20,000^, 
the  som  now  paid  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 


of  Ireland.  Now,  really  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man's imagination  had  soared  rather  higher 
than  usual;  he  had  gone  far  beyond  those 
bounds  by  which  he  ordinarily  limited  him- 
self. But  what  were  the  facts?  The 
new  Secretaryship  of  State  for  Ireland 
would  in  every  way  resemble  the  Secre* 
taryship  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment. Now,  the  expense  of  the  Home 
Secretaryship  appeared  bv  the  estimates 
to  be,  in  round  numbers,  z6,000{.  a  year. 
The  expense  of  the  Colonial  Secretaryship, 
including  foreign  postage,  which  amounted 
to  a  considerable  sum,  was  37,0001.  a  year. 
Now,  the  expenditure  4  of  the  Viceroyal 
establishment,  including  the  salary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant,  20,0^2. ;  his  household, 
6,000t. ;  and  the  expense  of  the  Irish  Office, 
22,500I.--amounted  to  48,500^  There- 
fore,  putting  the  expense  of  the  new  Sec- 
retaryship of  State  at  the  highest,  namely, 
37,0002.,  there  would  be  a  saving  to  the 
country  of  10,0001.;  and,  supposing  it  to 
be,  as  it  most  probably  would  be,  more 
like  an  expense  to  the  Home  Secretary- 
ship, instead  of  the  Colonial  Secretaryship, 
there  would  be  a  saving  to  the  country  of 
22,000t.  a  year  by  the  change.  He  of 
course  did  not  mean  to  pledge  himself  that 
the  expense  would  be  no  more  than  26,0002. 
a  year.  As  the  measure  had  been  fully 
and  fairly  discussed — as  important  speeches 
on  the  question  had  been  dfelivered  on  both 
sides,  he  hoped  that  the  House  would  per- 
mit his  noble  Friend  to  introduce  this  Bill, 
so  that  those  whose  interests  would  bo 
more  immediately  affected  by  it  miffht 
have  as  early  an  opportunity  as  possible 
of  considering  its  details. 

Mr.  LAWLESS  said,  the  Question  had 
not  been  fairly  discussed,  and  he  therefore 
proposed  the  adjournment  of  the  debate; 
and  he  did  so  for  three  or  four  brief  reasons  : 
first,  because  neither  the  right  hon.  Baro- 
net the  Member  for  Tamworth,  nor  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  the 
University  of  Cambridge,  had  taken  part  in 
the  debate,  and  were  not  then  m  the 
House;  and  as  both  of  these  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  had  spoken  on  the  subject  on 
previous  occasions,  it  was  of  the  utmost 
importance  to  the  people  of  Ireland  that 
before  the  debate  concluded  they  should 
express  their  opinions  on  this  Bill.  Another 
reason  was,  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  representative  of  the  city  of  Dublin  had 
not  had  a  fair  hearing.  As  he  (Mr.  Law- 
less) was  anxious  that  the  representatives 
of  Ireland  should  have  an  opportunity  of 
fairly  meeting  the  question,  he  hoped  that 
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the  HouM  would  consent  to  an  adjourn- 
ment of  the  debate. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  put,  *'  That 
this  debate  be  now  adjourned. 

Mr.  M.  J.  O'CONNBLLwas  of  opinion 
that  the  majority  in  Ireland,  both  in  Mem- 
bers and  people,  would  be  found  to  be  de- 
cidedly in  farour  of  the  Bill.  He  hoped 
that  they  would  not  hate  a  repetition  of 
those  vexatious  divisions  which  had  taken 
place  on  the  previous  night  after  twelve 
o'clock.  He  hoped  that  the  opponents  of 
the  meaaure  would  see  that  they  could  not 
effect  any  real  object  by  entering  into  such 
petty  contests.  He  was  very  much  sur- 
prised to  hear  the  hen.  Member  for  Buck- 
mghamshire,  in  the  small  portion  of  his 
speech  which  he  devoted  to  the  question  of 
the  office  of  the  Lord  Lieutenant —  [Mr. 
LAWLitaa :  The  hon.  Gentleman  is  not 
speaking  to  the  question  before  the  House.] 
There  could  be  no  doubt  that  he  was  per- 
feotiy  in  order.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Buckinghamshire,  in  that  small  portion  of 
his  speech  which  he  had  devoted  to  the 
question  before  the  House,  coquetted  in  a 
strange  manner  with  the  Gentlemen  on 
that  (the  Opposition)  side  of  the  House 
who  were  opposed  to  this  abolition.  He 
(Mr.  M.  J.  O'Oonnelhheld  in  his  hand  a  vo- 
lume of  Hamard  which  reported  the  hon. 
Oentieman  to  have  said,  in  his  place  in 
that  Hottse-^"  Thus  they  had  in  Ireland  a 
starving  population,  an  absentee  aristoc- 
racy, an  alien  Church,  and,  in  addition, 
the  weakest  Executive  in  the  world."  That 
was  the  hon.  Gentleman's  description  of 
the  office  of  Irish  Viceroy  in  1844.     That 

5 phrase  was  itself  a  strong  argument  in 
ktour  of  the  abolition  of  the  office  of  Lord 
Lieutenant.  He  believed  that  whatever 
might  have  been  said  against  the  abolition 
in  1 844,  when  Dublin  was  Within  twenty- 
four  hours  of  London,  now  when  it  was 
within  twelve  hours  for  travellers,  and, 
would  shortly  be  within  five  hours  for  the 
electric  telegraph,  it  was  quite  absurd  to 
say  anything  against  it  now.  But  his  ob- 
jection to  this  MotioA  was,  that  in  the 
hands  of  the  ablest  man  it  was  impossible 
that  it  should  work  well.  In  a  home  por- 
tion of  the  empire  they  had  an  institution 
combining  part  of  the  properties  of  a  colo- 
nial government,  and  part  of  the  qualities 
of  a  foreign  ambassador.  They  had  all 
the  irresponsibility  that  belonged  to  a  colo- 
nial governorship  in  addition  to  all  the  en- 
couragements to  intrigue  and  jobbing  that 
were  inseparable  from  the  carrying  on  of  a 
colonial  governorship  in  connexion  witii  the 


working  of  the  present  system.  The  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  was  in  the  condition 
of  an  ambassador  in  a  strange  land.  Di- 
plomacy was  perhaps  rather  a  delicate 
subject  to  touch  upon  in  the  present  state 
of  affairs;  but  a  great  deal  of  the  evil  that 
had  existed  in  Ireland,  even  under  the 
ablest  administration,  appeared  to  him  to 
be  the  result  of  the  semi-diplomatic  char- 
acter of  the  Lord  Lieutenant.  His  belief 
was  that  Ireland  ought  to  be  governed  in 
the  same  way  that  Scotland  was.  In  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Bucking- 
hamshire, to  which  he  had  alluded,  the 
hon.  Gentleman  expressed  a  hope  that  in 
future  there  would  be  a  better  government 
in  Ireland;  and  he  founded  that  hope  on 
the  existence  of  a  power  that  had  arisen 
in  the  world,  but  was  not  yet  sufficiently 
recognised — a  power  that  doomed  a  system 
which  could  not  bear  discussion.  He  (Mr. 
M.  J.  O'Oonnell)  believed  that  this  office 
could  not  bear  discussion,  and  that  there- 
fore its  existence  was  doomed. 

OoLOiTEL  SIBTHORP  said,  this  was 
nothing  more  nor  less  than  a  job^  Believ*^ 
ing,  as  he  did,  that  instead  of  lessening 
the  expense,  notwithstanding  what  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  said,  it 
was  only  another  measure  of  dangerous 
reform — where  it  would  end  God  only  knew 
— he  should  support  the  Motion  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Meath.  He  did 
not  think  the  measure  had  been  sufficiently 
discussed.  Though  he  was  sure  everybody 
would  be  gratified  if  Her  Gracious  Majesty 
should  visit  that  country,  he  was  convinced 
that  the  present  system  was  more  likely  to 
benefit  Ireland. 

C0LO5«L  DtJNNE  said,  in  the  last  fifty 
years  there  had  been  no  measure  intro- 
duced into  that  House  which  would  have 
such  an  effect  on  the  destinies  of  Ireland  as 
this  measure  would;  and  he  thought  it  wafl 
but  reasonable  that  every  Irish  Member 
should  have  an  opportunity  of  expressing  his 
sentiments  upon  it.  Therefore,  he  should 
support  the  Motion  for  an  adjournment. 
Almost  all  previous  organic  changes  in  the 
country  had  been  ushered  in  by  a  notifica- 
tion in  the  Speech  of  Her  Majesty  at  the 
beginning  of  the  Session;  but  no  such  no- 
tification was  given  in  this  instance.  It 
was  true  that  reports  were  spread  that  it 
was  the  intention  to  abolish  the  office;  but 
seeing  that  no  Bill  was  introduced  in  an 
earlier  period  of  the  Session,  people  began  to 
think  it  would  not  be  introduced;  and  it  was 
owing  to  that,  he  believed,  that  there  was 
so  much  apathy  on  the  subject  in  Ireland, 
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The  House  divided : — Ayes  19  ;  Noes 
213 :  Majority  194. 

Mr.  M.  J.  O'CONNELL  thereupon 
moved  that  the  House  do  now  adjourn. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  this  House  do  now  adjourn.' 

The  0*60RMAN  MAHON,  although 
he  was  prepared  to  rote  against  the  Bill,  yet 
could  not  support  the  present  Motion.  He 
trusted  his  hon.  Friend  would  withdraw  it, 
or  else  he  would  place  him  and  several  of 
his  hon.  Friends  under  the  necessity  of  re- 
tiring from  the  House  without  voting,  for  he 
would  not  he  a  party  to  a  factious  opposi- 
tion to  the  introduction  of  this  Bill. 

Mr.  M.  J.  O'CONNELL  hegged  to  re- 
mind  the  House  that  there  were  several 
Gentlemen  whose  opinions  were  valued  in 
Ireland  who  had  not  yet  had  an  oppor- 
tunity of  delivering  them. 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL  said,  that  the  opin- 
ion of  the  House  had  been  very  clearly 
expressed  against  the  adjournment.  Hb 
object  in  proposing  that  the  Bill  should  be 
brought  in  before  the  Whitsuntide  holydays, 
was  that  the  Bill  might  go  to  Ireland  in  a 
printed  shape,  that  time  might  be  had  for 
its  consideration,  and  then  that  the  House 
should  come  to  the  discussion  of  the  Bill 
on  the  second  reading,  after  opportunity 
had  been  given  to  the  constituents  of  hon. 
Members  to  express  their  opinions  upon  it. 
But  if  hon.  Gentlemen  persisted  in  their 
Motions  for  adjournment,  he  (Lord  J.  Rus- 
sell) should  not  lose  the  opportunity  which 
those  hon.  Gentlemen,  he  thought,  gave 
him  of  showing  the  nature  of  the  opposi- 
tion which  was  offered  to  the  introduction 
of  the  Bill.  The  people  of  Ireland  would 
see  that  if  a  very  considerable  time  were 
not  given  them  before  the  second  reading 
was  moved  for  considering  the  details  of 
the  Bill,  it  was  not  the  fault  of  the  Govern- 
ment, but  of  those  hon.  Members.  With 
this  declaration  he  would  not  object  to  the 
adjournment  of  the  House ;  but  if  hon. 
Gentlemen  moved  the  adjournment,  he 
(Lord  J.  Russell)  would  close  with  that 
Motion,  and  would  accept  it. 

Colonel  DUNNE  denied  that  the  noble 
Lord  had  any  right  to  charge  the  Irish 
Members  with  offering  a  factious  opposi- 
tion to  the  Bill.  He  had  not  given  them 
time  to  consider  the  measure,  and  express 
their  sentiments  upon  it.  The  custom 
was,  when  organic  cnanges  were  to  be  pro- 
posed, to  give  notice  of  them  in  the 
Queen's  Speech.  The  details  of  the  Bill 
were  wholly  indifferent  to  the  Irish  people. 
The  question  with  them  was  not  whether  a 


fourth  Secretary  of  State  or  any  other 
officer  was  to  be  appointed,  but  whether 
the  Lord  Lieutenancy  was  to  be  taken 
away  from  them.  The  Bill  had  been 
brought  in  by  surprise;  and  the  mode  in 
which  the  noble  Lord  now  proceeded,  had 
more  the  appearance  of  an  order  or  man- 
date from  a  despot  than  anything  else. 

Lord  NAAS  put  it  to  hon.  Members 
opposite  whether  the  course  they  were 
pursuing  was  either  creditable  to  them- 
selves, or  likely  to  be  beneficial  to  the  pub- 
lic. He  had  intended  to  express  his  opin- 
ions to-night ;  but,  being  anxious  that  the 
Bill  should  go  to  Ireland  and  be  discussed 
during  the  Whitsuntide  holydays,  he  should 
reserve  what  he  had  to  say  respecting  the 
Bill  until  the  second  reading.  The  Motion 
for  leave  to  bring  in  a  BiU  was  never  re« 
fused,  except  under  very  extraordinary 
circumstances.  It  had  been  said  that  this 
Bill  had  been  brought  in  by  surprise;  but 
the  House  would  remember  that  almost 
before  Easter —  [An  Hon.  Member:  Be- 
fore Easter?]  Yes,  before  Easter,  the  no- 
ble Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Government 
gave  notice  of  his  intention  to  bring  in  a 
Bill  providing  not  only  for  the  abolition  of 
the  Lord  Lieutenancy  of  Ireland,  but  alsa 
for  the  appointment  of  a  fourth  Secretary 
of  State.  He  had  heard  that  proposal 
very  much  discussed  in  Ireland  during  the 
Easter  recess,  and  it  was  therefore  hardly 
fair  to  say  that  sufficient  notice  had  not 
been  given  of  the  intention  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  propose  this  measure. 

Mr.  TAYLOR  was  also  anxious  to 
address  the  House  on  the  introduction  of 
this  Bill,  and  he  should  vote  against  the 
introduction  of  the  measure.  But  he  could 
not  support  the  Motion  for  adjournment. 

Mr.  M.  O'CONNELL  consented  to  with- 
draw his  Motion. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Original  Question  put. 

The  House  divided : — ^Ayes  170  ;  Noes 
17 :  Majority  153. 

List  of  the  Ates. 


Abdy,  Sir  T.  D. 
Aoland,  Sir  T.  D. 
Adair,  R.  A.  S. 
Anson,  hon.  Col. 
Archdall,  Capt.  M. 
Armstrong,  Sir  A. 
Armstrong,  R.  B. 
Arundel    and    Surrey, 

Earl  of 
Baldwin,  C.  B. 
Baring,  rt.  hon.  Sh-F.T. 
Bass,  M.  T. 
Bennet,  P. 


Berkeley,  Adm. 
Bemal,  R. 
Best,  J. 

Birch,  Sir  T.  B. 
BUckstone,  W.  S. 
Boyd,  J. 
Boyle,  hon.  Ool. 
Brand,  T. 
Bright,  J. 
Browne,  R.  D. 
Carcw,  W.  H.  P. 
Carter,  J.  B. 
CaulfeUd,  J.  M. 
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Oayendish,  W.  6. 
Ohildere,  J.  W. 
Clive,  H.  B. 
Cobden,  R. 
Cockburn,  A.  J.  £. 
Coke,  hon.  £.  K. 
Colirile,  0.  R. 
ConoUy,  T. 

Cotton,  hon.  W.  H.  S. 
Cowper,  hon.  W.  F. 
Craig.  Sir  W.  G. 
Crowder,  R.  B. 
Cubitt,  W. 
Davies,  D.  A.  S. 
Dawson,  hon.  T.  V. 
Dodd,  G. 
Duncan,  G. 
Doncombe,  hon.  0. 
Dnndaa,  Adm. 
Dondaa,  G. 

Dondaa,  rt.  hon.  Sir  D. 
Du  Pre,  C.  G. 
Ellioe,  £.. 
Elliot,  hon.  J.  £. 
Estoourt,  J.  B.  B. 
ETans,  J. 
Fagan,  W. 
Ferguson,  Sir  R.  A. 
Fitswilliam,  hon.  G.  W. 
Foley,  J.  H.  fl. 
Fordyoe,  A.  D. 
Forster,  M. 
Fortescue,  C. 
Freettun,  Col. 
Glyn,  G.  C. 
Gore,W.  R.  0. 
Greene,  J. 
Greene,  T. 
Grey,  rt.  hon.  Sir  G. 
Grey,  R.  W. 
HaU,  Sir  B. 
HaU,  Col. 

Hallyburton,  Lord  J.F. 
Hardcastle,  J.  A. 
Hatchell,J. 
Hawes,  B. 

Hayter,  rt.  hon.  W.  G. 
Headlam,  T.  £. 
Heald,  J. 
Heneage,  £. 
Herbert,  H.  A. 
Heywood,  J. 
Hobhouse,  rt  Jion.  Sir  J. 
Hobhouse,  T.  B. 
Hope,  H.  T. 
Horsman,  £. 
Howard,  hon.  C.  W.  G. 
Howard,  P.  H. 
Hughes,  W.  B. 
Hume,  J. 
Jerris,  Sir  J. 
Keating,  R. 
Keogh,  W. 
Kil<Ure,  Marq.  of 
King,  hon.  P.  J.  L. 
Lasoelles,  hon.  W.  S. 
Lewis,  G.  G. 
Lindsay,  hon.  Col. 
Locke,  J. 
Lockhart,  A.  £. 
Lowther,  hon.  Col. 
Maonaghten,  Sir  £. 
Meagher,  T. 


Marshall,  W. 
Martin,  J. 
Martin,  C.  W. 
Masterman,  J. 
Matheson,  J. 
Matheson,  Col. 
Maule,  rt.  hon.  F. 
MUes,  P.  W.  S. 
Mitchell,  T.  A. 
Monsell,  W. 
Morris,  D. 

Mostyn,  hon.  £.  M.  L. 
Mulgraye,  Earl  of 
Naas,  Lord 
Newport,  Visot. 
Norreys,  Sir  D.  J. 
O'Connell,  M.  J. 
O'Flaherty,  A. 
Ogle,  S.  0.  H. 
Osborne,  R. 
Packe,  C.  W. 
Paget,  Lord  A. 
Paget,  Lord  C. 
Parker,  J. 
Pilkington,  J. 
Plowden,  W.  H.  C. 
Power,  Dr. 
Powlett,  Lord  W. 
Price,  Sir  R. 
Rawdon,  Col. 
Ricardo,  0. 
Rice,  £.  R. 
Rich,  H. 
Romilly,  Sir  J. 
Russell,  Lord  J. 
Russell,  hon.  £.  S. 
RusseU,  F.  C.  H. 
Rutherfurd,  A. 
Sadleir,  J. 
Salwey,  Col. 
Sandars,  G. 
Scholefield,  W. 
Seymer,  H.  K. 
Seymour,  Lord 
Sheil,  rt.  hon.  R.  L. 
Simeon,  J. 
Slaney,  R.  A. 
Smith,  J.  B. 
Smollett,  A. 
SomerYiUe,rt.hn.  SirW. 
Spearman,  H.  J. 
Stafford,  A. 
Stanford,  J.  F. 
Stuart,  II. 
Sullivan,  M. 
Thicknesse,  R.  A. 
Thompson,  Col. 
Thompson,  G. 
Thomely,  T. 
ToUemache,  hon.  F.  J. 
TroUope,  Sir  J. 
Turner,  G.  J. 
Vesey,  hon.  T. 
VilUers,  hon.  C. 
Walmsley,  Sir  J. 
Westhead,  J.  P.  B. 
WUlcox,  B.  M. 
Williams,  J. 
Wilson,  J. 
Wilson,  M. 
Wood,  rt.  hon.  Sir  C. 
Young,  Sir  J. 


UUl,  Lord  M. 


Civil  Services, 

TSLLBRS. 

Bellew,  R.  M. 

List  of  the  Noes. 


234 


Butler,  P.  S. 
Dickson,  S. 
Dunne,  Col. 
Fagan,  J. 
French,  F. 
Frewen,  C.  H. 
Grace,  0.  D.  J. 
Hamilton,  J.  H. 
Lawless,  hon.  C. 


O'Brien,  Sir  L. 
O'Brien,  Shr  T. 
O'Connell,  M. 
Reynolds,  J. 
Scully,  F. 
Sibthorp,  Col. 
Taylor,  T.  £. 

TELLBRa. 

Grogan,  E. 


Mahon,  The  O'Gorman      Grattan,  H. 

Bill  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Lord 
Jobn  Russell  and  Sir  George  Grey. 

SUPPLY— CIVIL  SERVICES. 

On  the  Motion  that  the  House  go  into 
Committee  of  Supply, 

Mr.  HUME  objected  to  their  doing  so 
at  that  hour  (One  o'clock). 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL  hoped  the  House 
would  not  object  to  going  into  Committee 
merely  for  the  purpose  of  taking  such 
votes  as  the  exigencies  of  public  business 
required. 

Sir  L.  O'BRIEN  hoped  the  noble  Lord 
would  persevere  in  going  on  with  the  pub- 
lic business,  were  it  only  out  of  considera- 
tion for  those  Gentlemen  who  came  from  a 
great  distance,  and  who  otherwise  would 
be  detained  in  town  in  consequence  of  the 
Session  being  protracted  until  the  summer 
was  nearly  over. 

Mr.  HUME  would  always  object  to 
voting  money  after  Twelve  o'clock. 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  it  was  very  desirable  that  a 
few  votes  should  be  taken  that  night,  to 
enable  them  to  carry  on  the  public  ser- 
vice. 

Colonel  SIBTHORP  would  support 
the  hon.  Member  for  Montrose,  for  he  had 
nothing  to  do  with  courtesy,  and  was  ad- 
verse to  going  into  Committee  of  Supply 
at  that  hour  of  the  night.  Many  things 
in  the  estimates  required  to  be  strictly 
looked  after,  and,  among  others,  he  wished 
for  some  information  about  the  sum  ex- 
pended on  royal  palaces.  He  read  in  the 
Times — a  paper  which  he  much  respected, 
though  differing  from  it  in  many  matters — 
that  they  should  be  satisfied  with  the 
statement  given  in  a  return,  that  no  more 
than  22,000{.  had  been  expended  last  year 
on  the  palaces.  Was  that,  however,  a 
true  return  ?  He  believed  it  was  not.  It 
was,  no  doubt,  the  sum  expended  in  virtue 
of  the  votes  of  that  House :  but  there 
had  been  a  large  sum  expended  besidea-— 
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namely,  tbe  amount  supplied  by  the  Woods 
and  Forests.  This  was  not  included  ;  and 
therefore  he  denounced  it  as  an  underhand 
proceeding. 

The  House  then  went  into  Committee, 
and  the  following  votes  were  agreed  to : — 

(1.)  50,0002.,  Civil  Contingenoiet,  on  ac- 
count. 

(2.)  50,000?.,  Stationery,  Printing,  &o., 
on  account. 

(3.)  50,000?.,  New  Houses  of  Parliament, 
on  account. 

Mr.  B.  OSBORNE  asked  in  what  man- 
ner the  latter  sum  was  to  be  applied  ? 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  tm  BXCHB^ 
QUER  said,  that  certain  charges  were 
outstanding  which  it  was  desirable  should 
be  paid  forthwith.  He  had  not  the  slight- 
est wish  to  avoid  a  discussion  on  the  sub« 
ject;  but  be  hoped  the  hon.  Gentleman 
would  put  off  the  Motion  of  which  he  had 
given  notice  relating  to  it  till  Friday  next, 
when  he  (the  Chancellor  of  the  ExohO' 

Sier)  should  be  glad  that  the  discussion 
ould  take  place,  as  much  misapprehen- 
sion at  present  prevailed  respecting  this 
matter. 

The  House  resumed. 
Resolutions  to  be  reported  on  Thursday 
next. 

GREEO£-"BAT  OF  SALAMIS. 

Mr.  OOBDEN  moved  for  a  return  of 
the  British  naval  force  in  the  Bay  of  Sa- 
Umis  and  the  other  waters  of  Greece  for 
the  last  three  months.  He  said  that  his 
object  in  moving  for  this  return  was,  that 
the  House  might  be  aware  what  force  bad 
been  employed  in  collecting  a  debt  of  eight 
or  nine  thousand  pounds;  and  as  the  Sec- 
retary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  had 
informed  them  that  the  affair  was  finished, 
and  as  the  fieet  had,  therefore,  he  pre- 
sumed, been  dispersed,  he  did  not  see  how 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  at  the  head  of 
the  Admiralty  could  offer  any  opposition 
to  the  Motion.  The  return  would,  per- 
haps, assist  in  the  devising  of  some  better 
mode  of  settling  such  trifling  and  trumpery 
disputes  in  future. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  put — 

"  That  there  be  laid  before  this  Houte,  a  Re- 
turn of  the  British  Nayal  Foroe  in  the  Bay  of 
Salamii,  and  the  other  waters  of  Greece,  on  the 
lit  day  of  Maroh,  Itt  day  of  April,  and  Ut  day  of 
May,  giviiu;  the  names  of  the  yestels,  with  the 
numbers  ortheir  crews,  and  their  complement  of 
guns." 

Sir  F.  T.  BARING  said,  he  had  already 
stated  to  the  hon.  Gentleman  privately 


what  he  must  state  to  the  House  if  the 
hon.  Gentleman  persisted  in  his  Motion*^^ 
that,  consistently  with  his  duty  to  the 
public  service»  he  could  not  give  the  in- 
formation which  the  hon.  Gentleman  re^ 
quired.  It  was  one  of  the  questions  hardly 
agreeable  to  discuss  in  that  House;  and  he 
must  take  upon  himself  the  responsibility 
he  had  never  yet  heard  refused  to  a  publio 
servant,  to  state  that  he  did  not  thmk  it 
consistent  with  the  public  service,  and  for 
other  grave  reasons,  to  give  the  information 
of  the  amount  of  force  on  a  particular  sta- 
tion at  so  late  a  period  as  was  now  moved 
for. 

Mr.  BRIGHT  said,  that  similar  returns 
to  that  moved  for  had  been  acceded  to 
with  regard  to  the  stations  at  Malta  and 
the  Tagus;  and  as  it  could  not  be  sup- 
posed that  other  Powers  were  not  ac- 
quainted with  the  amount  of  force  em- 
ployed, it  was  absolutely  puerile  to  make 
the  public  service  the  pretence  for  re- 
fusal. The  House  had  a  right  to  know 
on  all  occasions  where  our  ships  were,  what 
were  their  number,  and  what  they  were 
doing;  and  it  was  simply  because  matters 
connected  with  foreign  policy  were  all 
managed  by  some  hocus  pocus  at  the  Fo- 
reign Office  that  this  country  often  found 
itself  in  quarrels,  from  which  it  had  great 
difficulty  in  extricating  itself. 

Mr.  HUME  was  afraid  that  the  refusal 
to  accede  to  the  Motion  would  create  mys- 
tery where  there  ought  to  be  none.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  said  he  would  take 
upon  himself  the  responsibility.  What  re- 
sponsibility ?     The  ships  were  gone. 

Mr.  OOBDEN  said,  that  he  wanted  the 
return  simply  as  a  record,  and  his  Motion 
had  no  reference  whatever  to  our  present 
relations  with  France.  He  thought  good 
might  come  out  of  the  fact  that  the  fleet 
had  been  employed  in  collecting  a  debt  of 
about  8,0002.  Would  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman consent  to  the  Motion  if  it  were 
limited  to  the  Ist  of  April  or  the  1st  of 
March  ? 

Sir  F.  T.  BARING  said,  he  must  object 
to  the  whole  return. 

Mr.  GOBDEN  said,  that  as  there  was, 
he  believed,  a  majority  on  the  Treasury 
bench,  it  would  be  useless  for  him  to 
divide. 

Motion  negatived. 

The  House  adjourned  at  Two  o*clook 
till  Thursday  next. 
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HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
ThuTBday,  May  23,  1850. 

MiwxTTBs.]     Public  Bills.  —  8^  Stamp  Dutios 
(No.  9);  Exchequer  Bills  (8,558,700);  Moni- 
oipal  Corporations  (Ireland). 
Beportfd, — West  India  Appeals ;  Alterations  in 
Pleadings, 

AFFAIRS  OF  GREECE— RECALL  OF  THE 
FRENCH  AMBASSADOR. 

SiB  JOHN  WALSH  said:  Seeing  the 
noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Government 
in  bis  pUce,  I  rise  to  put  a  question  to  him 
as  to  the  course  of  business  this  evening. 
I  thought  I  understood  him  on  Friday, 
though  I  am  not  always  quite  happy  m 
catching  his  intentions  or  meaning;  but  I 
thought  he  intimated  that  he  proposed  to 
fix  the  Committee  on  Supply  for  this  even- 
ing instead  of  a  later  day,  m  order  to  afford 
an  opportunity  for  explanation  or  discus- 
sion with  respect  to  the  state  of  our  foreign 
relations,  I  wish  now  to  know,  did  that 
arrangement  refer  to  an  explanation  to  be 
furnished  by  the  Government,  or  was  it 
with  a  yiew  to  giving  hon.  Gentlemen  at 
this  side  of  the  House  an  opportunity  of 
raising  a  discussion,  if  they  should  think 
proper — was  it  for  the  latter  purpose,  or 
with  a  view  to  a  voluotary  statement  firom 
the  noble  Lord  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs,  as  to  the  extraordinary 
compucations  in  which  our  foreign  relations 
areplaeed  ? 

Viscount  PALMERSTON  :  It  is  my 
intention  to  make  a  statement  this  evening 
upon  tbe  subject  to  which  the  hon.  Baro- 
net has  adverted,  especially  in  reference  to 
what  passed  upon  a  former  occasion. 

On  the  Ouestion  that  the  House  do  then 
resolve  itself  into  a  Committee  of  Supply, 

Viscount  PALMERSTON  said :  Sir,  I 
feel  from  what  passed  on  a  former  occa- 
sion in  this  House,  more  especially  with  re- 
ference to  the  answer  which  I  then  felt  it 
my  duty  to  give  to  my  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Manchester,  that  it  is  due 
both  to  myself  and  to  the  House  that  some 
further  explanation  should  be  given.  My 
right  hon.  Friend  on  Thursday  last  asked 
me,  if  I  remember  rightly,  amongst  others, 
one  question,  whether  there  existed  a  per« 
fectly  good  understanding  between  the  Go- 
vernment of  France  and  the  Government 
of  England  in  regard  to  the  affairs  of 
Greece  ?  I  stated,  as  far  as  I  remember, 
that  the  French  Ambassador  had  loft 
London  the  day  before;  that  he  had  been 
charged  by  Her  Majesty's  Government 
with  explanations  to  be  givep  to  tbe  Go- 


vernment of  France;  that  one  of  the  objects 
of  his  return  was  to  give  explanations  him- 
self ;  and  I  stated  also  that  I  hoped  nothing 
would  arise  out  of  those  matters  to  disturb 
the  friendly  relations  subsisting  between 
this  country  and  France.  Now,  Sir,  about 
that  time  there  was  read  in  the  French 
Assembly  the  letter  of  General  Lahitte, 
recalling — no,  that  is  not  the  word  to  use, 
because  it  admits  of  a  double  meaning,  but 
ordering  back  the  French  Ambassador — 
requiring  him  to  return  to  France.  It  was 
thought  by  many  persons  in  this  House 
and  elsewhere,  that  there  was  an  incon- 
sistency on  mypart  in  the  answer  which  I 
gave  in  this  House  with  respect  to  the 
transaction  itself — that  I  endeavoured  to 
suppress  something  which  I  ought  to  have 
stated.  What  passed  with  regard  to  that 
circumstance  is  tnis-^uestions  had  arisen, 
and  differences  of  opmion  had  occurred, 
between  the  Government  of  France  and 
the  Government  of  England  in  the  course 
of  the  few  days  preceding,  in  consequence 
of  tbe  manner  in  which  the  affair  had  ter- 
minated between  Ensland  and  Greece  at 
Athens.  When  first  M.  Drouyn  de  Lhuys 
communicatod  with  me,  I  had  not  received 
the  despatches  from  Athens,  On  Monday 
morning  the  French  Ambassador  came  to 
me  for  the  purpose  of  entering  upon  a  dis- 
cussion of  those  transactions.  I  told  him 
that  I  was  obliged  to  go  down  to  a  Com- 
mittee of  this  House  to  which  I  had  been 
summoned  for  the  purpose  of  giving  evi- 
dence, and  I  begged  him  to  return  to  me 
the  following  morning.  On  Tuesday  mor- 
ning he  came,  when  I  went  with  nim  at 
great  length  into  the  despatches  I  had  re- 
ceived from  Athens,  whicn  I  read  to  him; 
and  I  also  read  to  him  the  reports  made 
by  Mr,  Wyse  of  what  passed  m  Oreece, 
doing  my  best  to  explain  to  him,  according 
to  our  view  of  the  matter,  how  the  course 
adopted  was  one  which  ought  not  to  give, 
justly,  any  ground  of  offence  to  the  Go- 
vernment of  France.  Our  conversation 
was  long;  the  French  Ambassador  left 
me  at  rather  a  late  hour,  saying  that  he 
should  return  the  next  day  to  continue  the 
conversation.  He  came  the  next  day 
(Wednesday)  at  12  o*olock,  and  I  forget 
whether  it  was  at  the  outset,  or  in  the 
course  of  that  conversation,  which  also 
lasted  to  a  late  hour,  as  hon.  Gentlemen 
will  see  by  a  reference  to  the  account  of  it 
given  by  M.  Prouyn  de  Lhuys,  that  he 
read  to  me  the  letter  of  General  de  Lahitte. 
Of  course,  I  could  not  concur  with  the 
opinions  expressed  in  that  letter  as  to  the 
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groands  upon  which  the  French  Amhas- 
sador  was   ordered    to  return  to   Paris. 
When  I  spoke  to  M.  Drouyn  de  Lhujs 
on   the    subject,  he   said,    *'I   must   go 
back.     To-morrow  the  papers  will  be  pre- 
sented to  the  Assembly;  lo-morrow  pos- 
sibly questions  will  be  put  on  the  sub- 
ject ;    to-morrow  there   may  be    a    dis- 
cussion.    It  is  my  duty  to  be  at  Paris 
before  the  Chamber  meets,  in  order  to 
afford  to  my  Goremment  any  explanations 
they  may   wish  to  have  from  me."     I 
said  that  I  certainly  concurred  in  the  pro- 
priety of  the  course  ho  meant  to  pursue, 
and  that  I  would  not  press  him  to  remain; 
but  I  begged  M.  Drouyn  deLhuys  to  com- 
municate to  his  Government,   early  the 
next  morning,  the  substance  of  the  ex- 
planations I  had  given  him.     I  furnished 
him,  also,  with  copies    of  some  of  Mr. 
Wyse's  despatches,  having  marked,  espe- 
cially, those  passages  to  which  I  wished 
the  attention  of  the  French  Government 
to  be  called,  and  to  which  I  had  drawn  his 
attention,  and  I  begged  him  not  only  to 
give  his  Government  such  explanations  as, 
in  the  capacity  of  their  representative,  he 
might  think  fit  to  give;  but  that  he  would 
also  lay  before  them  the  detailed  explana- 
tions I  had  had  the  honour  of  giving  him. 
Well,  Sir,  thus  stood  matters  on  the  Thurs- 
day when  I  was  questioned  in  this  House. 
Now  I  must  say,  in  the  first  place,  that  it 
could  not  in  the  ordinary  course  of  things 
be  expected  by  me  that  the  letter  of  Gene- 
ral Lahitte  would  have  been  read  to  the 
French  Assembly,  even  before  the  As- 
sembly was  in  possession  of  the  documents 
connected  with  the  transactions  to  which 
that  letter  related.     It  certainly  never  en- 
tered into  my  mind  that  such  a  course  of 
Sroceeding  would  in  any  case  be  adopted, 
lut  I  was  also  justified  in  thinking  that 
the  explanations  with  which  I  had  furnish- 
ed M.  Drouyn  de  Lhuys  were  of  a  nature 
calculated,  if  not  to  remove  entirely  the 
dissatisfaction  the  French  Government  felt, 
and  in  the  spirit  of  which  that  letter  was 
written,  at  ail  events  greatly  to  modify  that 
feeling,  and  to  lead  to  further  explanations. 
Now,  entertaining  that  opinion,   and  be- 
lieving it  possible  that  at  the  very  moment 
when  I  was  giving  my  answer,  the  French 
Minister  might  have  been  assigning  to  the 
Assembly,  as  a  reason  for  the  return  of  M. 
Drouyn  de  Lhuys,  simply  that  which  was 
one  object  of  his  early  return,  namely,  the 
giving  of  explanations,  and  the  communi- 
cation of  those  explanations  to  the  Legisla- 
tive Assembly,  I  would  ask  any  man  in 


this   House  who  values  the  good  under- 
standing between  this  country  and  France, 
who  has  any  just  appreciation  of  the  inte- 
rests of  this  country,  and  of  the  duty  of  a 
Minister,  whether  I  should  not  have  been 
guilty  of  the  greatest  indiscretion,  of  the 
most  mischievous  act — I  will  say  of  a  cul- 
pable proceeding — if  I  had  proclaimed  that 
feeling  on  the  part  of  the  French  Govern- 
ment which  had  been  expressed  in  their 
letter,  but  which,  for  all  I  knew,  might  at 
that  moment  have  ceased  to  exist?  Sup- 
posing the  French  Minister  had  given,  as 
a  reason  for  the  return  of  M.  Drouyn  de 
Lhuys,  the  simple  ground  of  explanations, 
what  mischief  should  I  not  have  done  if  I 
had  proclaimed  the  other  ground,  and  thus 
nailed  and  fastened  the  French  Government 
to  a  dissatisfaction  which  might  at  that 
moment  have  been  removed  ?  I  am  confi- 
dent that  I  need  no  further  justification  for 
the  course  I  then  pursued.     It  was  indica- 
tive of  an  earnest  desire  to  soften,  if  pos- 
sible, anything  like  angry  feeling  on  the 
part    of  the   French   Government.     The 
letter  of  General   Lahitte,   however,  re- 
quires that  I  should  make  some  observa- 
tions, because  that  letter  charges  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government,  and  me  especially  as 
the  organ  of  that  Government  in  these 
transactions,  with  having  broken  faith — I 
may  say — with  the  Government  of  France, 
inasmuch  as  it  asserts  that,  contrary  to 
engagements,   the    negotiation  of  Baron 
Gros  was  put   an   end  to  by  an  act  of 
Mr.  Wyse,  and  that  it  was  by  such  de- 
termination  that  the    coercive  measures 
were  renewed;  and  it  asserts,  moreover, 
that  the  negotiation  was  put  an  end  to  by 
Mr.  Wyse  on  a  point  upon  which  he  ought 
to  have  referred  for  further  instructions  to 
the  British  Government.     It  is  my  opinion 
that  the  papers  which  are  already  in  the 
hands,  I  believe,  of  many  Members — for  I 
did  my  best  to  have  them  delivered  this 
morning — will  show  that  the  functions  of 
Baron  Gros  were  not  suspended  by  any  act 
of  Mr.  Wyse,  but  by  the  act  of  Baron  Gros 
himself;  that  Mr.  Wyse,  so  far  from  wish- 
ing Baron  Gros'  negotiation  to  be  suspend- 
ed, expressed  a  strong  desire  that  it  should 
be  continued;  and  that  Mr.  Wyse  did  not 
admit   the  validity  of  the  grounds  upon 
which  Baron  Gros  thought  himself  by  his 
instructions  compelled  to  suspend  his  func- 
tions.   I  think  those  papers  will  show  that 
even  after  Baron  Gros  had  communicated 
to  Mr.  Wyse  that  his  mission  was  termi- 
nated, or  his  functions  for  the  moment  sus- 
pendedy  Mr.  Wyse,  so  far  from  taking  ad- 
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Tantage  of  the  earliest  opportanitj  of  hav- 
ing recourse  to  coercive  measures,  made, 
through  Baron  Gros,  a  communication  to 
the  Government  at  Athens  which,  if  it  had 
heen  accepted,  would  have  satisfied  those 
claims  which  Baron  Gros  did  not  in  prin- 
ciple dispute,  and  would  have  left  untouch- 
ed, and  subject  to  further  discussion,  the 
particular  points  upon  which  a  difference 
of  opinion  had  arisen.  Baron  Gros'  re- 
quest to  Mr.  Wyse  was,  **  Refer  to  your 
Government  for  instructions  as  to  the  point 
of  difference  which  has  arisen  between  us, 
and  in  the  meanwhile  continue  in  statu 
quo;*^  that  was  to  say,  "  Retain  in  your 
possession  the  vessels  you  have  already  de- 
tained, but  abstain  from  seizing  any  more. " 
After  Mr.  Wyse  had  received  the  commu- 
nication from  Baron  Gros,  intimating  that 
his  functions  were  suspended  until  further 
orders  from  France,  which  could  not  be  re- 
ceived for  an  interval  of  at  least  three 
weeks,  Mr.  Wyse  said — 

**  If  the  Greek  Government  will  send  the  sums 
which  I  think  Jire  just  amounts  of  compensation 
to  the  persons  for  whom  particular  fixed  sums 
have  been  required,  and  for  the  losses  of  Mr. 
Finlay,  and  of  Mr.  Paciflco,  so  far  as  his  furniture 
and  household  goods  are  concerned ;  if  the  Greek 
Government  wUl  send  180»000  drachmas,  accom- 
panied by  a  letter  stating  that  amount  to  be  in  full 
satisfiustion  of  all  claims  mentioned  in  my  note  of 
January  17,  except  the  claims  of  Mr.  Paciftoo  for 
losses  resulting  from  the  destruction  of  his  docu- 
ments, I  will" — 

Do  what  ? — continue  the  statu  quo  ? — ^no, 
but  **  I  will  immediately  release  all  the 
Greek  merchantmen  now  under  detention, 
and  by  that  means  set  the  commerce  of 
Greece  entirely  free."  No  doubt  that 
would  have  been  a  very  advantageous 
arrangement  for  the  Greek  Government, 
providing  it  was  prepared  to  do  that 
which  from  the  commencement  we  had 
required — to  admit  the  principle  of  our 
demands.  But  that  arrangement,  be  it 
remembered,  would  have  left  for  future 
discussion  the  terms  of  the  letter  of  apo- 
logy for  the  insult  offered  to  the  British 
Navy  in  the  case  of  the  boat  of  the  Fan- 
tome;  it  would  have  left  for  future  discus- 
sion the  arrangements  connected  with  the 
claims  of  Mr.  Pacifico  for  the  destruction 
of  his  Portuguese  documents.  Baron  Gros 
replied — 

"I  have  notified  to  the  Greek  Government 
that  I  am  no  longer  in  official  communication 
with  them,  and  therefore  I  cannot  make  this  pro- 
posal officially." 

But  he  intimated  that  unofficially  it  should 
be  made.     This  was  on  the  24th,  and 


Baron  Gros  informed  Mr.  Wyse,  by  a  pri- 
vate letter,  that  he  thought  the  next  day, 
the  25th,  by  five  o'clock  in  the  afternoon, 
Mr.  Wyse  would  receive  the  letter  and  the 
money  from  the  Greek  Government.     Mr. 
Wyse  suspended  any  resumption  of  coer- 
cive measures  till  after  the  time  thus  men- 
tioned by  Baron  Gros  as  that  at  which  he 
would  probably  receive  a  communication 
from  the  Greek  Government ;  and  it  was 
not  until  after  five  o'clock  on  the  evening 
of  the  25th — the  communication  of  Baron 
Gros  that  he  had  suspended  his  functions 
being  dated  the  23rd — that,  not  receiving 
the  anticipated  communication,  Mr.  Wyse 
made  the  announcement  that  on  the  next 
morning  coercive  measures  would  be  re- 
sumed.    I  think,  then,  we  are  justified  in 
saying  that  it  was  not  Mr.  Wyse  who  put 
an  end  to  Baron  Gros'  negotiation,  and 
that  it  was  not  Mr.  Wyse  who  determined 
that  coercive  measures  should  be  resumed; 
but  that  Mr.  Wyse,  whether  rightly  or 
wrongly,  but  rightly,  as  I  think,  considered 
that  Baron  Gros  had  officially  withdrawn 
himself   from   the  negotiation,  and  that 
consequently  the  case  had  arisen  in  which 
coercive  measures  were  necessarily  and  at 
once  to  be  resumed.     I  think  the  French 
Government  are  entirely  mistaken  in  sup- 
posing that  there  was,  on  the  part  of  Mr. 
Wyse,  any  departure— at  all  events  in  in- 
tention— I  do  not  think,  in  fact,  from  the 
clear  understanding  which    had  existed, 
I  am  bound  to  say,  from  the  commence- 
ment, that  it  was  to  rest  with  Baron  Gros, 
and  not  with  Mr.  Wyse,  to  determine  when 
Baron  Gros  should  cease  to  exercise  his 
functions.     Then  the  question  arises,  whe- 
ther, giving  Mr.  Wyse  full  credit  for  being 
right    in  his  opinion — and   I   think    the 
papers  will  show  he  was  so — that  Baron 
Gros  had  himself  withdrawn  Arom  the  ne- 
gotiation, the  point  upon  which  they  differ- 
ed was  one  on  which  it  was  incumbent 
upon  Mr.  Wyse  to  refer  for  further  in- 
structions to  his  Government,  and,  pending 
the  receipt  of  those  instructions,  to  main- 
tain the  status  quo — the  detention  of  the 
vessels  which  were  already  in  our  posses- 
sion, without  making  any  further  seizures. 
It  was  understood,  from  the  very  begin- 
ning of  the  negotiations,  that  though  we 
accepted  the  good  offices  of  France,  we 
accepted  them  for  the  purpose  and  in  the 
hope  of  obtaining,  by  her  friendly  inter- 
vention,  that   satisfaction  which  we  had 
begun  to  endeavour  to  obtain  by  the  em- 
ployment of   our  naval  force ;    and  we 
distinctly  announced  that  we  could  not 
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abandon  any  of  our  demancU.  That  there 
was  DO  misunderBtanding  on  that  subjeot, 
is  plain  from  the  despatches  of  M.  Droujn 
de  Lhuys  which  have  been  published,  I 
suppose,  from  authentic  copies  about  to  be 
presented  to  the  French  Assembly,  in 
which  he  clearly  lays  down  what  in  his 
understanding  was  the  limit  of  the  func- 
tions  of  Baron  Gros.  The  functions  of 
the  French  negotiations  were  not  to  inter- 
fere  with  the  principle  of  the  demands  of 
this  Government,  or  the  sums  which  we 
had  fixed  in  particular  cases  as  the  specific 
satisfaction  to  be  obtained  ;  but  they  were 
to  be  confined  to  a  discussion  as  to  the 
amount  of  those  sums  which  were  not 
fixed  in  our  demands — the  amount  to  be 
paid  to  Mr.  Finlay  for  the  land  which  had 
been  taken  from  him,  and  the  amount 
which  might  be  due  to  Mr.  Pacifico  for  the 
losses  he  had  sustained  by  the  sacking  of 
hia  house,  in  furniture,  goods,  money,  and 
other  property.  The  principle  of  our  de- 
mands was  contained  in  the  six  articles  we 
communicated  to  the  French  Government. 
We  required  an  apology  for  the  outrage 
committed  upon  some  of  the  crew  of  the 
Faintome;  compensation  for  the  lonians 
who  had  been  tortured  in  one  case,  and 
ill-treated  in  another;  compensation  to  the 
lonians  who  had  been  plundered  in  the 
cttstomohouse  at  Salcina ;  compensation 
to  be  settled  for  Mr.  Finlay's  land ;  com- 
pensation to  be  settled  for  Mr.  Pacifico's 
losses  at  Athens;  and  compensation  to  be 
ascertained  for  any  loss  he  might  have 
sustained  by  the  destruction  of  documents. 
On  the  16th  of  February  M.  Drouyn  de 
Uiuys  wrote  to  say — 

"  As  to  the  qnertions  that  are  to  be  examined 
in  theie  confereooei,  thej  shall  be  those  whioh 
phall  not  implicate  in  principle  the  denial  of  the 
English  claims." 

On  the  22nd  of  February,  again,  he  says, 
''As  to  the  second  point,*'  upon  which  he 
had  been  ordered  to  interrogate  me,  '*  that 
Minister  " — myself — 

"  Told  me,  as  I  have  had  the  honour  of  inform- 
ing you,  that  the  mediation  will  comprise  the 
questions  which  do  not  implicate  in  principle  the 
negation  of  the  demands  of  the  Cabinet  of  Lon- 
don. Thus  it  is  laid  down  in  principle  that  an 
indemnity  Is  due  to  Mr.  Finlay  and  Blr.  Pacifico. 
It  remains  to  settle  what  shall  be  the  amount  of 
that  indemnity." 

There  are  other  extracts  I  might  read  to 
the  same  effect.  On  the  22nd  of  March, 
M.  Drouyn  de  Lhuys  wrote — 

'*  The  following  Is  an  answer  to  these  two  ques- 
tions :— Mr.  Wyse  is  authorised  at  present  to  ao- 
•ept  of  ao  arrangiment  baaed  on  the  following 


condition!  :— -1.  Payment  in  cash  of  the  indemni- 
ties claimed  bv  the  maltreated  English  and  Ionian 
subjects  ;  of  the  yalue  of  the  land  taken  fh>m  Mr. 
Finlay,  according  to  the  estimate  set  upon  it  with 
the  consent  of  M.  Gros ;  and  the  damages  de- 
manded for  the  personal  bad  treatment  to  which 
Mr.  Pacifico  was  subiected,  as  well  as  for  the  pil- 
lage of  his  house,  with  the  exception  of  his  Portu- 
guese claims,  which  remain  to  be  examined." 

Showing  that  it  was  distinctly  understood 
that  this  portion  of  Mr.  Pacifico's  claims 
was  entirely  separate  from  the  other. 

**  3.  The  transmission  of  a  letter  to  Mr.  Wyse, 
expressing  regret  for  the  arrest  of  an  officer  of  the 
FaiUome.  3.  A  promise  to  make  a  loyal  inquiry 
on  the  subject  of  the  Portuguese  documents  which 
Mr.  Pacifico  alleges  to  haye  been  earried  away 
from  him.  This  is  the  only  arrangement  which 
Mr.  Wyse  can  find  (can  be  instructed  to  find)  sa- 
tisfi^tory,  and  accept," 

A  misunderstanding,  it  seems,  existed  at 
Athens  on  this  subject;  and  on  the  8th  of 
April  M.  Drouyn  de  Lhuys  wrote  to  Gene* 
ral  Lahitte — 

"  According  to  a  letter  from  Mr.  Green  (the 
Consul  at  Athens)  dated  March  19,  it  would  ap- 
pear that  M,  Gros,  on  the  fiuth  of  his  oorreipon- 
denoe  from  Paris,  is  persuaded  that  in  case  he 
himself  should  declare  that  his  good  ofllces  have 
failed,  and  that  he  eneots  no  result  from  their 
continuance,  Admiral  Parker  would  not  have  re* 
course  to  coercive  measures  without  new  orders 
firom  his  Government.  That  is  completely  erro- 
neous, and  it  is  of  great  importance  to  rectify,  in 
that  respect,  the  opinion  oi  our  negotiator.  In 
such  hypothesis  the  coercive  measures  would  re« 
sume  their  course  ipto  facto,  as  I  have  had  the 
honour  of  informing  you  on  the  2drd  of  February 
and  20th  of  March.  If  any  diflerenoe  of  opinion 
should  arise  between  M.  Gros  and  Mr.  Wyse  on 
the  question  of  knowing  if  the  compromise  which 
the  negotiator  proposes,  relative  to  the  only  points 
which  he  will  have  to  examine,  is  or  is  not  ao- 
eeptable,  it  is  only  then  that  Mr.  Wyse  and  Admi- 
ral Parker  will  have  to  refer  the  subjeot  to  their 
Government." 

The  question  then  is,  what  was  the  point 
upon  which — a  difference  having  arisen 
between  Baron  Gros  and  Mr.  Wyse— 
Baron  Gros  requested  Mr.  Wyse  to  refer 
for  instructions  to  his  Government;  and  on 
Mr.  Wyse  stating  that  he  did  not  think 
himself  bound  or  at  liberty  to  do  so,  Baron 
Gros  said,  **  I  withdraw  from  the  negotia- 
tion." Was  it  a  point  the  negotiator  was 
to  determine  or  not  ?  I  think  I  have  shown 
by  the  extracts  froiti  these  despatches, 
that  it  was  clearly  understood  between  us 
that  tho  only  points  which  that  negotiator 
would  have  to  examine  were  with  reference 
to  the  amounts  to  be  given  to  Mr.  Finlay 
and  Mr.  Pacifico  as  compensation  for  their 
losses.  Now,  it  would  seem  from  the 
papers  upon  the  table  that  the  negotiation 
broke  off.  not  upon  these  points,  but  upon 
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the  question  whether  the  Qreek  Govern- 
xnent  was  or  was  not  to  make  an  engage* 
ment,  that  it  would  not  only  examine  the 
question  as  to  the  losses  of  Mr.  Pacifioo 
by  the  destruction  of  his  Portuguese  docu- 
ments, but  would  engage  to  pay  to  him  the 
amount  of  any  loss  he  might  be  proved  to 
have  sustained  by  the  destruction  of  those 
documents.  Baron  Gros  had  agreed,  on 
the  16th,  to  such  an  engagement,  and  had 
also  ^eed  that  a  sum  to  the  amount  of 
IfiO.OOO  drachmas  should  be  deposited  as 
a  pledge  for  the  fulfilment  of  the  engage- 
ment; and  the  only  difference  between 
Baron  Gros  and  Mr.  Wyse  upon  that  ar- 
rangement was,  that  Baron  Gros  proposed 
that  the  deposit  should  be  held  conjointly 
by  Greece  and  by  England;  while  Mr. 
Wyse,  for  reasons  which  he  explains,  con- 
tended that  the  security  should  be  depo- 
sited either  in  the  Bank  of  Endand,  or,  if 
Baron  Gros  preferred  it,  in  the  Bank  of 
France.  Baron  Gros,  in  the  course  of  the 
discussion,  said  he  would  take  that  ques- 
tion into  further  consideration;  but  after 
Mr.  Wyse  had  reason  to  think  that  Baron 
Gros  had  consented  to  submit  to  the  Greek 
Government  an  arrangement  containing 
those  stipulations,  Baron  Gros,  for  reasons 
which  he  was  fully  entitled  to  express,  al- 
tered his  opinion,  retracted  his  proposal, 
and  said  he  was  satisfied  Mr.  Pacifico's 
claims  upon  that  head  were  not  deserving 
of  any  serious  consideration,  and  that  aU 
he  would  agree  to  would  be  that  the  Eng- 
lish and  Greek  Governments  should  enter 
into  an  investigation,  and  apply  to  Portu-* 
gal  to  ascertam  whether  Mr.  racifico  had 
any  claim  on  this  account.  Mr.  Wyse 
could  not  agree  to  a  proposal  which  involved 
the  negation  of  one  of  the  principles  of  our 
demands.  He  oould  not  do  so  according 
to  his  original  instructions;  still  less  could 
he  do  it  in  the  face  of  instructions  which  I 
sent  him  on  the  25th  of  March,  entering 
somewhat  into  detail  as  to  the  particular 
question  of  Mr.  Pacifico's  claims,  and 
which  will  be  found  in  the  printed  papers. 
Mr.  Wyse  naturally  said  there  was  notliing 
to  refer — that  he  could  not  refer  for  further 
instructions  on  a  point  which  had  been  set- 
tled by  the  basis  on  which  the  good  offices  of 
France  had  been  accepted,  and  also  by  in- 
structions he  had  recently  received,  which 
he  showed  to  Baron  Gros,  Mr.  Wvse  read 
Aose  instructions  to  M.  Gros,  and  he  said, 
"  I  will  read  them  again  if  ^ou  think  fit; 
if  there  is  anything  you  thmk  doubtful  I 
will  explain  it ;  but  these  are  my  in- 
structions, and  upon  them  J  wx  bound  to 


act."  M.  Gros,  however,  thought  other- 
wise.  Whether  ho  was  acting  under  the 
erroneous  impression  alluded  to  in  the  de- 
spatch of  M.  Drouyn  de  Lhuys  to  General 
Lahitte,  I  cannot  say;  but  Baron  Gros  and 
Mr,  Wyse  differed  in  opinion,  and  upon 
that  point  mainly  the  negotiation  broke  off*. 
There  was  another  demand  made  by  Mr, 
Wyse  upon  his  own  responsibility,  and  not 
arising  from  his  instructions,  which,  for  the 
reasons  stated  by  him,  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment think  he  was  right  in  urging, 
Baron  Gros  originally  proposed  that  the 
Greek  ships  should  be  restored  with  their 
cargoes  in  the  very  same  condition,  or  as 
nearly  so  as  possible,  as  when  they  were 
captured.  Mr.  Wyse,  as  a  counter-pro* 
posal,  inserted  a  condition  that  the  Greek 
Government  should  be  answerable  for  all 
the  damages  arising  from  the  coercive 
measures.  Objections  were  made  to  that, 
and  Baron  Gros  having  withdrawn  his  pro- 
posal, Mr.  Wyse  also  withdrew  his.  Bat 
Mr.  Wyse  having  learned  that  the  Greek 
Government  was  collecting  statements  of 
losses,  with  a  view,  as  was  reported  to 
him,  of  bringing  forward  at  some  future 
time  those  claims  as  a  set-off  against  the 
claim  of  this  country  upon  Greece  for  the 
amount  which  has  been  paid  for  interest 
and  sinking  fund  upon  the  guaranteed  loan« 
he  thought  it  right  to  shut  out  any  such 
demand,  by  an  engagement  not  imposing 
upon  the  Greek  Government  any  pecuniary 
liability,  but  simply  debarring  them  from 
putting  forward  themselves,  or  supporting 
on  the  part  of  others,  any  claim  of  that 
character;  and  I  must  say  that,  consider- 
ing the  importance  of  establishing  a  good 
understanding  with  Greece,  I  think  it  was 
quite  right  to  insist  upon  that  clause,  to 
prevent  that  which  would  have  given  occa- 
sion, naturally,  to  a  recurrence  of  un- 
friendly relations  with  Greece.  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  would  not — no  British 
Government  would  —  have  admitted  the 
claim;  but  the  claim  might  have  been 
pressed  in  a  manner  to  disturb  friendly  re- 
lations with  that  country.  But  the  main 
point  upon  which  Baron  Gros  insisted,  and 
upon  which  Mr.  Wyse  felt  himself  bound 
to  resist,  was  whether  the  Greek  Govern- 
ment should  be  liable  to  pay  whatever 
micht  appear  upon  investigation  to  be  due 
to  Mr.  racifico  for  the  loss  sustained  by 
the  destruction  of  the  Portuguese  docu- 
ments. We  made  no  claim  of  the  particu- 
lar amount;  we  did  not  pretend  to  say  it 
would  be  II.,  or  10{.,  or  1001.;  but,  be  it 
ever  so  small  or  ever  so  great,  we  thought 
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that  upon  principle  it  was  a  claim   tlie 
Greek  Government  wore  justly  liable  to 
make  good,  and  that  was  one  of  the  prin- 
ciples of  our  original  demand,  from  which 
we  never  contemplated  the  possibility  of 
our  receding.     Well,  then,  I  say  I  think 
General  Lahitte  was  under  a  very  errone- 
ous impression  when  he  asserted  in  that 
letter  that  the  negotiations  were  broken  off 
by  the  act  of  Mr.  Wyse  terminating  the 
mission  of  Baron  Gros,  and  broken  off  up- 
on a  point  on  which  Mr.  Wyse  ought  to 
have  referred  to  his  Government.     I  need 
not,  I  am  sure,  say  that  this  circumstance, 
that  any  discussion — any  difference  of  opin- 
ion of  this  kind,  has  arisen  between  the 
Government  of  France  and  the  Govern- 
ment of  England,  must  be  a  source  of  the 
most  painful  regret  to  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment.    I  hope  I  have  said  nothing — I 
am  sure  it  was  not  my  intention  to  say 
anything,  which  could  tend  either  to  increase 
the  misunderstanding,  or  to  propose  the 
Blightest  obstacle  to  its  removal.    I  am  not 
without  hopes  that  upon  a  question  of  this 
sort,  where  clearly  there  could  have  been 
no  intention  on  the  part  of  the  British  Go- 
vemmeut  in  the  slightest  degree  to  offer 
an  affront,  or  to  be  wanting  in  respect  to 
the  Government  of  a  friendly  Power — I 
cannot  divest  myself  of  the  hope  that  the 
discussion  going  on  between  the  two  Go- 
vernments may  end  in  a  manner  that  will 
be   satisfactory  and  honourable  to  both. 
Sorry  I  am  sure  I  should  be,  if  anything 
I  should  say  should  tbrow  any  difficulty  in 
the  way  of  such   an  adjustment;   and  I 
should  hope,  if  these  things  are  made  the 
subject  of  debate  in  this  House  before  it  is 
known  how  the  discussion  may  terminate, 
that  no  hon.  Member,  whatever  his  opinions 
may  be,  would  express  them  in  a  manner 
calculated  to  have  a  prejudicial  effect  upon 
the  discussion.     It  is  the  anxious  desire  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government  to  cultivate  the 
most  friendly  relations  with  France.     It  is 
immaterial  to  us  who  are  the  men  of  whom 
the  Government  of  Franco  is  composed; 
we  have  no  business  to  inquire  into  that, 
or  to  meddle  with  it;  they  are  the  Govern- 
ment that  is,  and  it  is  with  the  Govern- 
ment that  is  that  we  are  in  communication 
and  negotiation.     And,  as  I  have  said,  I 
cannot  but  believe  that,  whatever  the  opin- 
ion of  the  Government  of  France  may  be  as 
to  the  matter  at  issue,  at  least  they  will  do 
us  the  justice  to  think  that,  whatever  ground 
of  complaint  they  may  fancy  themselves  to 
have,  they  have  no  ground  of  complaint 
against  us  for  any  want  of  good  intentions 


towards  them,  or  any  deficiency  in  that 
friendly  feeling  which  it  would  be  the  duty 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government,  or  of  any 
Government  that  may  succeed  it,  to  enter- 
tain towards  the  Government  and  nation 
of  France. 

Sir  JOHN  WALSH:  Sir,  as  it  was  in 
consequence  of  a  question  which  I  addressed 
to  the  noble  Lord   opposite    that    some 
doubts  were  raised,  I  believe,  respecting 
the  tenor  of  the  reply  of  the  noble  Lord 
the  Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs  to  the 
question  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Manchester,  perhaps  I  may  be 
allowed  shortly  to  advert  to  the  explanation 
the  noble  Lord  has  now  given.     I  would 
premise  that  no  one  has  a  greater  sense  of 
the  value  of  relations  of  amity  between 
France  and  this  country  than  I  have,  and 
that,  therefore,  no  one  can  be  more  ready 
to  make  full  and  ample  allowance  for  the 
motives  to  which  the  noble  Lord  has  ad- 
verted— for  his  desire  to  put  away  any- 
thing that  might  have  a  tendency  to  dis- 
turb  those  friendly  relations,  and  to  leave 
it  perfectly  open  to  the  French  Govern- 
ment to  adopt  language  on  the  other  side 
of  the  water  which  may  be  most  favourable 
to  the  maintenance  of  those  relations.     At 
the  same  time,  giving  full  weight  to  these 
considerations,  I  may  be  permitted  to  ob- 
serve, that  it  does   appear  to  me,  upon 
the  facts  the  noble  Lord  has  stated,  that 
he  strained  very  much  tbe  statement  that 
he  made  upon  that  occasion.     The  noble 
.Lord,  in  making  that  reply  to  the  right 
hon.   Member    fbr  Manchester,   that    he 
trusted  nothing  would  occur  to  disturb  the 
ftiendly  relations  between  this  country  and 
France,  was  at  that  moment  in  possession 
of  the  despatch  of  General  Lahitte  to  M. 
Drouyn  de  Lhuys;  and  that  despatch,  I 
think  it  is  important  for  us  to  recollect, 
was  communicated  to  the  noble  Lord,  not, 
indeed,  in  writing — a  copy  of  it  was  not 
given  to  him — but,  if  I  am  not  mistaken, 
was  communicated  to  the  noble  Lord  for- 
mally and  officially,  as  a  direct  communi- 
cation from  the  French  Government.     It 
was  not  communicated  to  him  privately 
and  confidentially,  in  the  course  of  con- 
versation, among  a  variety  of  other  matter, 
merely  as  intimating  the  opinion  of  M. 
Drouyn  de  Lhuys,  and  his  wish  to  apprise 
the  noble  Lord  of  the  feeling  existing  in 
Paris  on  the  course  the  noble  Lord  had 
pursued.    It  was  an  official  communication 
from   the  head  of  the    French  Govern- 
ment.    It  does  appear  to  me  that  it  was 
scarcely  acting  with  ingenuousness  towards 


249 


BeeaU  of  the 


{  Uay  23  }  French  Amhasiadar, 


25Q 


the  House  for  the  noble  Lord,  in  tbe  face 
of  that  communication,  to  declare  so  broadly 
that  he  trusted  there  was  nothing  to  dis- 
turb tbe  friendly  relations  between  the  two 
countries.  [Lord  Palmebston:  I  did  not 
say  so ;  I  said,  "  That  I  trusted  nothing 
would  arise  out  of  the  circumstances  to 
disturb  the  friendly  relations  between  the 
two  countries."]  It  is  not  my  intention 
to  analyse  the  noble  Lord's  statement, 
able  as  everything  must  be  which  proceeds 
from  him.  It  must  be  obvious  that,  as  we 
have  had  no  time  at  present  to  peruse  the 
bulky  volume  just  placed  in  our  hands,  it 
would  be  impossible,  on  the  spur  of  the 
moment,  to  deal  with  a  subject  in  which  it 
is  necessary  to  collate  dates  and  compare 
details  and  statements  one  with  another, 
when  two  or  three  negotiations  have  been 
going  on  simultaneously  at  Athens,  and  in 
London  or  Paris.  I  conceive  that  the 
great  question  between  the  noble  Lord  and 
itte  French  Government  with  respect  to 
the  rupture  of  this  negotiation  is,  whether 
Baron  Gros  was  in  such  a  situation  that 
the  negotiation  actually  and  entirely  ter- 
minated, or  whether  that  case  only  had 
arisen  in  which  a  reference  to  London  and 
to  Paris  was  contemplated.  It  appears  to 
me  clear,  from  what  we  bave  already  seen 
in  the  public  papers,  the  translations  from 
papers  presented  to  the  French  Chamber, 
and  which  I  suppose  we  may  assume  to  be 
authentic,  that  Baron  Gros  himself  did  not 
consider  the  negotiation  entirely  termi- 
nated, but  that  the  case  had  arisen  in 
which  it  was  desirable  that  a  reference 
should  be  had  to  the  Government  at  home; 
and  it  is  unfortunate,  that  on  the  spot 
Baron  Gros  himself,  the  negotiator  en- 
gaged with  this  difficult  and  delicate  task, 
does  not  concur  in  the  view  taken  by  Her 
Majesty's  Government  here,  or  by  their 
representative  at  Athens,  that  they  are  at 
issue  upon  that  first  and  cardinal  point  on 
which  so  large  a  portion  of  the  merits  of 
this  question  must  necessarily  hinge.  The 
noble  Lord  seems  to  draw  the  Hne  very 
strongly,  that  these  claims  were  to  be  ad- 
mitted, in  all  their  integrity,  by  the  French 
negotiator,  and  there  was  to  be  no  question 
as  to  the  principle  of  them,  but  only  as  to 
the  amount  to  be  awarded  to  Mr.  Pacifico; 
but  I  do  not  think  the  French  Government 
appear  to  concur  with  the  noble  Lord  in 
that  view  either.  It  appears  to  me  that 
they  considered  that  to  restrict  their  medi- 
ation within  such  narrow  limits  would  place 
them  in  a  somewhat  degrading  position, 
and  that  the  claims  of  Mr.  Pacifico  upon  the 


Portuguese  Government  of  so  very  pro- 
blematical a  nature,  and  upon  the  face  of 
them  appearing  so  monstrous  and  extrava- 
gant, fell  within  the  matters  which  the 
French  negotiator  would  be  justified  in 
investigating.  But,  as  I  have  said,  not 
having  had  the  opportunity  of  perusing  the 
documents,  I  will  not  venture  to  go  over 
the  statements  of  the  noble  Lord.  I  con- 
cur with  him  that  it  would  be  most  desir- 
able that  our  relations  of  amity  with  the 
French  Government,  i^nd  with  those  other 
great  States  of  Europe  which  are  alienated 
from  us  at  this  moment,  should,  if  possible, 
be  renewed.  Whatever  may  be  the  argu- 
ments with  which  the  noble  Lord  is  en- 
abled to  defend  the  line  of  negotiation  he 
has  adopted,  there  can  be  no  doubt  that 
the  result  has  been  to  place  England  in  a 
most  unfortunate  position;  that  the  nego- 
tiations, in  their  issue,  have  been  most 
unsuccessful.  The  noble  Lord  has  dwelt 
upon  the  alliance  with  France ;  he  has 
clung  to  that;  it  has  been  the  keystone  of 
the  arch  of  his  policy;  and  that  keystone 
he  has  contrived,  somehow  or  other,  to 
pick  out  himself.  The  noble  Lord  had 
scarcely  an  ally  left  in  Europe  but  France, 
and  he  has  contrived  to  offend  and  to  ali- 
enate that  ally.  I  do  not  conceive,  con- 
sidering the  gravity  of  the  step  the  French 
Government  has  taken,  and  the  publicity 
given  to  it,  that  it  will  be  so  easy  as  the 
sanguine  hopes  of  the  noble  Lord  appear 
to  paint,  to  renew  the  amicable  relations 
which  have  subsisted.  I  fear  the  noble 
Lord  has  contrived  to  place  himself  in  a  po- 
sition of  such  antagonism  with  that  Govern- 
ment, that  he  will  be  a  great  bar  to  the 
resumption  of  friendly  relations  between 
the  two  countries.  This  is  a  subject  which, 
as  it  implicates  the  honour  of  this  country, 
as  it  touches  nearly  its  interests,  and  is 
big  with  evils  and  menaces  great  danger 
to  the  future,  cannot  be  disposed  of  lightly 
or  hastily;  it  must  occupy  the  attention  of 
this  House.  We  should  be  neglecting  our 
duty,  indeed,  if,  with  a  charge  thus  pub- 
licly made  before  the  whole  of  Europe, 
implicating  the  honour  and  good  faith  of 
England,  and  leading  necessarily  to  an  in- 
terruption to  all  our  friendly  relations  with 
the  Continental  Powers,  it  should  not  re- 
ceive in  this  country,  and  from  this  Le- 
gislature, the  fullest  and  most  deliberate 
investigation.  I  conceive  that  so  far  there 
is  no  hostility  of  feeling  at  present  between 
the  French  and  the  English  communities. 
I  consider  that  the  feelings  of  England 
towards  France  are  friendly.     I  consider 
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that  there  is  no  national  irritation  at  this 
moment  existing  on  the  part  of  the  French 
towards  England.     Let  one  or  two  steps 
be  taken  in  this  direotion-^let  ns  proeeed 
with  anything  like  rashness  or  a  desire 
from  party  motives  to  rindicate  what  we 
may  find*  upon  examination,  to  be  objeo- 
tionable,   and  a  rivalry  must   inevitably 
spring  upi  old  feelings  of  irritation  will  be 
revived,  and  the  peace  of  Europe  itself  will 
have  but  a  short  lease  of  duration.     It  is 
imposBible--I  say  it  adrisedly^^it  is  im* 
posible  for  a  state  of  things  such  as  exists 
at  this    moment   between  England    and 
almost  all  the  other  Powers  of  Europe*  to 
subsist  without  the  future  of  England  being 
menaced  with  war.     It  is  impossible  for  us 
to  conceive  that  such  a  state  of  things  can 
long  go  on,  that  there  can  be  merely  this 
kind  of  tacit  hostility— Hhis  kind  of  neutral 
hostility--*this  hostility  in  heart  and  in 
spirit  pervading  so  large  a  portion  of  the 
Continent,  without  its  breaking  out  some« 
where.     Let  us  guard  against  it  in  time. 
Let  us  shoWi  that  we,  the  Legislature  of 
this  country,  are  prepared  to  bring  to  the 
consideration  of  this  question  no  spirit  of 
partyi  but  to  consider  it  with  caution,  with 
deliberation,  and  with  impartiality ;   and 
that  while  we  shall  always  be  ready  to 
maintain  the  real  honour  and  interests  of 
this  country,  we  feel  that  wo  are  strong 
enough  to  do  justice  even  at  the  expense 
of  ourselves. 

VisoouKt  MAHON  had  only  one  obser- 
vation  to  offer  at  this  stage  of  the  discus* 
sion  of  these  affairs.  He  simply  rose  to 
oomplain,  or,  more  properly  speaking,  to 
lament  Uio  great  delay  which  had  taken 
place  in  the  production  of  the  documents 
necessary  for  the  understanding  of  this 
case.  This  morning  those  papers  were  not 
delivered  with  the  Parliamentary  papers. 
In  his  own  case  they  had  not  been  delivered 
at  half-past  three,  when  he  left  home;  but 
he  had  been  told  that  at  some  time  be« 
tween  that  hour  and  the  present  moment, 
a  certain  number  of  copies  had  been  sent 
to  Members.  He  was  willing  to  hope  that 
the  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  Foreign 
Affairs  had  used  all  despatch  and  expedi- 
tion in  having  the  documents  prepared; 
but,  in  the  absence  of  those  documents,  he 
did  not  think  this  question  could  be  dis<- 
cussed.  He  therefore  entered  his  protest 
against  being  drawn  into  a  discussion  upon 
this  question  when  the  documents  upon 
which  his  opinion  must  practically  be 
founded  were  not  yet  fairly  in  the  hands  of 
Members* 
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Mb.  SMYTHE  :  Sir,  I  should  not  now 
trespass  upon  the  attention  of  the  House 
if  it  did  not  appear  to  me  that  there  were 
statements  in  the  explanation  given  to- 
night  by  the  noble  Lora  at  the  head  of  Fo* 
reign  Affairs  not  entirely  countenanced  by 
the  statements  in  the  papers  laid  upon  the 
table  of  the  National  Assembly  of  France. 
For  instance,  I  understood  the  noble  Lord 
to  say  that  Baron  Gros  had  withdrawn 
from  the  negotiation.      Now,  there  is  a 
despatch  laid  before  the  National  Assem" 
bly,  in  which  Baron  Gros,  on  the  24th  of 
April,  distinctly  intimated  to  Mr.  Wyse 
that  he  had  not  withdrawn  from  the  media- 
tion; his  words  were  (alluding  to  the  origi- 
nal stipulation  that  coercive  measures  should 
be  resumed  without  further  orders,  *'  in  case 
he  should  declare  that  he  gave  up  the  rdU 
of  mediator  '*),  "  I  have  not  given  up  the 
rdle  of  mediator;  I  presented  to  you  a  pro* 
ject  which  I  think  just  and  satisfactory. 
For  God's  sake  submit  it  to  Lord  Palmer- 
ston."    Can  any  thing  be  more  distinct 
than  that  ?     Now,  Sir,  if  the  French  peo- 
ple, or  the  European  public,  believe  in 
thoso  protestations  of  amity  towards  France 
in  which  the  noble  Lord  has  indulged,  and 
with  which  he  succeeded  in  evoking  the 
sympathies  of  this  House,  and  if  the  Eng- 
lish public  are  parties  to  those  sympathies, 
I  think  it  would  have  been  easv  for  Mr. 
Wyse,  in  pursuance  of  his  oonciliatory  in* 
structions,  to  have  acceded  to  the  request 
of  Baron  Gros.      Sir,  I  agree  with   the 
noble  Lord    the    Member    for    Hertford 
in  thinking  that  the  time  has  not  yet 
arrived  for    tho    complete    discussion  of 
this  question.      But,   Sir,  what  has  ar- 
rived, what  has  happened,  what  may  be 
regarded   as  an  accomplished  fact,  and 
that  upon  which  some  discussion  may  well 
arise  in  this  House,  is  the  alarming  ex- 
change of  intimate  and  confidential  rels* 
tions  with  the  Government  of  France  for 
those  of  alienation  and  estrangement.  Sir, 
it  is  seldom  that  I  venture  to  speak  in 
Parliament.     The  last  time  I  presumed  to 
address  a  few  words  within  those  walls,  in 
1847, 1  remember  that  I  ventured  to  im- 
plore the  noble  Lord  not  lightly  to  throw 
away   that  intimate  and   cordial  under- 
standing with  France,  which  had  been  be- 
queathed to  him  by  his  predecessor  the 
Earl  of  Aberdeen.     What  has  become  of 
that  entente  cordiale  now  ?    Why,  Sir,  the 
Minister  of  July,  1840,  as  it  was  foreseen 
by  the  most  clearsighted  of  his  colleagues, 
has  taken  every  opportunity,  under  every 
Government  of  Fraacoi  to  break  from  that 
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wise,  that  essential,  that  auspicioufi  alli- 
ance. For  the  seterance,  Sir,  is  not  of 
yesterdaj.  It  began  when  the  House  of 
brleans  was  on  the  throne  of  France.  It 
began  on  the  question  of  Switzerland;  it 
exposed  itself  in  an  isolated  protest  on  the 
question  of  Cracow;  it  was  consummated 
in  the  policy  which  followed  upon  what  was 
called  the  Spanish  marriages.  But  did 
the  severance  stop  there?  Did  it  stop 
with  the  fall  of  Louis  Philippe  from  the 
throne  of  France?  Sir,  that  seyerance 
was  again  manifested  after  the  accession 
of  the  Republic;  it  was  exhibited  in  the 
Straits  of  Messina;  it  was  again  shown 
when  France  reverted  to  the  policy  of  order 
in  the  Italian  peninsula;  once  more  the 
other  day  in  the  affairs  of  the  Rio  de  la 
Plata;  and  it  has  lastly  broken  out  in  the 
lamentable  and  untoward  occurrence  now 
under  discussion.  Sir,  in  these  observa* 
tions  I  intend  to  confine  myself  simply  to 
the  question  of  our  relations  with  France. 
I  would  say  then,  that  I  think  when  the 
noble  Lord  just  now,  in  his  able  and  mas* 
ierly  statement,  proved  his  case,  he  did 
not  prove  a  case  which  in  any  way  im* 
pugned  the  opposite  case  of  the  French 
Oovemment.  The  noble  Lord  took  great 
pains  to  show  that  he  had  narrowed  and 
eontracted  the  original  intervention  of 
France,  first  of  all  from  arbitration  to 
mediation,  and,  secondly,  fh>m  mediation 
to  "  good  offices."  Now,  all  this  I  think 
is  of  a  pedantry  unworthy  of  a  great  nation. 
Surely,  in  the  matter  of  these  miserable 
monies,  we  could  well  have  afforded  to 
submit  to  the  arbitration  of  a  powerful 
and  therefore  disinterested  nation  like 
France.  But,  unhappily,  I  think  through- 
out his  negotiations  the  noble  Lord  has 
marked  his  policy  by  jealousy  and  distrust, 
and  insult  towards  that  Government.  Sir, 
I  say  the  noble  Lord  showed  jealousy  to 
France,  precisely  because  he  offered  first 
arbitration,  then  mediation,  and  then  good 
offices.  I  say  he  showed  distrust  to  France, 
as  in  the  papers  laid  on  the  table  of  the 
National  Assembly  I  find  that  he  began 
by  abuse  of  the  resident  Minister,  M. 
Thouvenel,  and  wound  up  by  abuse  of  the 
special  envoy.  Baron  Gros.  I  assert,  fur- 
ther, that  the  noble  Lord  has  shown  insult 
to  France,  as  he  entered  into  a  convention 
on  the  18th  of  April — and  let  it  be  re- 
marked,  that  throughout  the  whole  of  his 
masterly  statement  not  one  word  escaped 
the  noble  Lord  with  regard  to  that  conven- 
tion, and  one  might  be  led  to  suppose  it 
had  never  been  projected — which  conven- 


tion he  was  obliffed  to  repudiate  and  reject 
on  the  10th  of  May,  and  thus  offer  insult 
to  the  Government  of  France.  And  why 
was  it  repudiated  and  rejected  ?  Because, 
on  the  27th  April,  the  noble  Lord,  bv  the 
aid  of  a  leviathan  fleet  of  Great  Britain, 
had  at  last  harpooned  his  miserable  min- 
now, the  infinitesimal  monarchy  of  Greece. 
What  wonder,  then,  that  an  ardent  and  sus- 
ceptible people,  ignecB  indoUst  should  take 
notice  of  so  long  a  series  of  evil  offices  from 
the  Minister  of  July,  1840.  What  wonder 
is  it  that  they  should  have  risen  as  one 
man,  represented  by  seven-eighths  of  a 
chamber  elected  by  universal  suffrage,  to 
applaud  the  recall  of  their  Ambassador. 
Sir,  I  have  seen  it  somewhere  stated  that 
that  recall  was  not  sympathised  in  by  the 
higher  authorities  in  France.  But  this  I 
will  venture  to  say,  that  be  the  prince  or  go- 
vemor  what  he  might,  who  should  be  at  the 
head  of  affairs  in  France,  he  would  stand 
a  very  good  chance  of  sleeping  within  the 
week  at  Vincennes  on  Mount  Michel,  if  he 
had  not  exhibited  that  sympathy.  It  is 
also  stated  that  one  portion  of  the  As- 
sembly did  not  entertain  the  same  feeling 
of  indignation  at  the  noble  Lord's  conduct 
as  is  entertained  by  the  people  of  France. 
But  it  was  only  the  other  day  that  I  read 
a  work  from  the  pen  of  M.  Ledru-Rollin, 
certainly  the  ablest  and  most  eloquent 
leader  of  the  democracy  of  France.  Speaks 
ing  of  the  foreign  policy  of  England,  M. 
Lcdru-Rollin  alludes  to  it  as  a  worn-out 
vulture  in  its  isolated  eyrie.  He  states 
that  England  enters  into  no  treaties  which 
it  does  not  violate;  and  that  the  sea  is  not 
more  full  of  ruin  and  of  wrecks  than  the 
history  of  England  of  diplomatic  crime. 
Therefore  I  think  it  unlikely  that  the 
party  which  M.  Ledrn-RoIIin  still  guides 
from  exile  should  sympathise  in  the  fo* 
reign  policy  of  the  Minister  of  July  1840. 
Now,  Sir,  it  appears  to  me  there  are  only 
two  solutions  to  this  question  which  would 
be  satisfactory  to  this  House.  One  is  al- 
most too  absurd  to  name — the  retirement 
of  the  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  Foreign 
Affairs ;  for  he  is  a  necessity  to  that 
Europe  to  which  he  is  at  the  same  time 
odious.  I  will  logically  prove  it.  No  man 
will  dispute  that  Great  Britain  is  a  neces- 
sity to  the  balance  of  power.  In  the  pre- 
sent state  of  parties  it  is  as  undeniable  a 
necessity  that  the  Whigs  should  govern, 
and  the  noble  Lord  is  unquestionably  indis- 
pensable to  the  Whigs.  It  is,  therefore, 
impossible  to  arrive  at  that  solution.  But 
there  is  another  solution  still.    I  would 
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Tenture  to  ask  the  noble  Lord  to  gi?e 
effect  to  that  stipulation  of  the  18th  April, 
by  which  a  benefit  will  be  conferred  on 
Greece,  a  courtesy  shown  to  France,  and 
justice  will  be  done  to  England,  whose 
honour  in  this  matter  is»  I  think,  so 
solemnly  engaged. 

Mr.  DRUMMOND  :  Sir,  I  am  of  opin- 
ion that  the  statement  made  by  the  noble 
Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs  on  a  former 
evening,  which  has  not  been  interpreted  by 
some  persons  as  it  ought  to  have  been, 
has  now  been  satisfactorily  explained.  It 
further  appears  to  me  that  the  noble  Lord 
did  nothing  but  his  duty  in  making  that 
statement  in  the  terms  which  he  used. 
There  is,  however,  much  truth  in  the  old 
saying  that  when  a  man  is  determined 
either  to  marry  or  to  fight,  it  is  very  diffi- 
cult to  prevent  him«  I  wish  I  did  not  see 
such  a  pugnacious  spirit — such  a  desperate 
desire  to  fight,  on  the  part  of  Her  Majes- 
ty's Ministers.  It  is  true  that  many  cases 
may  arise  in  which  it  would  be  impossible 
to  put  up  altogether  with  an  insult  from  a 
weaker  Power;  but  I  remember  perfectly 
well  the  great  Mr.  Grattan  observing,  upon 
some  occasion — I  think  it  was  when  Sir  F. 
Burdett  was  committed  to  the  Tower — 

"  Every  one  sides  with  the  weaker  party.  You 
may  sometimes  see  a  little  deformed  dwarf  kick- 
ing the  shins  of  a  great  giant  of  a  fellow,  and  when 
the  giant,  letj  properly,  boxes  his  ears,  all  the 
bystanders  sympathise  with  the  dwarf  by  calling 
out  *  Well  done,  little  one.' " 

I  am  willing  to  admit,  though  only  for  the 
sake  of  argument,  that  it  was  necessary 
for  the  British  Government  to  send  a  fleet 
to  exact  a  sum  of  money  from  Greece;  but 
the  moment  a  great  Power  like  France 
offered  its  mediation  in  the  matter.  Minis- 
ters would  have  best  consulted  true  policy 
and  real  dignity  by  at  once  surrendering  up 
the  whole  question,  and  putting  it  entirely 
out  of  their  own  hands.  They  ought  to 
have  given  France  a  carle  blanche  to  deal 
with  the  matter  as  she  pleased.  It  unfor- 
tunately happens  that  the  documents 
which  have  been  placed  upon  the  table  of 
the  House,  contain  evidence  showing  it 
to  be  the  general  opinion  of  foreign 
Powers  that  the  English  Government  have 
instigated  every  rebellion  that  has  occurred 
throughout  Europe.  It  is  also  the  opinion 
of  the  rebels  themselves,  who  complain 
that  England  fomented  their  mischievous 
proceedings  at  first,  and  left  them  in  the 
lurch  at  last.  The  result  is,  that  now  we 
have  not  a  single  friend  in  any  part  of  Eu- 
,rope.    It  must  be  admitted  that  the  noble 


Lord  the  Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs  is 
not  particularly  nice  as  to  giving  offence  to 
foreign  Governments.  Only  that  morning, 
on  reading  some  papers  lately  presented  to 
the  House,  relative  to  the  renewal  of  terms 
of  amity  between  this  country  and  Spain, 
I  observed  that  the  noble  Lord  had  inge- 
niously contrived  to  rub  the  old  sore.  The 
noble  Lord  professed  an  anxiety  to  be  upon 
terms  of  peace  and  amity  with  the  Spanish 
Government,  and  yet  he  went  out  of  his 
way  to  parade  before  that  Government  in 
the  most  offensive  and  insulting  manner  a 
name  which  he  knew  was  odious  to  it. 
Now,  suppose  two  private  gentlemen  had 
had  a  quarrel  about  one  of  their  servants, 
and  agfeed  to  make  peace  with  each  other, 
would  not  every  feeling  of  delicacy  and 
honour  prevent  the  name  of  the  servant 
from  being  introduced  into  their  confer- 
ence ?  It  is  desirable  the  House  should 
clearly  understand  that  it  is  not  upon 
Ministers  they  are  called  upon  to  pronounce 
judgment  in  these  matters.  It  is  the  ho- 
nour of  the  Crown  which  is  at  stake — it  is 
a  question  of  peace  or  war.  If  the  House 
of  Commons  do  not  decidedly  say  by  a 
large  majority  that  they  will  have  peace 
with  France— cost  what  it  may  cost — 
[  Cries  of  "  Oh  !  **  from  the  benchesusually 
occupied  by  the  **  financial  reformers**  and 
** friends  of  peace.**]  Oh,  I  am  not  a 
member  of  the  Peace  Society.  I  am  not 
one  of  those  who  say  that  there  should  be 
no  war,  but  I  have  a  great  contempt  for 
the  pot  valour  which  would  rush  into  a  war 
without  counting  the  cost,  and  would  then 
come  back  here  whining  and  crying  out  for 
diminished  armaments,  to  be  followed  again 
by  complaints  of  crippled  commerce  and 
starved  manufactures.  Let  us  understand 
what  we  are  about.  We  are  going  to  war, 
not  with  France  alone,  but  with  Austria 
and  Russia  secretly  backing  her,  and  we 
must  look  very  sharp  if,  after  the  de- 
spatches which  have  been  received  this 
day,  America  is  not  found  behind  them. 

Colonel  DUNNE  believed  what  had  re- 
cently occurred  would  not  have  the  effect 
of  altering  our  relations  with  Greece,  nor 
cause  any  misunderstanding  with  France. 
With  respect  to  the  possession  of  the 
islands  of  Cervi  and  Sapienza,  he  had 
been  connected  with  the  commission,  ap- 
pointed twelve  years  ago,  in  separating 
Greece  from  Turkey,  and  was  well  aware 
that  those  islands  were  considered  part  of 
the  Ionian  Islands,  and  that  the  Govern- 
ment of  Greece  had  no  claim  whatever 
upon  them. 
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Mb.  DISRAELI :  Sir,  I  would  recom- 
mend  the  House  not  to  ratify,  by  too  as- 
senting a  cheer,   the  suggestion  of  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Hertford,  that 
we  should  not  presume  to  give  any  opinion 
upon  foreign  transactions  in  this   House 
until  the  papers  having  relation  to  them 
have  been  laid  upon  the  table.      I  re- 
member some  little  time  ago,  when  the 
affairs  of  Italy  caused   considerable  ex- 
citement even  in  the  House  of  Commons, 
a  feeling  of  equal  delicacy  induced  the 
House  to  postpone  a  discussion,  and  to 
withhold  an  opinion  upon  some  of  the  most 
important  transactions  of  modem  history, 
until  the  papers  on  the  subject  were  laid 
before  them.     At  the  end  of  the  Session, 
or,  I  believe,  after  the  prorogation  of  Par- 
liament, these  papers  appeared  in  the  shape 
of  three  folio  volumes;  and  I  venture  to 
say,  if  hon.  Gentlemen   who  read  those 
three  volumes,  and  digested  and  mastered 
their  contents,  walked  into  the  lobby  of 
this    House,    we    should   see  the   small- 
est minority  ever  found  in  that  chamber. 
Sir,  I  believe  there  is  no  popular  assembly 
in  Europe  that  less  willingly  obtrudes  it- 
self in  discussions  connected  with  our  di- 
plomatic relations  than  the  House  of  Com- 
mons.    I  am  sure  that  no  Government, 
in  England,  has  been  more  tenderly  treated 
by  the  House  of  Commons  in  that  respect 
than  Her  Majesty's  present  Government. 
But  exactly  in  proportion  as  that  wise  re- 
serve prevails  among  us,  do  I  think  we 
have  a  right  to  expect,  on  the  part  of  the 
Government  of  the  day,  a  becoming  frank- 
ness.    It  is  an  understood  condition  of  the 
compact  between  the  Government  and  the 
Opposition  on  this  subject,  that  if  the  latter 
does  not  provoke  discussions  which  might 
injure  important  negotiations,  the  former 
shall  evince  when  necessary  a  proportionate 
frankness.     Sir,  the  speech  of  the  noble 
Lord  the   Secretary  of  State,    to-night, 
has  been  described  as  an  able  and  masterlv 
statement;  but,  for  the  life  of  me,  I  can- 
not understand  why  it   should   not  have 
been  made  a  week  ago;  for  the  noble  Lord 
has  said  nothing  which  ho  might  not  have 
said  the  day  before  the  adjournment.     If 
the  beneficial  consequences  the  noble  Lord 
contemplates  are  to  flow,  I  think  it  mat- 
ter of  regret  that  even  a  week  should  have 
been  lost  in  making  a  statement  which 
might  as  well  have  been  made  then  as  now, 
and  which,  according  to  the  silent  expecta- 
tions of  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  is  calcu- 
lated to  remove  all  those  inconveniences  we 
have  observed  and  lamented.     Now,  Sir,  I 
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do  not  desire  or  intend,  on  the  present  occa- 
sion— I  see  no  necessity  for  so  doing — ^to 
enter  into  any  discussion  upon  the  affairs 
of  Greece.     But  I  would  observe  that  al- 
though the  noble  Lord  has,  we  will  admit, 
answered  satisfactorily  the  question  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Man- 
chester of  last  Thursdav,  I  am  not  aware 
that  the  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Govern- 
ment has  yet  satisfactorily  explained  that 
tone  of  reserve  and  tint  of  equivocal  colour- 
ing which  characterised  his  reply  to  other 
questions  on  that  day.     I  apprehend  that 
no  sane  man  thinks  the  Greek  claims  are 
anything  but  a  pretext — no  one  of  sane 
mind  can  suppose  that  a  powerful  armament 
of  Britain  was  suddenly  brought  into  the 
waters  of  the  Mediterranean  to  advocate  the 
somewhat  ludicrous  and  suspicious  claims 
of  Mr.  Pacifico.     Some  cause,  not  stated, 
seems  to  have  been  at  the  bottom  of  this 
demonstration.     In  some  of  the  diplomatic 
documents  that  have  transpired  in  this 
country,  it  would  appear  that  some  intima- 
tion of  this  cause  is  given.  It  seems  to  have 
been  necessary,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Go- 
vernment, that  a  great  demonstration  of  the 
power  of  England  lost  year  should  be  made 
in  the  Mediterranean  seas.     There  were 
disturbances  in  one  of  our  dependencies 
— in  a  Greek  State  under  our  protection. 
And  here  I  would  remark  that  I  observe 
one  point  of  unanimity  in  the  supporters 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government.  These  sup- 
porters are  unanimous  as  a  whole,  but  as 
sections  they  are  in  opposition.     One  class 
of  supporters  regard  the  noble  Lord  the 
Secretary  for  the  Colonies  as  an  extremely 
incompetent  and  headstrong  Minister.  An- 
other section  of  those  Gentlemen,  unani- 
mous in  their  support  of  the  Administration, 
take  it  in  their  head  to  denounce  the  other 
Secretary,  the  noble  Lord  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs.     He  is  a  harsh 
and  arbitrary  Minister,  they  say.     But  it 
happened  last  year,  that  these  two  Secre- 
taries of  State,  who  are  supposed  not  to 
agree  in  sentiment  upon  any  subject  what- 
ever,  were  obliged   to    interfere    in  the 
same  quarter  of  the  globe,   and   to  co- 
operate together.     The  moment  I  heard 
the    Colonial    Secretary    was    meddling 
in    Ionia,  and  afterwards,  in  co-operation 
with  the  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  in  Attica,  I  thought  that  something 
would  happen.     And  when  the  expected 
discussion   takes  place,  we  niay  perhaps 
discover  that   these    two    stars    crossing 
each  other  have  produced  those  disasters 
which  wc  now  deplore.     The  noble  Lord 
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the  Member  for  Hertford  warned  us  not  to 
give  our  opinions  until  the  papers  are  be- 
£>re  us.  But  the  noble  Lord  might  have 
remembered  that  the  papers  on  this  subject 
are  now  in  the  possession  of  the  House.  I 
eannot  say — and  I  suppose  I  speak  the  feel- 
ing of  the  majority  of  the  House — I  cannot 
say  they  are  in  my  possession,  for  I  have 
not  received  them  yet.  They  came  too 
late  :  they  came,  like  the  noble  Lord's  de- 
spatches, too  late  for  the  post.  If  the 
)ioble  Lord  could  only  have  contrived  that 
we  should  have  had  our  papers  as  soon  as 
the  French  Assembly  had  their  documents, 
I  confess  I  should  have  listened  with  much 
more  satisfaction  to  the  "  masterly  state- 
ment "  of  the  noble  Lord,  which  we  cannot 
answer,  because  the  noble  Lord  at  the  time 
he  speaks  brings  forward  for  the  first  time 
those  voluminous  papers,  and  lays  them 
on  the  table.  But,  Sir,  I  observed 
Tery  singular  omissions  in  the  "  masterly 
statement"  of  which  we  have  heard  so 
much.  We  heard  nothing,  for  instance, 
as  the  hon.  Member  for  Canterbury  very 
properly  pointed  out— we  heard  nothing 
throughout  that  singular  exposition — not 
a  single  allusion  to  the  convention  of 
April  agreed  upon  in  London.  Who 
eould  possibly  have  supposed — who  really 
was  in  ignorance  of  these  matters — that 
"whilst  the  noble  Lord  was  entering  into 
all  these  interesting  details  about  the  do- 
ings of  third-rate  diplomatists  in  a  fourth- 
rate  State — that  the  Foreign  Minister  of 
England  and  the  Ambassador  of  the  Re- 
public of  France  were  negotiating  together 
m  the  capital  of  Great  Britain  ?  Why,  Sir, 
no  doubt  the  grievance — the  sore  grievance 
of  the  French  nation — is,  that  they  should 
have  permitted  the  Ambassador  of  their 
Republic  to  enter  into  a  negotiation  and 
draw  up  a  convention  with  the  Foreign  Min- 
ister of  England;  and  then  find,  instead 
of  these  great  personages  solving  the  knot 
— notwitbstandmg  all  that  demonstration 
of  good  feeling  on  the  part  of  France,  and 
all  that  employment  of  powerful  energies, 
that  it  all  ends  in  a  squabble  in  a  remote 
corner  of  the  world,  carried  on  by  ob- 
scure and  subordinate  individuals.  But  the 
"  masterly  statement  *'  made  other  omis- 
sions on  matters  of  the  first  importance; 
for  I  listened  in  vain  for  the  slightest 
allusion  to  the  position  in  which  we 
are  placed  with  respect  to  Russia  in 
consequence  of  these  transactions.  I  did 
not  expect  the  noble  Lord  to  enter  into 
the  details  of  his  diplomatic  dinner 
party -~  I  did  not  wish  him  to  give  us 


reasons  why  the  Minister  Plenipotentiary 
of  all  the  Russias  was  not  his  guest.  But 
considering  that  even  in  this  book,  which 
we  have  not  had  an  opportunity  of  reading, 
there  are  several  despatches  of  the  Russian 
Ambassador,  and  considering  that  in  all 
the  transactions  connected  with  Greece, 
Russia  is  a  party  deeply  interested,  and  one 
of  the  chief  Powers  of  the  world,  it  would 
have  been  extremely  satisfactory  if  the 
noble  Lord  had  not  ignored  the  existence 
of  Russia,  and  had  informed  the  Houso 
that  he  not  only  had  a  prospect  of  re- 
establishing a  cordial  understanding  with 
France,  but  that  our  cordial  understanding 
with  Russia  was  not  in  the  least  degree 
damaged  or  endangered.  But  neither  of 
these  great  and  salient  points  was  even 
so  much  as  incidentally  alluded  to  through- 
out the  " masterly  statement."  But  there 
was  another  point -^  and  I  am  speaking 
now  without  authentic  documents,  and 
following  the  noble  Lord,  who  certainly 
with  masterly  tactics  made  his  defence, 
because  he  kept  from  us  the  documents 
and  authorities  by  which  it  only  could 
be  confronted  —  there  is,  I  say,  a  third 
point  on  which  I  could  have  wished  that 
we  had  had  satisfactory  information,  and 
that  is  with  respect  to  the  islets  that  we 
have  heard  so  much  about.  It  would  have 
afforded  some  satisfaction,  I  am  sure, 
to  the  House,  if  the  noble  Lord  had 
told  us  that  these  elements  of  future  dis- 
cord were  dismissed  from  this  question, 
and  that  hereafter,  however  anxious  may 
be  the  position  of  Great  Britain — ^how- 
ever great  the  difficulties  with  which  we 
may  have  to  contend  as  regards  France 
and  the  other  Powers  connected  with  the 
question — still  that  this  long  controverted 
subject  had  been  finally  settled  by  the  di- 
plomacy of  the  noble  Lord.  Yet  to  those 
three  great,  and  in  my  opinion  principal, 
points  connected  with  this  question,  not 
one  allusion  has  fallen  from  Her  Majesty's 
Ministers.  I  say  Her  Majesty's  Ministers, 
because  I  reprobate  the  loose  habit  we  get 
into  in  this  House  of  attacking  the  chief  of 
a  particular  department,  instead  of  the  Go- 
vernment. If  any  blunder  is  made,  the  chief 
criminal  is  the  First  Minister  of  the  Crown 
— he  it  is  who  is  the  chief  of  the  policy  of 
the  Government;  and  I  mean  to  hold  him 
responsible.  The  noble  Lord  the  Secretary 
of  State,  although  he  presides  over  his 
own  peculiar  department,  occupies  in  real- 
ity a  subordinate  position.  W^ell,  if  no  al- 
lusion is  made  to  the  principal  points  on 
which  the  attention  of  £urope  is  now  fizedi 
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and  if  after  weeks  of  cramming,  and  pre- 
Tenting  us  from  having  the  documents  by 
which  we  might  meet  the  Government,  if 
the  only  case  brought  forward  bj  the  Go- 
Temment  is  a  case  which  omits  these  im- 
portant points,  and  one  that  is  narrowed  to 
the  smallest  issue — let  us  see  how  satisfac- 
tory is  the  "masterly  statement"  as  re- 
spects the  very  narrow  issue  on  which  the 
noble  Lord  has  chosen  to  enlighten  us — I 
mean  the  immediate  causes  of  the  misun- 
derstanding with  France,  which  has  arisen 
out  of  the  proceedings  in  Greece.  Well, 
Sir,  it  appears  that  the  French  Republic, 
in  consequence  of  the  arrival  of  our  fleet 
at  Athens — remembering  always,  as  the 
House  should,  that  France  by  treaty  is 
peculiarly  interested  in  all  the  transactions 
of  these  countries — the  French  Republic 
was  desirous  to  mediate  in  this  affair.  The 
noble  Lord  studiously  avoided  a  mediation 
or  an  arbitration  on  the  part  of  France. 
The  noble  Lord — the  organ  of  the  Govern- 
ment on  this  question — I  do  him  the  jus- 
tice to  admit  that  his  expressions  on  this 
subject,  as  far  as  I  can  form  an  opinion 
from  the  documents  laid  before  the  French 
Assembly,  never  were  equivocal  or  ambigu- 
ous. From  the  first  moment  when  the 
French  Republic  offered  her  mediation,  she 
might  have  distinctly  collected,  from  the 
language,  the  manner,  and  demeanour  of 
the  noble  Lord,  his  extreme  unwillingness 
that  she  should  interfere  in  the  business. 
Now,  Sir,  what  does  the  noble  Lord  do 
nnder  these  circumstances  ?  He  says,  **  I 
am  for  no  arbitration  or  mediation,  but  I 
consent  to  the  French  Republic  exercising 
what  are  called  '  good  offices.'  **  Now, 
Sir,  if  there  is  any  process  in  diplomacy 
more  dangerous  than  another,  it  is  con- 
senting that  a  third  Power  shall  exercise 
good  offices.  That  Power,  remember,  is  in- 
vested with  no  authority  under  these  circum- 
stances, and  therefore  incurs  no  responsibi- 
lity; and— except  in  the  case  in  which  both 
parties  between  whom  the  controversy  lies, 
are  anxious  that  a  termination  of  the  misun- 
standing  should  take  place,  and  that  a 
golden  bridge  should  be  conveniently  and 
quickly  formed,  by  which  the  one  may  re- 
tire with  honour — it  is  a  principle  in  the 
conduct  of  such  affairs  which  ought  never 
to  be  lost  sight  of,  never  to  consent  to  in- 
vesting a  third  Power  with  a  fulfilment  only 
of  what  are  termed  "good  offices ;  * '  for  under 
no  circumstances,  except  those  of  mere 
form,  can  I  recollect  an  occasion  where 
such  a  delegation  has  not  ended  in  disap- 
pointment, and  often  in  disaster.     Still, 


one  thing  is  quite  clear.  However  unwil- 
ling the  Government  was  at  the  beginning 
to  assent  to  the  interference  of  France — 
however  impolitic  it  was  on  the  part  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  to  agree  to  this 
doubtful  position  being  assumed  by  the  Re- 
public—  having  once  taken  that  course. 
Her  Majesty's  Ministers  should  have 
acted  cordially.  They  should  have  act- 
ed sincerely.  However  imperfect  the 
machinery  with  which  the  Republic  of 
France  was  invested  for  the  fulfilment  of 
the  common  object,  it  was  not  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  who  had  refused  arbi- 
tration or  mediation  that  ought  to  have 
thrown  difficulties  in  the  way,  or  to  have 
created  impediments  that  might  prevent  a 
satisfactory  termination  of  the  difference. 
Now,  did  Her  Majesty's  Government  act 
thus — did  they  act  cordially,  sincerely,  and 
frankly  towards  the  French  Republic  ? 
That  is  a  question  to  be  decided  even  by 
hon.  Gentlemen  who  have  received  the 
"  masterly  statement  "  with  such  ready 
cheers,  and  who  are  averse  to  entering 
into  the  discussion  to-night.  And  I  say 
the  evidence  before  us  is  complete  on  the 
subject,  without  analysing  the  book,  which 
none  of  us  have  yet  read.  Here  is  a 
passage  which  my  eye  catches  accidentally 
in  turning  over  the  blue  book,  and  I  will 
read  it  to  the  House,  because,  while  very 
brief,  it  is  yet  pregnant  with  meaning.  It 
is  in  the  despatch  of  the  Marquess  of  Nor- 
manby  to  Viscount  Palmerston,  written  on 
the  9th,  and  received  on  the  10th  instant, 
and  it  describes  the  effect  produced  in  Paris 
when  the  news  first  arrived  of  the  settle- 
ment of  the  Greek  question.  There  is  a 
conversation  given  between  the  Marquess 
of  Normanby  and  General  de  la  Hitte. 
What  will  the  House  think  of  this  ?— 

"  General  de  la  Ilitte  read  me  a  despatch  which 
he  had  communicated  when  he  had  first  received 
it  from  M.  Droujn  de  Lhujs,  of  the  date  of  the 
3rd  of  March,  in  which  he  states  himself  to  have 
discussed  the  point  with  your  Lordship,  and  to 
have  obtained  your  complete  assent  to  the  condi- 
tion there  required  by  the  French  Government, 
that  in  case  of  any  difference  of  opinion  between 
Mr.  Wyse  and  Baron  Gros  as  to  the  terms  to  be 
proposed  to  the  Greek  Government,  hostile  pro- 
ceedings should  not  be  recommenced  until  a  fur- 
ther reference  had  been  made  for  instructions  to 
London  and  Paris." 

Let  the  House  mark  the  words — 

"  in  case  of  any  differences  of  opinion  between 
Mr.  Wyse  and  Baron  Gros  as  to  the  terms  to  be 
proposed  to  the  Greek.  Government,  hostile  pro- 
ceedings shonld  not  be  recommenced  until  a  re- 
ference has  been  made  for  further  instructions 
from  London  and  Paris." 
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These  are  very  wide 'words;  and  what  Go- 
neral  de  la  Hitte  thought  he  had  a  good 
right  to  complain  of  was,  that  Mr.  Wyse 
had  stated  that  he  never  received  instruc- 
tions of  that  character,  and  certainly  had 
acted  in  the  last  instance  in  defiance  of 
their  purport.  The  Marquess  of  Normanhy 
goes  on  to  say — 

"  I  was  unable  either  to  admit  or  deny  that  M. 
Drouyn  de  Lhuys  had  rightly  understood  your 
Lordship  to  assent  to  this  condition  on  the  part 
of  the  French  Government,  having  had  no  direct 
oommunication  with  you  since  that  date,  on  this 
particular  point;  but  I  am  bound  to  state  that 
snch  has  been  the  impression  here  ;  and  from 
General  de  la  Hitte's  constant  language,  I  do  not 
believe  that  he  would  have  continued  the  good 
offices  of  France  had  he  believed  that  they 
could  have  had  the  termination  they  have  now 
received." 

That  despatch,  to  my  mind,  is  pretty  well 
conclusive  as  to  the  merits  of  the  question. 
You  may  split  hairs  —  you  may  explain 
away  phrases,  hut  I  ask  the  House  this 
simple  question,  '*  Do  you  think  that  when 
the  French  Republic  sent  an  Ambassador 
here  to  draw  up  a  convention  with  the  Eng- 
lish Minister  which  would  settle  the  affairs 
of  Greece,  that  they  could  have  imagined 
that,  hy  any  possible  combination  of  circum- 
stances, the  affairs  of  Greece  could  be  set- 
tled at  Athens  instead  of  at  London?'' 
No  man  will  deny  that  diplomatic  cor- 
respondence may  be  susceptible  of  many 
explanations — it  is  possible  many  miscon- 
ceptions may  occur  —  great  errors  may 
be  committed  in  one  quarter  and  another 
— I  do  not  say  that  the  House  is  called 
upon  to  give  an  opinion  on  these  points, 
but  I  am  satisfied  the  House  cannot  for  a 
moment  conceive  that  the  French  Govern- 
ment would  have  consented  to  send  an  Am- 
bassador to  London,  if  they  had  believed 
it  possible  that  the  dispute  would  be  settled 
at  Athens.  That,  Sir,  is  the  cream  of  the 
case.  Then  I  ask  why,  after  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  had  received  the  first 
overtures  of  the  French  Government  with 
coldness  and  a  repulse,  why  did  they,  after 
finally  declining  their  suggestion,  assent  to 
a  most  imperfect  and  unsatisfactory  ma- 
chinery for  the  settlement  of  the  business? 
Was  the  conduct  of  Her  Majesty's  Minis- 
try straightforward  to  France,  even  if  it 
was  not  cordial  ?  First,  it  was  not  cordial; 
and  then  it  was  not  frank.  The  catastro- 
phe never  could  have  occurred  if  there  had 
been  cordiality.  I  don't  know  what  the 
First  Minister  thinks  of  this  affair.  Every 
night  he  is  reminded  by  Members  on  both 
sides  of  the  House  that  he  is  a  Minister  1 


free  from  ressponsibility  to  Parliament,  and 
that  makes  a  man  bold.  But  the  noble 
Lord,  I  believe,  has  not  yet  been  in  power 
for  four  years,  and  I  think  he  must  have 
sometimes  reflected  on  the  remarkable 
diplomatic  occurrences  that  have  taken 
place  within  that  short  period.  One  day 
we  are  told  that  a  Plenipotentiary  of  our 
Government  is  rudely  expelled  from  Madrid. 
Next  we  learn  with  anxiety  that  the  Aus- 
trian Ambassador  has  disappeared  from 
London;  and  then  we  suddenly  learn  that 
the  French  Ambassador  is  recalled.  And 
only  a  little  time  ago  we  heard  that  the 
waters  of  the  Hellespont  were  in  commotion. 
Even  the  Turkish  Ambassador  was  ner- 
vous; and  nobody  knows  what  has  become 
of  the  Russian  Ambassador.  It  is  not 
known  whether  he,  too,  has  gone  off,  or 
whether  he  still  remains  to  adorn  that  so- 
ciety of  which  he  is  justly  considered  an 
ornament.  But  I  think  the  noble  Lord, 
remembering  these  circumstances  —  that 
his  Government  has  been  in  a  series  of 
diplomatic  scrapes  from  the  first  moment 
of  his  taking  office — that  the  country  has 
been  reconciled  to  these  unfortunate  con- 
tingencies by  the  recollection  that  at  least 
our  powerful  neighbours  were  still  upon 
the  best  terms  with  us — and  that  whatever 
might  be  our  differences  with  the  other 
Powers  of  Europe,  the  French  people  yet 
remained,  under  every  form  of  government 
the  cordial  ally  of  England— I  think  the 
noble  Lord,  when  he  finds  that  his  Admin- 
istration may  have  succeeded  in  depriving  us 
even  of  that  sole  compensation  for  all  the 
other  mischances  of  our  diplomacy,  that 
even  the  noble  Lord,  although  it  is  seven 
o'clock,  and  though  there  seems  to  be  a 
kind  of  agreement  that  there  shall  be  si- 
lence on  the  other  side,  will  feel  it  only 
due  to  the  country  that  he  should  get  up, 
and,  if  possible,  give  the  House  the  assur- 
ance that  we  have  still  one  ally  left. 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL  :  Sir,  the  speech 
we  have  just  heard  is  one  of  the  greatest 
proofs  that  could  have  been  given  of  the 
wisdom  of  the  advice  of  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  Hertford,  that  it  would  be 
well  not  to  debate  this  question  until  hon. 
Members  had  had  time  to  peruse  the  con- 
tents of  the  papers  on  this  subject ;  for, 
certainly,  if  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  has 
just  spoken  had  had  a  glimpse  of  the  con- 
tents of  those  papers,  he  could  not  have 
fallen  into  the  series  of  errors  which  have 
characterised  his  speech.  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman expresses  his  wonder  that  my  noble 
Friend  made  no  reference  to  the  conven- 
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•tion  of  the  18th  of  April.  Why,  the  ohject 
of  mj  Doble  Friend's  explanation  was  to 
show  that  the  charge  and  statement  that 
the  Ministry  of  Foreign  Affairs  in  France 
appeared  to  have  made,  that  my  noble 
Friend  had  made  a  promise  which  he  had 
not  kept,  was  not  a  well-founded  state- 
ment. But  the  convention  to  which  he 
alludes  was  made  on  April  18,  and  on  the 
23rd  of  April  Baron  Gros  made  that  an- 
nouncement to  the  Greek  Government  and 
to  Mr.  Wyse,  which,  in  the  opinion  of  Mr. 
Wyse,  suspended  and  put  an  end  to  the 
powers  of  Baron  Gros  as  a  negotiator. 
Mr.  Wyse  might  be  right,  or  he  might  be 
•wrong,  in  that  interpretation;  and  my  noble 
Friend's  arguments  were  intended  to  show 
that  Mr.  Wyse  was  justified  in  that  inter- 
pretation, and  in  the  consequent  recourse 
to  coercive  measures.  But  if  he  was  right 
in  that  course,  and  justified  in  that  inter- 
pretation, it  is  obvious  that  the  convention 
of  the  18th  of  April  must  arrive  too  late 
to  influence  the  French  negotiator  on  the 
.23rd  of  that  month.  The  intervening  four 
days  were  not  sufficient  to  allow  it  to  go 
out,  so  as  to  exercise  any  influence  in 
Greece  over  the  conduct  of  the  English 
and  French  negotiators.  And  yet  this 
seems  to  have  been  such  a  puzzle  to  the 
hon.  Gentleman,  that  he  cannot  understand 
why  my  noble  Friend  did  not  explain  why 
the  convention  of  the  18th  of  April  did  not 
conclude  the  business  in  this  country.  If 
it  should  appear  that  Mr.  Wyse  has  mis- 
taken his  instructions,  and  the  purport  of 
Baron  Gros'  announcement  to  the  Greek 
Government,  then  it  might  be  said  that  my 
noble  Friend  had  not  laid  due  emphasis  on 
the  convention  of  the  18th  of  April.  But 
the  statement  which  my  noble  Friend  made, 
precluded  his  having  any  necessity  to  lay 
any  stress  upon  that  convention.  Whether 
the  hon.  Gentleman  was  right,  or  Mr. 
Wyse  was  right,  might  be  a  matter  for 
argument  when  hon.  Members  have  read 
the  papers.  The  hon.  Gentleman  also 
complained  that  this  negotiation  had  been 
concluded  at  Athens  and  not  in  London. 
Why,  from  the  first  it  was  intended  that 
this  question  should  be  settled  in  Athens, 
and  not  by  England  only.  France  sent  a 
negotiator  there  for  the  express  purpose  of 
settling  the  question  there;  and  the  first 
thing  the  French  Ambassador  did  was  to 
agree  that  the  negotiation  should  be  con- 
ducted at  Athens.  The  convention  was 
proposed  on  the  15th  of  April,  and  carried 
out  on  the  18th.  It  was  an  afterthought 
'  of  the  French  Ambassador,  and  it  would 


have  been  highly  useful  if  Baron  Gros  had 
not  thought  it  right  to  take  the  step  he 
did.  The  convention  would  then  have 
concluded  the  whole  negotiation  upon  terms 
perfectly  satbfactory  to  England  and 
France;  and  we  certainly  lament  that  it 
did  not  do  so.  Allusion  has  been  made  to 
the  explanation  I  made  a  few  days  ago; 
and,  without  entering  upon  the  general 
discussion,  I  am  anxious  to  state  a  few 
words  with  respect  to  the  explanation  I 
then  made.  Having  been  engaged  in  pub- 
lic business  on  Friday,  and  having  attended 
a  Select  Committee  of  the  House  until 
three  o'clock,  I  had  not  read  the  despatch 
which  was  read  by  General  Lahitte  to  the 
French  Assembly.  1  had  seen  a  general 
statement  in  the  newspapers  that  the  Min- 
ister of  Foreign  Affairs  had  read  a  de- 
spatch for  the  withdrawal  of  M.  Drouyn  do 
Lhuys,  but  I  had  not  read  the  despatch. 
But  what  I  had  read  was  a  despatch  of  the 
Marquess  of  Normanby,  giving  an  account 
of  his  communication  with  General  Lahitte; 
and  when  the  hon.  Gentleman  asked  me 
the  question  which  he  put,  I  stated  the 
purport  of  that  despatch — that,  in  conse- 
quence of  the  displeasure  felt  by  the 
French  Government  with  respect  to  the 
affairs  of  Greece,  they  had  thought  it  right 
to  recall  their  Ambassador.  That  was  my 
statement,  made  in  perfect  conformity  wi^ 
the  representations  which  had  been  made 
to  us.  But  I  went  on  to  say  that  the 
French  Minister  of  Foreign  Affairs  had 
stated  to  the  Marquess  of  Normanby  that 
the  return  of  M.  Drouyn  de  Lhuys  should 
be  considered  as  natural,  since,  having 
been  sent  here  specially  to  settle  the  affairs 
of  Greece,  and  the  negotiations  having 
failed,  his  mission  had  reached  its  termina- 
tion. Now,  it  is  right  I  should  state  that* 
by  a  despatch  received  to-day  from  the 
Marquess  of  Normanby,  it  appears  that 
while  the  Marquess  says  he  has  a  recollec- 
tion that  these  were  the  terms  used  by 
General  Lahitte,  the  French  Minister  of 
Foreign  Affairs,  yet  that,  in  consequence 
of  the  Marquess  of  Normanby  having  stated 
that  these  events  might  affect  his  position 
in  Paris,  the  words  may  have  been  used 
out  of  civility  and  kindness  to  him.  Gene- 
ral Lahitte  does  not,  it  appears,  recollect 
having  used  these  terms;  and  the  Marquess 
of  Normanby  says,  that  being  the  case,  he 
certainly  cannot  hold  the  French  Minister 
of  Foreign  Affairs  to  words  which  he  does 
not  recollect  having  employed.  Now,  not 
being  aware  that  the  statement  I  made  was 
one  which  General  Lahitte  would  not  bear 
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out,  and  having  given  it  as  the  Marquess  of 
Nonnanhj  stated  it — whether  it  was  a 
statement  that  went  in  an  jwaj  to  explain  the 
termination  of  M.  Drouyn  de  Lhuys'  mis- 
sion or  not — ^it  was  a  matter  for  which  I  was 
not  responsihle.  I  wish  to  state  that  the 
French  Government  had,  from  displeasure 
with  the  conduct  of  England,  recalled  their 
Amhassador  from  this  country,  yet  that 
there  had  been  words  used  by  the  French 
Minister  of  Foreign  Affairs  from  the  na- 
ture of  which  we  did  not  think  the  matter 
80  serious  as  that  circumstance  might  have 
led  us  to  suppose.  With  respect  to  any 
other  statement  of  mine,  I  can  only  say 
that  I  answered  the  questions  asked  of  me 
to  the  best  of  my  judgment.  When  the 
hon.  Member  for  Radnorshire  asked  whe- 
ther we  had  a  copy  of  the  despatch  recall- 
ing the  French  Ambassador,  that  being 
the  actual  purport  of  his  question,  I  an- 
swered that  we  had  not  a  copy  of  that 
despatch;  but,  in  answer  to  a  question  put 
by  another  hon.  Gentleman,  I  stated  that 
the  despatch  had  been  read.  Therefore  I 
say.  Sir,  that  the  statement  I  made  the 
other  evening  to  the  House  was  a  state- 
ment of  the  whole  truth,  so  far  as  I  was 
then  aware  of  it.  With  respect  to  the 
general  question,  though  the  House  does 
not  think  it  proper  to  enter  into  a  formal 
discussion  on  these  matters,  yet  I  am  truly 
sorry  that  there  should  have  been  any  ob^ 
Borvations  made  ;  and  I  think  there  were 
observations  made  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Canterbury  that  may  tend  rather  to  in- 
crease than  to  diminish  the  difficulties  of 
this  question.  In  any  discussion  that  may 
hereafter  take  place  in  this  House,  I  shall 
be  happy  to  take  my  full  share  of  responsi- 
bility along  with  my  noble  Friend  who 
has  conducted  these  negotiations,  because, 
though  he  was  the  organ  of  the  Govern- 
ment, and  in  full  possession  of  the  senti- 
ments of  the  Government  on  the  matters 
in  question,  yet  I,  as  the  head  of  that  Go- 
Tcmment,  avow  and  consider  myself  to  be 
mainly  responsible  for  the  course  which 
has  been  pursued.  Sir,  I  must  further 
add,  in  answer  to  the  observations  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman,  that  there  have  been  oc- 
casions— ^for  there  have  been  more  than 
one  occasion — when  mediation  and  good 
offices —  [Mr.  Disraeli  :  I  spoke  of  ''good 
offices"] — there  have  been  occasions,  then, 
I  say,  when  the  exercise  of  "  good  offices" 
have  been  essential  in  maintaining  the 
peace  of  two  countries.  I  need  only  state 
the  case  of  Naples,  in  which  a  demand  by 
MmelTes  was  enforced  bj  coercive  mea- 


sures. These  coercive  measures  were  sus- 
pended at  the  request  of  the  French  Go- 
vernment, who  offered  their  good  offices 
on  the  occasion.  Those  good  offices  were 
accepted  and  were  successful,  no  further 
coercive  measures  being  rendered  neces- 
sary. Another  case  took  place  with  re- 
gard to  Mexico,  and  in  that  instance  our 
position  was  reversed.  France  and  Mexico 
were  on  the  eve  of  hostilities;  but  the  good 
offices  of  England  were  successful  in  pre- 
venting those  hostilities,  and  restoring 
peace.  Therefore  it  is  not  at  all  true,  as 
a  general  maxim,  that  good  offices  may  not 
be  of  great  service  with  respect  to  such 
matters.  I  need  not  enter  into  other  ques- 
tions on  which  hon.  Gentlemen  have  touch- 
ed ;  but  I  will  say  that  I  agree  so  far  with 
what  has  been  stated,  that  if  there  is  any 
explanation  we  can  make  to  the  French 
Government,  consistent  with  the  honour 
and  the  interests  of  England,  that  may  re- 
move the  unhappy  misunderstanding  that 
exists,  and  restore  to  a  state  of  harmony 
the  relations  between  the  two  countries, 
there  is  no  effort  that  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment will  not  make  to  accomplish  that 
desirable  object.  I  trust,  notwithstanding 
the  taunts  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Buck- 
inghamshire, that  we  shall  have  credit  for 
cordiality  and  sincerity  in  that  wish.  I  do 
not  think  any  circumstance,  since  I  have 
filled  the  situation  which  I  now  hold  in 
public  affairs,  has  given  me  so  much  pain 
as  this  unhappy  difference  with  the  Go- 
vernment of  France.  There  has  been  more 
than  one  occasion  on  which — I  do  not  wish 
to  enter  into  details — we  have  shown  a 
wish  to  consult  the  interests  of  the  Govern- 
ment of  France,  when,  I  will  not  say  the 
interests  of  England,  but  the  popular  feel- 
ing of  England,  was  a  good  deal  against 
the  proceedings  of  the  French  Govern- 
ment, because  \i  was  our  wish  to  show  for- 
bearance to  a  Government  which  we  de- 
sired to  see  strong  and  powerful,  and  whose 
existence  and  strength  we  conceived  to  be 
necessary  to  the  permanent  peace  and 
prosperity  of  Europe. 
Subject  dropped. 

SUPPLY— ADULTERATION  OF  COFFEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'*  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." 

Mr.  C.  ANSTEY  said,  that  on  bring- 
ing forward  the  subject  which  he  had  now 
again  the  honour  to  move,  he  last  year 
had  pointed  out  that  there  were    three 
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courses  open  to  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer: to  repeal  the  customs  duty  on 
colonial  coflfee  altogether — to  enforce  the 
existing  law — or  to  impose  an  excise  duty 
on  vegetahle  substitutes  for  coffee.  The 
right  hon.  Baronet  had  stated  that  he  did 
not  think  it  expedient  to  propose  any 
change  of  the  existing  law;  the  inference, 
therefore,  was,  that  he  would  not  longer 
interpose  between  the  laws  and  their  en- 
forcement. The  public  health  was  affected 
by  these  adulterations  of  coffee,  perpe- 
trated by  fraudulent  dealers,  under  tne  di- 
rect sanction  of  the  Treasury  minute,  to  an 
extent  which  the  witnesses  described  as 
perfectly  awful.  It  was  a  singular  fact, 
that  whilst  the  consumption  of  all  other 
articles  had  increased  since  the  reduction 
of  the  customs  duties  in  1846,  that  of 
coffee  alone  had  decreased.  The  reason 
of  this  was  that  coffee  was  adulterated  to 
an  enormous  extent,  and  because  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer and  the  Government  stood  in  the  way 
of  the  operation  of  the  law  which  would  pre- 
vent that  adulteration  from  taking  place. 
The  Act  of  the  43rd  Geo.  IIL  prohibited 
the  adulteration  of  coffee  and  cocoa  under 
A  penalty  of  100^.  and  a  forfeiture  of  the 
article*  But  the  Act  was  to  be  put  into 
operation  by  means  of  the  Commissioners 
of  Excise.  Now,  it  was  singular  that 
whilst  the  Commissioners  prosecuted  for 
adulterations  of  tea  and  pepper,  they  had 
not  prosecuted  for  adulteration  of  coffee. 
On  the  4th  of  August,  1840,  on  complaints 
being  made  to  the  excise  by  coffee  dealers 
in  Liverpool  that  that  article  was  adulte- 
rated to  a  great  extent  by  mixing  chicory 
.with  it,  tho  Lords  of  the  Treasury  issued 
a  minute  prohibiting  any  prosecution,  and 
stating  that  no  fraud  had  been  committed 
as  long  as  the  duty  on  the  chicory  had 
been  paid.  This  was  the  minute  the  re- 
scinding of  which  he  wished  to  obtain, 
through  the  instrumentality  of  that  House. 
It  was  not  unfair  or  uncharitable  to  sup- 
pose that  some  secret  reasons,  some  pow- 
erful influence,  must  have  operated  on  the 
mind  of  the  then  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, and  the  Lords  of  the  Treasury, 
which  induced  them  thus  to  interfere  with 
the  execution  of  the  law  of  the  land,  and 
to  give  an  advantage  to  the  fraudulent 
dealer  over  the  fair  dealer.  But  let  the 
House  observe  how  it  affected  the  revenue. 
In  1830  the  revenue  derived  from  the  duty 
on  coffee  amounted  to  579,3632.  In  1847, 
after  the  duty  had  been  reduced,  there 
were  37|472|163  lbs<  of  coflfee  delivered  for 


consumption  in  this  country;  in  1848  it 
was  reduced  to  37,107,279  lbs.;  in  1849  it 
was  still  further  reduced  to  34,431,074 lbs.; 
and  in  the  three  first  months  of  the  present 
year  there  were  introduced  into  five  prin* 
cipal  ports  of  the  kingdom,  5,888,761  lbs. 
against  7,623,464  lbs.  for  the  correspond- 
ing period  of  last  year;  so  that  in  three 
months  the  revenue  had  decreased  to  the 
amount  of  about  36,0002.,  and  it  was  cal- 
culated, at  a  moderate  estimate,  that  the 
falling-off  for  the  present  year,  as  com- 
pared with  the  last,  would  be  162,0002., 
or,  if  compared  with  1847,  250,0002. 
The  merchants  at  home,  the  colonists,  and 
the  retail  traders,  all,  with  one  exception^ 
had  presented  memorials  to  the  Govern- 
ment complaining  of  the  system  of  adul- 
teration, and  alleging  that  as  long  as  it 
was  Buffered  to  continue,  the  revenue  would 
decrease.  The  one  exception  to  the  gene- 
ral voice  was  Mr.  Younger,  who  avowed 
himself  to  be  the  fortunate  individual  who 
discovered  the  art  of  adulterating  coffee 
with  chicory,  and  who  asked  the  Govern- 
ment to  give  him  an  opportunity  of  trying 
another  method  of  adulteration  by  the  use 
of  another  vegetable.  That  gentleman 
complained  that  other  persons  were  in  the 
practice  of  adulterating  chicory  itself,  and 
he  alleged  that  10,000  tons  of  chicory  and 
10,000  tons  of  another  vegetable,  which 
was  used  as  a  substitute  for  chicory,  were 
annually  sold  in  this  country  for  coffee, 
Assummg  tho  half  of  these  figures  to  be 
the  truth,  it  would  show  that  22,400,000  lbs. 
of  stuff  was  sold  in  our  markets  under  tho 
name  and  at  the  price  of  coffee,  while,  ac- 
cording to  the  returns,  the  amount  of 
coffee  entered  for  consumption  during  last 
year  was  34,431,074  lb.  How  great  must 
be  the  loss  of  revenue  under  a  system 
which  permitted  a  spurious  article  to  be 
substituted  for  coffee  to  an  amount  almost 
equal  to  the  quantity  of  coffee  itself  that 
was  imported  into  this  country  ?  How 
could  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ask  for 
new  taxes,  when  he  thus  voluntarily  aban- 
doned a  revenue  of  250,0002.  sterUng  per 
annum  ?  The  memorialists,  among  whom 
were  the  members  of  the  Chaniber  of 
Commerce  at  Ceylon,  and  no  less  than  91 
respectable  houses  in  London,  at  the  head 
of  which  was  Baring  Brothers,  asked  no 
protection;  all  they  required  was  that  the 
operation  of  the  law  mignt  not  be  impeded. 
He  knew  many  persons  supposed  that  the 
mixture  was  more  wholesome  than  the 
genuine  ooffee«  Whether  that  were  so  or 
not,  it  waa  a  fraud  to  sell  cklcoc^  {iOit 
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coffee.  But  the  vegetable  used  in  the 
adulteration  of  coffee  was  not  the  genuine 
yegetable,  because  persons  now  undertook 
to  adulterate  the  substitute  itself,  with 
essence  of  acorns,  peas,  and  beans,  and 
other  substances.  The  right  hon.  Gentle* 
man  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
bad  exhibited  some  of  the  essence  of 
acorns,  and  if  he  had  tasted  it  he  was 
sure  the  illness  which  had  kept  the  right 
bon.  Gentleman  from  his  place  in  Parlia- 
ment, and  which  the  House  had  so  much 
regretted,  must  be  attributed  to  that  fact. 
Mr.  Younger  said  that  the  farmers  adul- 
terated the  chicory  root  to  an  extent  of 
from  25  to  50  per  cent,  by  mixing  up  with 
it  parsnips,  beetroot,  &c.  This  forced 
what  Mr.  Younger  calls  the  respectable 
houses  to  do  the  same,  and  thej  adul- 
terated again  to  the  extent  of  from  25  to 
50,  and  sometimes  75  per  cent.  When  it 
got  to  the  grocer  it  was  again  adulterated, 
80  that  its  identity  was  completely  lost. 
He  would  read  for  the  House  a  list  of 
articles  with  which  it  was  adulterated. 
First,  there  was  common  ruddle  ;  then 
there  was  a  kind  of  earth  called  Spanish 
bit>wn,  inferior  to  Venetian  red.  A  very 
eommon  mode  of  adulteration  was  by 
mouldy  ship  biscuits.  These  were  obtain- 
ed at  Liverpool,  Bristol,  and  Hull  in  large 
quantities.  His  informant  stated  that  on 
n  complaint  being  made  to  a  Quaker  gen- 
tleman, that  the  stuff  which  he  sold  for 
coffee  to  the  grocers  was  not  of  the  proper 
colour,  he  made  this  answer,  "We  can 
put  a  little  more  soot  in  it  to  work  up  the 
colour."  Burnt  sugar  and  a  modicum  of 
isindass,  and  even  Russian  glue,  were 
usea  in  adulteration.  Another  gentleman 
complained  that  rope  yarn  and  even  vege- 
table offal  from  the  dunghill  were  used, 
and  all  under  the  direct  sanction  of  the 
right  hon.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer. 
Yes,  for  those  who  looked  to  him  for  in- 
structions were  the  persons  whose  duty  it 
was  to  enforce  the  law  and  suppress  the 
abominations,  but  they  were  not  allowed 
to  prosecute.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
showed  as  little  regard  for  the  public 
health  as  he  did  for  the  public  revenue : 
and  the  result  of  the  system  was  discou- 
ragement to  the  fair  trader,  and  encourage- 
ment to  the  unfair  one.  Several  traders 
were  obliged  to  adopt  the  system  of  adul- 
teration in  self-defence ;  but  he  had  letters 
in  his  possession  to  show  that  they  were 
ready  to  avow  submission  to  the  law  if  the 
law  were  applied  to  all  fairly,  which  would 
not  be  permitted  by  the  Chancellor  of  the 


Exchequer.  By  the  trade  and  navigation 
reports,  it  appeared  that  the  total  quantity 
of  coffee  imported  in  the  months  of  March 
and  April,  1849,  was  1,615,615  lbs., 
whilst  in  the  corresponding  months  of  the 
present  year  the  importation  reached 
2,170,49o  lbs.,  thus  showing  a  great  in- 
crease. The  quantity  entered  for  con- 
sumption in  the  months  of  March  and 
April,  1849,  was  2,823,920  lbs.,  whilst  in 
the  corresponding  month  of  the  present 
year  it  was  only  2,454,540  lbs.,  thus  show- 
ing a  considerable  decrease.  In  the  quar- 
ter ending  5th  April  of  the  present  year, 
the  increase  of  importation  as  compared 
with  the  corresponding  quarter  of  the  pre- 
vious year,  was  4,236,999  lbs.,  whilst  the 
decrease  in  consumption  was  3,650,526 
lbs.  He  might  go  on  and  show  that  the 
case  was  similar  throughout,  always  an 
increase  in  the  importation,  and  a  decrease 
in  the  consumption ;  and  the  petition  to 
the  Treasury  asserted  that  whilst  the  con- 
sumption of  the  genuine  coffee  was  falling 
off,  that  of  the  adulterated  article  was  in- 
creasing. The  only  article  which  exhibited 
similar  anomalies  was  that  of  cocoa,  which 
was  allowed  to  be  adulterated  in  the  same 
way  as  coffee.  The  papers  he  held  in  his 
hand  showed  that  the  revenue  on  tobacco, 
which  had  been  increasing  for  years  back, 
still  continued  to  increase  ;  and  he  wished 
to  state  that  what  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  refused  to  do  in  the  case  of 
coffee,  he  did  in  the  case  of  tobacco  ;  be- 
cause he  found  in  the  return  moved  for  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Newcastle  that  in 
1844  several  prosecutions  had  been  suc- 
cessfully carried  out  against  parties  for 
adulterating  tobacco  by  means  of  chicory, 
sugar,  and  other  articles.  In  1847  he 
found  that  the  present  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  instituted  two  prosecutions  for 
the  adulteration  of  tobacco  by  means  of 
chicory,  in  one  case  to  the  extent  of  5 
per  cent,  and  in  the  other  3  per  cent;  and 
that  on  conviction  the  latter  was  let  off, 
and  the  former  fined  501.  In  1844  he 
found  that  the  prosecutions  for  the  adul- 
teration of  tobacco  by  means  of  chicory, 
saccharine,  and  other  matters,  amounted 
to  78  ;  in  1845  to  102  ;  in  1846,  to  15  ; 
in  1847,  to  9  ;  in  1848,  to  15  ;  and  in 
1849,  to  12  ;  thus  showing  that  the  pro- 
secutions had  done  their  work,  and  since 
then  the  revenue  was  on  the  increase.  The 
previous  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  the  University  of 
Cambridge,  in  taking  office  in  1841,  found 
the  revenue  on  tobacco  declining,  as  was 
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the  case  at  present  with  the  revenue  in 
coffee  ;  and,  on  inquiry,  he  found  it  was 
owing  to  the  system  of  adulteration  that 
prevailed.  He  accordingly  prepared  a  Bill 
regulating  the  sale  of  tobacco,  and  defin- 
ing the  substances  that  might  be  used  in 
its  adulteration  ;  and  he  had  the  authority 
of  that  right  hon.  Gentleman  for  saying 
that  not  only  did  the  revenue  increase, 
but  it  continued  steadily  to  increase.  Now, 
he  did  not  ask  the  present  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  to  bring  in  a  Bill,  he  only  asked 
him  not  to  stand  in  the  way  of  the  execution 
of  the  law  by  revoking  the  Treasury  order, 
and  to  listen  to  the  representations  made 
by  the  merchants  and  those  interested  in 
the  growth  of  coffee.  He  did  not  want  to  see 
any  heavy  duty  imposed  upon  the  growth  of 
chicory,  as  had  been  desired  by  some  of  the 
memorialists  of  the  Treasury,  but  was  anx- 
ious that  the  Government  should  permit  the 
Commissioners  of  Excise  to  give  effect  to 
the  43rd  Geo.  III.  and  3rd  George  IV., 
prohibiting  the  adulteration  of  coffee  with 
chicory,  or  other  deleterious  articles. 
Amendment  proposed — 

"  To  leave  out  from  the  word  *  That '  to  the  end 
of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words  '  for 
the  sake  of  the  public  health,  the  improvement 
of  the  revenue,  and  the  encouragement  of  the 
£ur  trader,  it  is  expedient  that  the  Commissioners 
of  Excise  be  directed  to  prosecute  all  persons 
offending  against  the  laws  which  regulate  the  sale 
of  roasted  vegetable  substitutes  for  coffee,  or 
whereby  the  fraudulent  adulteration  of  coffee  is 
made  punishable,' " 

instead  thereof. 

The  CHANCELLOR  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER  did  not  propose  to  deny  the  facts 
stated  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman. 
There  was  no  doubt  about  the  fact  that  the 
consumption  of  coffee  had  fallen  off,  as  well 
as  the  revenue  derived  from  it,  and  that 
chicory,  and  perhaps  other  articles,  were 
mixed  with  coffee.  But  there  was  still  a 
further  question — whether  tho  falling-off 
in  the  consumption  of  coffee  was  owing  to 
its  mixture  with  chicory.  Of  that  he  had 
Tory  great  doubts.  Several  other  articles 
had  fallen  off  in  consumption  as  well  as 
coffee.  There  was  another  remarkable 
circumstance.  The  price  of  ordinary  tea 
consumed  by  the  great  body  [of  the  popula- 
tion had  been  reduced  in  price  to  the 
amount  of  Is.  a  pound.  A  preference  was 
given  to  tea  over  coffee;  for  a  much  larger 

Suantity  of  tea  was  imported  last  year  than 
uring  the  preceding  year,  and  there  was, 
of  course,  an  increased  revenue  from  that 
source.     The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
-proposed  that  the  Act  3rd  George  IV. 


should  be  enforced  against  those  who  adul- 
terated coffee.  His  first  reason  for  that 
proposal  was  founded  on  the  ground  of  the 
public  health.  He  could  only  now  repeat 
what  he  had  said  on  a  former  occasion, 
that  he  did  not  believe  the  use  of  chicory 
by  itself  with  coffee  was  in  the  slightest 
degree  prejudicial  to  the  health  of  the 
people.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
might  not  like  chicory :  he  (the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer)  did  not  like  it;  but  that 
was  not  the  question.  Though  there  had 
been  many  memorials  from  dealers  in  coffee 
against  the  use  of  chicory,  it  was  worthy  of 
remark  that  not  one  had  emanated  from  the 
consumers.  It  was  notorious  that  chicory 
was  mixed  with  coffee — ^he  had  never  heard 
any  one  deny  it,  nor  that  such  mixture  was 
injurious  to  the  health  of  the  party  who  used 
it.  Nor  was  there  anything  unwholesome 
in  the  greater  part  of  the  other  vegetable 
mixtures.  He  was  surprised  to  hear  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  say  that  peas 
and  beans  and  carrots  were  deleterious, 
and  had  never  heard  any  one  else  say  so. 
The  second  ground  which  would  justify  the 
Government  in  interfering,  was  the  loss  of 
revenue;  that  ground  occasioned  their  in- 
terference in  the  case  of  tobacco.  It  was 
not  for  the  sake  of  the  health  of  the  parties 
smoking  tobacco  that  the  Government  in- 
terfered to  prevent  adulteration,  or  whe* 
ther  tobacco  was  made  more  or  less  healthy 
by  the  addition  of  water  or  other  ingredi- 
ents, for  he  disclaimed  the  idea  of  taking 
the  slightest  care  of  the  health  of  the  to- 
bacco smoker — but  purely  upon  the  con- 
sideration of  revenue.  Then,  as  regarded 
tea,  the  Government  interfered  upon  an- 
other ground.  It  was  notorious  that  sloe 
leaves,  dried  upon  copper,  were  mixed  with 
tea — that  was  a  most  deleterious  mixture, 
and  the  Government  interfered  in  the  case 
of  teas  on  grounds  of  public  health;  in  that 
of  tobacco  on  considerations  of  revenue. 
If  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  made 
inquiries,  he  would  find  that  all  the  milk 
he  drank  did  not  come  from  the  cow,  nor 
was  all  the  bread  he  ate  composed  of  wheat 
flour;  but  he  would  hardly  ask  the  Govern- 
ment to  watch  the  doings  of  the  bakers 
and  dairymen.  Regard  must  be  had  to  the 
old  maxim.  Caveat  emptor.  If  the  mixed 
coffee  was  unpleasant  to  the  taste  or  in- 
jurious in  its  effects,  why,  the  public  would 
teach  the  seller  not  to  continue  its  sale  by 
keeping  away  from  his  shop;  and  the  ven- 
dor of  the  genuine  articles  would  have  the 
more  custom.  The  original  sanction  for 
the  use  of  chicory  was  issued  when  Lord 
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Althorp  was  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer; 
that  sanction  was  confirmed  hj  his  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Memher  for  Portsmouth, 
and  hy  his  immediate  predecessor.  He  only 
followed  in  the  same  course  as  the  four  or 
fi?e  Chancellors  who  had  preceded  him. 
Now,  as  to  the  effect  upon  the  revenue,  he 
had  not  the  slightest  douht  but  that  the 
sale  of  chicory  promoted,  rather  than  in* 
jured,  the  sale  of  coffee.  A  deputation 
from  Manchester  had  waited  upon  him, 
having  the  same  object  as  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman;  but  the  facts  stated  by 
them  proved  that  the  use  of  chicory  in- 
creased the  sale  of  coffee.  The  cheapest 
ground  coffee  was  1«.  a  pound,  whilst  the 
whole  coffise  cost  at  the  lowest  price  Is.  4:d, 
Thus,  by  the  mixture  of  chicory,  parties 
were  able  to  sell  the  mixture  at  less  than 
the  price  of  coffee  unground.  The  mass  of 
the  people  consumed  the  cheaper  article, 
and  by  consuming  the  mixture  in  much 
larger  quantities  (in  consequence  of  its 
eheapness)  than  they  otherwise  would,  the 
actual  consumption  of  coffee  was  in  the 
same  proportion  increased.  Therefore  he 
thought  it  extremely  probable  that  the  con- 
sumption of  coffee  was  increased,  and  not 
diminished,  by  admixture  with  chicory. 
He  would  again  assert  that,  as  far  as 
he  could  learn,  the  use  of  chicory  was 
anything  but  injurious.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  had  referred  to  a  me- 
morial from  the  planters  of  Ceylon,  who 
complained  of  the  use  of  chicory;  but  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  would  see  by 
reference  to  the  papers  on  the  table  of  the 
House  that  the  decrease  in  the  importation 
of  coffee  was  not  in  colonial  but  in  fo- 
reign coffee,  for  whilst  there  was  a  falling- 
off  in  the  imports  of  the  former  to  the  ex- 
tent of  6,000^  sterling  in  the  foreign  ar- 
ticle, the  decrease  of  revenue  amounted  to 
60,000^.,  or  sixfold.  But  the  material 
question,  after  all,  was,  what  was  the  re- 
medy which  could  be  proposed,  admitting 
that  the  evil  existed  ?  There  were  three 
courses:  that  of  reducing  the  duty  upon 
foreign  and  colonial  coffee,  so  as  to  render 
the  adulteration  less  profitable;  or  imposing 
an  excise  unpon  chicory;  or  prosecuting 
those  who  mixed  chicory,  or  any  other  sub- 
stitute, with  coffee.  The  first  was  the 
most  reasonable.  It  could  not  now  be 
adopted;  but  he  would  reserve  to  himself 
full  liberty  to  consider  the  question  at  some 
future  period.  The  second,  whether  an 
excise  duty  should  be  put  upon  chicory, 
would  be  objected  to  most  strenuously  by 
tba  growers  of  chicory  in  this  ooontry. 


The  subject  had  been  most  carefully  con* 
sidered,  and,  looking  at  the  great  opposi- 
tion that  would  be  raised  against  such 
a  measure,  and  the  dislike  of  the  nation 
to  the  imposition  of  any  new  tax,  he  did 
not  think  it  would  be  expedient  to  pro- 
pose it.  Lastly  came  the  question  whe- 
ther they  would  put  in  force  the  43rd 
Geo.  III.  against  those  who  mixed  chicory 
with  coffee.  Now,  the  intention  of  the 
enactment  was  to  prevent  adulteration 
only  in  certain  cases,  where  the  adulte- 
ration was  clearly  deleterious  to  health, 
or  where  it  affected  the  revenue.  It 
had  always  been  so  construed  as  not  to 
admit  of  the  interference  of  informers  ; 
the  Legislature  shrank  from  allowing 
them  to  interfere.  The  only  parties  then 
who  could  interfere  were  the  officers  of  ex- 
cise, and  they  could  not  do  so  without  the 
authority  of  their  superiors.  The  question 
was  not  merely  whether  he  was  to  revoke 
a  Treasury  minute,  but  whether  he  was  to 
undertake  a  crusade  against  all  the  coffee 
dealers  in  the  kingdom,  send  the  excise 
officers  into  the  house  of  every  seller  of 
coffee  to  endeavour  to  ascertain  whether 
the  coffee  was  adulterated;  and,  if  so,  to 
institute  a  prosecution.  Now,  that  was 
rather  a  serious  step.  He  had  a  strong 
suspicion  that,  if  he  were  to  take  such  a 
course,  and  oblige  the  excise  officers  to 
make  domiciliary  visits,  petitions  would 
pour  into  that  House  from  every  part  of 
the  country,  and  raise  such  a  flame  as  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  would  be  very 
unwilling  to  enkindle.  There  was  another 
consideration*  It  would  be  exceedingly 
difficult  to  prove  the  adulteration,  and  it 
was  exceedingly  desirable  that  no  prosecu- 
tion should  be  instituted  upon  insufficient 
evidence.  Sufficient  evidence  could  only 
be  obtained  by  suborning  shopmen  and 
other  persons  in  the  coffee  dealer's  em- 
ploy; they  alone  could  satisfactorily  prove 
the  admixture.  [Mr.  Anstbt  :  Chicory 
could  be  easily  distinguished  from  the 
whole  coffee.]  Yes;  but  the  excise  offi- 
cers would  be  obliged  to  look  at  what  was 
ground  as  well  as  what  was  whole.  He 
had  desired  the  Commissioners  of  Inland 
Revenue  to  learn  if  there  were  any  ready, 
certain,  and  available  test  of  the  adultera- 
tion; and  the  answer  he  received  was,  that 
neither  by  chemical  nor  by  any  other  mode 
could  it  be  ascertained  with  any  degree  of 
certainty  whether  a  mixture  contained  chi- 
cory or  not.  The  efforts  of  excise  offi- 
cers, if  this  course  were  adopted,  would 
probably  prove  vexatious  in  me  first  in- 
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Btance,  and  ineffectual  in  the  aecond.  He 
must  again  say  that  he  was  not  prepared 
to  enter  upon  a  crusade  against  coffee 
dealers,  for  he  was  perfectly  convinced 
that  such  a  proceeding  would  he  harass- 
ing and  futile. 

Mr.  CARDWELL  said,  without  ask- 
ing  the  Government  to  adopt  the  course 
proposed  hy  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Youghal,  there  could  be  no  doubt 
that  the  present  state  of  the  coffee  trade 
might  very  properly  form  the  subject  of 
discussion  in  that  House.  Seeing  that 
the  consumption  had  decreased  since  1848 
from  nearly  10,000.000  lbs.  to  7,5000,000 
lbs.,  it  was  not  surprising  that  the  coffee 
trade  should  feel  anxious  to  represent  their 
case  to  the  right  hon.  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  observed  that  no  memorials  had  been 
presented  from  the  consumers,  and  that 
caveat  emptor  was  the  principle  to  be  ap- 
plied to  this  case.  That  implied,  that  if 
purchasers  were  on  the  alert  the  evil  would 
Dot  exist.  If  therefore  the  evil  did  exist, 
it  was  clear  that  the  purchasers  were  not 
alive  to  it,  or  they  would  either  have  pur- 
chased their  coffee  in  the  bean,  or  applied 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  What  they 
complained  of  was,  that  chicory  and  other 
substances  should  be  consumed  as  coffee— 
that  the  dealers  traded  upon  the  ignorance 
of  the  poor,  and  sold  them  another  article 
instead  of  the  one  they  asked  for.  He  had 
been  informed  by  a  gentleman  who  was 
well  acquainted  with  the  subject,  that  the 
scale  of  adulteration  usually  adopted  was, 
that  coffee  sold  at  Is,  per  lb.  contained 
three  parts  chicory  and  one  part  coffee; 
that  sold  at  Is,  id.  contained  five  parts 
chicory  and  three  parts  coffee  in  eight 
parts;  and  coffee  at  Is,  Sd,  per  lb.  con- 
tained equal  parts  of  each.  He  thought 
that  was  a  very  undesirable  state  of  things, 
and  three  remedies  were  suggested.  One 
was  the  placing  an  excise  duty  upon  chi- 
cory; that  was  considered  objectionable. 
The  next  was  one  that  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  very  properly  alluded  to  with 
caution,  the  giving  a  stimulus  to  the  con- 
sumption of  coffee  by  reducing  the  duty. 
That  he  hoped  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  shortly  have  it  in  his  power  to  adopt, 
although  he  would  not  give  any  pledge  on 
the  subject.  The  course  suggested  by  the 
debate  was,  whether  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man was  disposed  to  give  to  the  Act  of 
Parliament  an  interpretation  which  he  was 
right  in  saying  it  did  not  originally  bear; 
these  powers  were,  he  believed,  given  not 


to  protect  the  public,  but  the  revenue;  but 
the  fair  trader  said,  ''I  am  in  the  same 
interest  as  the  revenue,  and  I  call  upon  you 
to  exercise  its  powers  in  my  behalf.*'  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  very  properly 
said  that  the  sending  an  excise  officer 
into  every  coffee  dealer's  establishment 
would  be  attended  with  very  great  diffi- 
culty and  objection.  Favouritism  would 
come  into  play,  and  it  woufd  be  found 
that  one  fraudulent  trader  was  overlooked, 
while  another  was  prosecuted.  The  views 
he  took  of  the  question  were  entertained 
by  the  Chamber  of  Commerce,  Liverpool, 
whose  sympathies  were  altogether  with  the 
coffee  dealers;  but  they  did  not  think  it  ex- 
pedient to  petition  Parliament  for  the  adop- 
tion of  the  remedy  now  under  consideration 
— they  thought,  with  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, that  it  would  be  exceedingly  diffi- 
cult to  give  the  proposition  practical  effect, 
and  that  its  result  would  ultimately  be  to 
drive  the  trade  into  the  hands  of  the  sys- 
tematically-fraudulent traders'.  In  the 
justice  of  these  opinions  he  was  entirely 
disposed  to  concur,  and  he  was  not  sur- 
prised that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
should  withhold  his  concurrence  from  the 
proposition.  He  hoped,  however,  the  sub- 
ject would  receive  the  consideration  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  and  that  he  would 
be  able  to  devise  some  means  of  redress- 
ing a  grievance  which  was  now  very  gene- 
rally complained  of. 

Mr.  MOFFATT  said,  there  was  one 
class  of  persons  interested  whose  present 
position  had  not  been  taken  into  account, 
namely,  the  colonial  producers.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer said,  the  colonial  producer  was 
protected  as  against  the  foreign  producer 
by  a  differential  duty  of  2^d,  per  lb.  That 
statement  would  have  been  true  five  years 
ago;  but  now  that  a  large  quantity  of 
coffee  was  exported  year  by  year  to  the 
Continent,  there  was  practically  no  pro- 
tection against  the  new  rival  in  the  compe- 
tition. The  hon.  Gentleman  had  appeared 
to  think  that  the  consumption  of  coffee  was 
not  much  diminished  by  the  introduction  of 
chicory.  But  on  that  point  he  must  have 
been  undeceived  by  the  statements  put  for- 
ward by  the  hon.  Member  for  Liverpool, 
showing  that  there  had  been  a  falling*off 
of  25  per  cent.  The  course  proposed  by 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Youghal 
was  open  to  great  objection.  There  were 
about  100,000  vendors  of  coffee  in  the 
united  kingdom;  and  of  these  he  believed 
95,000  coffee   dealers    sold  their  coffee 
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mixed  with  chicory.  He  quite  agreed  with 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  it  was  not 
desirahle  that  he  should  enter  upon  a  cru- 
sade against  all  these  dealers  in  the  article 
of  coffee. 

Colonel  THOMPSON  said:  The  town  I 
represent,  grinds  coffee  for  half  the  West 
Riding  of  Yorkshire.  I  have  no  douht  wc 
put  chicorj  into  it;  I  hope  we  do  not  put 
brickdust.  But  there  was  always  one  re- 
source. Any  man  who  had  an  idiosyncrasy 
for  unmixed  coffee,  might  buy  it  in  the 
berry.  On  another  point  too,  he  should  be 
.happy  to  abate  the  anxiety  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Mover.  He  might  depend 
on  it,  that  if  coffee  at  6d,  per  lb.  was  mixed 
with  equal  quantities  of  chicory  at  2d.  per 
lb.,  the  schoolboy's  answer,  founded  on 
the  rules  of  AUigation,  medial  and  partial, 
•would  be  right  in  saying  coffee  so  mixed 
would  in  the  long  run  be  sold  at  M, 
per  lb. 

Mr.  ANSTEY  would  not  press  his  Mo- 
tion to  a  division,  being  satisfied  with  the 
discussion  which  had  taken  place. 

Question,  "  That  the  words  proposed  to 
be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  Question," 
put|  and  agreed  to. 

SUPPLY— IMPRESSMENT  OF  SEAMEN. 
House  in  Committee. 

.     Captain  HARRIS  :  I  rise,  Sir,  for  the 

•  purpose  of  calling  the  attention  of  the  Go- 
vernment to  the  importance  of  making  pro- 

'  vision,  by  legal  enactment,  for  speedily 
and  effectually  manning  her  Majesty's  fleet 
in  the  event  of  a  war.  Nothing,  Sir,  but 
a  very  strong  sense  of  duty  would  induce 
me  to  bring  this  subject  before  the  House 

— a  firm  conviction,  arrived  at  after  ma- 
ture deliberation,  that  whatever  inconve- 
nience may  arise  from  its  being  debated,  is 
more  than  counterbalanced  by  the  manifest 
peril  to  which  the  country  would  be  ex- 
posed on  a  war  breaking  out,  with  the  ex- 
siting  traditions  and  enactments,  which 
are  not  only  inefficient,  but  prejudicial  to 
the  objects  which  they  profess  to  attain. 
I  need  not  dwell  on  the  paramount  impor- 
tance of  securing  resources  to  send  a  pow- 
erful fleet  to  sea  on  a  declaration  of  war. 
Upon  the  rapidity  with  which  that  fleet 
could  be  equipped,  upon  the  efficiency  of 
its  organisation,  might  depend  the  issue  of 
the  struggle;  nay,  not  only  a  triumph  on 
foreign  shores,  but  the  safety  of  our  own 
from  insult  and  invasion.  What  would  be 
the  exigencies  of  the  Navy  in  the  event  of 
a  war  ?   Mr.  Ward,  in  his  evidence  before 

•the  Committee  on  the  Navy  Estimates, 


states,  that  to  man  our  Navy  in  1848,  in- 
cluding ships  in  commission,  in  ordinary, 
and  those  progressing  on  the  stocks, 
112,000  officers,  men,  marines,  and  boys, 
would  be  required;  of  these,  70,000  petty 
officers  and  seamen.  We  have  now  26,000 
of  the  latter.  Therefore,  to  maintain  the 
whole  power  of  our  Navy  afloat,  wc  should 
require  in  addition  44,000  petty  officers 
and  seamen.  Let  us  examine  what  facili- 
ties the  existing  law  affords  for  obtaining 
these  men.  The  Act  5  &  6  Will.  IV., 
c.  24,  recognising  the  undoubted  right  of 
the  Crown  to  the  service  of  all  seafaring 
men  for  the  defence  of  the  country  in  the 
event  of  a  war  (they  being  exempt  from 
the  militia  ballot),  contemplates  a  procla- 
mation of  a  compulsory  term  of  service  for 
^Ye  years.  It  promises  a  double  bounty 
(understood  to  be  10/.)  to  every  man  volun- 
teering for  the  Navy  within  six  days  of  the 
proclamation,  on  his  arrival  in  port.  It 
also  gives  the  bounty  to  those  serving  in 
the  fleet,  or  engaging  for  a  fresh  term  of 
service.  These  are  the  inducements  to 
volunteers  to  enter  the  Navy.  That  they 
would  be  insufficient  to  compete  with  the 
high  wages  that  would  be  offered  by  the 
mercantile  marine  in  that  emergency,  is  so 
well  understood  by  those  conversant  with 
the  subject,  that  a  further  compulsory 
power  is  acknowledged  to  be  indispensa- 
ble. What  is  that  power,  our  only  re- 
source at  present?  Impressment.  Now, 
Sir,  after  maturely  considering  the  sub- 
ject— after  testing  the  most  valuable  opin- 
ions, both  in  and  out  of  the  service,  for 
several  years,  I  have  arrived  at  the  con- 
clusion that  the  boldest  and  most  frank 
way  of  dealing  with  the  question  is  also 
the  wisest,  and  that  impressment  by  armed 
gangs  should  be  abolished,  as  contrary  to 
the  spirit  of  the  constitution,  derogatory 
to  the  honour  of  the  country,  and  in- 
jurious to  the  efficiency  of  the  Navy. 
That,  fully  recognising  the  right  of  the 
Crown  to  the  services  of  its  subjects 
for  the  defence  of  the  country,  that  pre- 
rogative should  be  exercised  in  a  con- 
stitutional manner,  by  legal  enactment,  to 
obtain  the  successive  service,  for  a  limited 
period,  of  seafaring  men  on  board  Her 
Majesty's  ships  in  time  of  war,  without 
distressing  the  mercantile  marine;  but,  on 
the  contrary,  a  fair  and  legal  machinery 
being  established,  that  service  would  cheer- 
fully contribute  to  a  force,  on  the  efficiency 
of  which  its  own  existence  must  depend. 
Now,  what  would  take  place  on  war  being 
declared  under  the  existing  law?     The 
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dread  of  the  pressgang  would  drive  thou- 
sands of  our  best  seamen  to  foreign  service 
— not  the  dislike  to  the  Navy  so  much,  as 
disgust  and  apprehension  at  the  method  of 
compulsion.  Well,  you  would  have  the 
bounty — a  most  vicious  and  expensive  me- 
thod, which  would  lead  to  an  outlay  of  a 
million  in  the  first  year  of  the  war.  The 
merchant  service  would  outbid  you,  and 
you  would  fall  back  on  the  pressgang.  I 
have  great  doubts  whether  you  could  im- 
press men  as  you  did  last  war.  The  opin- 
ion of  the  country  would  rise  against  you 
as  one  man,  and  compel  you  to  a  more 
constitutional  course;  but  in  the  interim 
your  fleet  would  be  lying  idle,  and  the  de- 
magogue and  political  agitator  would  be 
sowing  the  seeds  of  discontent,  and  para- 
lysing your  energies.  Seize  time,  then, 
by  the  forelock,  and  now,  in  profound 
peace,  enact  a  wise  and  practicable  law, 
which  would  enable  you  to  meet  war  with- 
out doubt  or  apprehension.  I  will  now 
explain  the  system  which  I  would  substi- 
tute for  impressment;  but  I  must  premise 
that  I  think  the  Board  of  Admiralty  are 
those  whose  duty  it  is  to  take  the  initia- 
tive, and  who,  from  their  experience  and 
the  means  of  information  they  possess,  are 
better  qualified  than  myself  to  originate  a 
plan.  Upon  the  declaration  of  war,  the 
Crown  would,  according  to  the  emergency 
of  the  case,  issue  a  proclamation  specify- 
ing the  term  of  years  for  which  all  sea- 
faring men  should  be  called  on  to  serve. 
Every  seaman  should  be  liable  to  be  bal- 
loted four  times  in  each  year;  and  after 
serving  the  time  specified  in  the  proclama- 
tion, he  should  be  entitled  to  a  protection, 
unless  the  continuance  of  a  war  should  ne- 
cessitate the  proclamation  of  a  further 
term.  The  register  ticket,  which  would 
also  exhibit  his  claim  on  the  Merchant 
Seamen *s  Fund,  should  bear  a  stamp  of 
ballot  or  protection,  as  the  case  might  be. 
Ballot  on  shore  would  take  place  at  the 
shipping  offices,  and  afloat  on  board  mer- 
chant ships,  both  at  home  and  abroad, 
conducted  by  a  commissioned  officer  from 
the  man-of-war  requiring  men,  under  strin- 
gent regulations,  not  to  distress  short- 
handed  ships.  In  this  manner  I  assume 
that  25,000  petty  officers  and  seamen 
would  be  obtained  from  the  merchant  ser- 
vice. I  would  make  the  Navy  so  justly 
popular,  that  the  remaining  20.000  would 
be  furnished  by  volunteers.  Not  much  re- 
mains to  be  done  to  efiect  this,  so  greatly 
has  the  condition  of  the  seaman  been  im- 
proved during  late  years.    For  instance, 


the  increase  and  better  quality  of  his  pro- 
visions, by  the  abolition  of  banyan  or 
meatless  days;  regular  supplies  in  har- 
bour of  fresh  beef  and  vegetables;  salt 
meat  and  bread  of  very  superior  quality; 
preserved  meats  for  the  sick,  with  the  best 
medical  attendance  and  stores;  cheapness 
and  bettor  quality  of  slop  clothing;  more 
accommodation  between  decks,  from  the 
increased  size  of  ships  in  each  class,  and. 
height  of  lower  deck;  more  frequent  leave 
on  shore;  increase  of  wages  is,  6d»  per 
month  since  1797;  allowance  abroad  of 
one-third  of  pay;  good  service  badges  and 
reward  money  now  extended  to  able  sea- 
men. Add  to  this,  diminution  of  corporal 
punishment,  and  their  morals,  health,  and 
comfort  more  cared  for.  I  believe  that 
the  present  as  well  as  the  late  Board  of 
Admiralty  have  been  most  anxious  for  the 
welfare  of  the  seamen;  but  still  it  is  a  fact 
that  there  have  been  occasions  on  which  it 
has  been  most  difficult  to  man  ships  whea 
put  into  commission,  and  it  is  also  notori- 
ous that  a  large  proportion  of  our  sailora 
have  shipped  i:)  foreign  services,  more  es- 
pecially in  that  of  the  United  States. 
The:  e  is  a  strongly  prevalent  but  not  well- 
founded  opinion,  that  the  men  are  better 
off  in  that  service.  I  have  taken  some 
pains  to  ascertain  the  comparative  scalea 
of  wages,  pensions,  and  provisions,  in  the 
two  services.  They  are  from  official 
sources,  and,  I  believe,  correct : — 

CoMPABAnvK  Scale  of  Waois  in  Baitish  and 
American  Sebvicss. 


JBritith. 

Warrant  Officers. 
Ist   Glass. ..OH.  per  an. 
2nd  Class.. .71 
3rd  Class.. .61 


** 


»t 


let  Class  Petty  £  s.  d. 

Officers    2  12  0 

2nd  Class  ditto  2    8  9 

A.  B 1  16  8 

Ordinary 1     8  2 

Landsmen   1     5  0 


AmerieoMi, 

Warrant  Officers. 
1st  Class..  1402.  per  an. 
2nd  Class..  125 
3rd  Class..  105 


ft 


1st  Class  PeUy  £   $.  d. 

OtRcen.Al.  A  3  15  0 

2nd  Class  ditto  3    2  6 

A.  B 2  10  0 

Ordinary 2     1  8 

Landsmen   1  17  6 


Per  calendar  month. 


After  21  years'  ser- 
vice, a  pension  of  lOd. 
a  day.  Should  he  con- 
tinue in  the  service,  he 
will  receive  it  in  addi- 
tion to  his  pay,  and  en- 
titled, on  discharge,  to 
an  increase  varying  up 
to  1«.  2d.  a  day — Green- 
wich Hospital. 


No  pension  for  ser- 
vice. An  asylum  at 
Philadelphia,  but  not  to 
be  compared  to  Green- 
wich. 
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GOMPARATm   SOALB   OF   PllOTIflOiri  ALLOWED 
IN  THB  BbITISH  AITD  AmIBICAII  SXBTICIS. 


BHHtK. 

BUouit lib. 

Spirits (pint 

Fresh  Meat lib. 

Vegetables  ilb. 


Sugar  .... 
Ghooolate 
Tea 


\\  OK. 

1    oz. 
\  oz. 


Biscuit 14  ox. 

Spirits Ipint 

Fresh  Meat \\  lb. 

Vegetables  regulated 

to    equal    articles    for 

which  substituted. 

Sugar 2  ox. 

Cocoa 1  oz. 

Tea  \  ox.,  but  as  a  sub- 
stitute for  cocoa. 


SaUMe<a, 


Salt  Beef  lib. 

Flour lib. 

Salt  Pork fib. 

Peas  I  pint,  with  1  lb. 
raisins,  1  lb.  flour. 


Salt  Beef  lib. 

Flour  ^Ib.,  J  lb.  raisins 

Salt  Pork    1  lb. 

Peas )  pint 


Stibititute§  in  both  ServicM, 


Soft  bread,  sago,  rice, 
beer,  coffee,  rinegar. 
butter,  cheese. 


Butter,  cheese,  dried 
fruits,  pickles,  mus- 
tard, vinegar. 


It  will  be  seen  that  in  the  scale  of 
provisions  there  is  no  material  differ- 
ence ;  in  that  of  waffes  those  of  the 
United  States  are  much  higher;  hut,  on 
the  other  hand,  they  have  no  pension  for 
h)nff  service,  no  good-service  reward,  and 
no  institution  which  can  be  compared  to 
Greenwich  Hospital.  There  is  also  much 
abuse  in  the  distribution  of  their  slops;  so 
much  so,  that  pettj  officers  and  men  are 
frequently  in  debt  to  the  purser  the  whole 
amount  of  pay  due  to  them  on  their  dis- 
charge. Their  comforts  are  not  equal  to 
those  of  our  seamen;  for  instance,  they 
have  no  mess  tables,  but  take  their  food 
off  the  deck;  the  discipline  is  more  irregu- 
lar and  severe — the  practice  of  dry-start- 
ing still  existing  there.  I  have  lately  visit- 
ed American  men-of-war,  and  found  more 
than  half  the  crew  were  British,  but  they 
we^e  a  very  inferior  class  of  men.  Yet  I 
think  that  a  moderate  increase  of  wages 
in  our  service  would  be  a  fair  and  prudent 
measure.  I  would  make  up  the  first-class 
petty  officer's  pay  to  32.  per  calendar 
^onth,  the  second  class  to  21.  10«.,  the 
able  seaman  22.,  the  ordinary  seaman  to 
\l,  lOtf.,  and  landsman  to  H.  55.  I  would 
give  a  pension  at  the  end  of  fifteen  years, 
to  increase  Id.  a  day  each  succeeding  year 
for  an  indefinite  period  of  service.  I 
would  restore  the  pension  of  warrant 
officers'  widows  to  the  footing  on  which 
they  stood  previous  to  1830.  I  believe 
this  would  be  a  measure  both  of  justice 
and  sound  policy.  The  warrant-officer  is, 
or  ought  to  be,  a  man  superior  to  his  ship- 
mates in  character,  conduct,  and  ability. 


Strong  inducements  should  be  held  out  to 
men  of  the  first  stamp  to  seek  this  station, 
which  we  know  is  often  refused  by  the 
best  petty  officers.  There  is  no  incentive 
to  duty  so  strong  in  minds  of  a  high  order 
as  the  knowledge  that  they  are  toiling  for 
those  whom  they  love.  This  feeling  is 
the  true  chivalry  of  civilised  life.  It  will 
make  a  man  face  danger  with  a  cool 
courage,  wounds  and  disease  without  re- 
pining, and  the  passage  to  death  as  a  debt 
due  to  the  country  which  cherishes  those 
dearer  to  him  than  the  life  he  lays  down. 
I  would  also  suggest  a  better  method  for 
the  distribution  of  prize  money.  I  think 
Qovemment  should  take  it  in  their  own 
hands,  thus  affording  more  facility  and  se- 
curity to  seamen  advancing  their  claims; 
for  it  is  notorious  that  at  present,  from  the 
bankruptcy  of  agents,  they  frequently  lose 
it,  and  from  the  delay  in  payment,  their 
absence  on  foreign  stations,  loss  of  papers, 
and  ignorance  of  business  habits,  they  do 
not  obtain  what  is  due  to  them.  This,  Sir, 
is  no  party  question.  The  officers  and  men 
of  Her  Majesty's  fieet  are  of  no  political 
party.  There  was  a  time,  indeed,  during 
the  last  century,  when  faction  found  its 
way  on  board  our  ships  amongst  officers  of 
the  highest  rank,  distracting  their  councils, 
and  paralysing  their  energies,  even  in  the 
hour  of  battle.  But  Nelson  laid  the  evil 
genius.  The  pure  example  of  his  gene- 
rous spirit  and  patriotism  without  alloy, 
banished  it,  I  trust,  for  ever  from  the  fleet; 
for,  with  a  legacy  of  undying  glory,  he 
left  a  password  to  the  Navy,  that  to  serve 
our  country  with  undivided  zeal  and  energy 
is  to  do  our  duty. 

Adioral  BERKELEY  cheerfully  ad- 
mitted that  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
had  brought  forward  the  subject  in  a  fair 
and  candid  spirit;  but  he  could,  at  the 
same  time,  assure  him  that  not  only  the 
present  but  preceding  Boards  of  Admiralty 
had  taken  it  up  in  the  same  spirit  as  he 
had  introduced  it.  He  was  further  proud 
to  say,  that  owing  to  the  improved  arrange- 
ments in  the  naval  service,  the  number  of 
desertions  were  daily  decreasing,  and  were 
now  so  few  that  the  smallness  of  the  num- 
ber was  really  wonderful,  compared  with 
the  desertions  of  a  former  period.  With 
respect  to  the  mode  of  manning  the  Navy, 
he  assured  his  hon.  Friend  that  the  pre- 
sent Board  of  Admiralty,  as  well  as  pre- 
ceding boards,  had  taken  the  greatest  pains 
to  have  a  reserve  in  hand,  and  that  that 
reserve  could  be  made  use  of  whenever  the 
Qovemment  thought  proper.     With  re- 
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Bpect  to  impressment,  he  had  endeavoured 
to  trace  the  objections  of  the  men  to  it, 
and  he  had  been  able  to  find  onlj  one  pe- 
tition from  them  against  it.  That  petition 
was  presented  in  1760,  and  he  had  no 
doubt  that  the  same  spirit  animated  them 
now  which  animated  them  then.  That 
petition  wound  up  by  stating  that  if  it 
could  be  shown  that  impressment  was  the 
only  mode  of  manning  the  Navy,  so  anxious 
were  they  for  the  honour  of  the  country, 
they  would  submit  to  it  without  a  murmur. 
He  himself  neither  desired  impressment, 
nor  thought  it  necessary;  but,  should  the 
necessity  ever  arise,  he  was  satisfied  that 
British  seamen,  sharing  the  sentiments  he 
had  just  cited,  would  willingly  bow  to  it. 
Subject  dropped. 

SUPPLY  —  EXPENSES   OF  COMMISSIONS 
OF  INQUIRY. 

Mr.  J.  STUART  said,  that  he  had 
given  a  notice  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  the  return  (No.  669),  of  1 848, 
of  the  number  of  Commissions  of  Inquiry 
appointed  since  1830,  and  the  expense  of 
each.  No  doubt  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  who  moved* for  the  return,  intend- 
ed that  it  should  afford  authentic  informa- 
tion, not  only  of  the  commissions,  but  of 
the  expenses  of  those  commissions.  The 
order  of  the  House  required,  not  only  that 
the  expenses  generally  should  be  stated, 
but  all  incidental  matters,  such  as  the 
members,  the  officers,  and  clerks.  It 
appeared  by  this  return  that  no  fewer  than 
nmety-one  Commissions  of  Inquiry  had 
been  issued  by  the  successive  Governments 
of  this  country  between  1830  and  1848. 
It  appeared,  moreover,  that,  according  to 
this  return,  the  expense  to  the  country  of 
these  Commissions  of  Inquiry  had  been 
above  638,0002.  That  would  appear  to 
be  an  enormous  sum;  but  he  was  sorry  to 
say  that  by  reference  to  documents  more 
authentic,  from  their  nature,  than  this  re- 
turn, contemporaneous  with  this  return,  con- 
taining information  extracted  by  examination 
from  individuals  before  Committees  of  the 
House,  the  statement  of  638,0002.  as  the 
expense  of  these  commissions,  was  not 
one-fourth  of  the  expense  to  which  the 
country  had  been  put.  He  was  anxious  to 
call  the  attention  of  the  Government  to 
this  subject,  because  when  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member,  who  moved  for  the  return, 
had  obtained  an  Order  for  the  continuation 
of  the  return,  there  should  be  some  greater 
degree  of  care  and  attention  bestowed  upon 
the  returns.    In  1838  a  commisaion  was 


issued  on  tidal  harbours.  That  commis- 
sion might  have  been  of  great  utility,  and 
he  found  it  stated  that  the  expense  of  the 
commission  was  1 ,7792. ;  but  when  he 
turned  to  the  report  of  the  Committee  on 
Miscellaneous  Expenses,  he  found  that  for 
this  commission  alone  the  printing  was  for 
the  three  years  5,1172.  He  attributed  no 
ill  faith  to  this  return;  he  attributed  to  it 
carelessness  and  gross  inaccuracy.  In 
1845  a  commission  was  issued  with  a  very 
peculiar  object  in  its  inquiry;  it  was  called, 
"  The  Metropolitan  Railway  Termini  Com- 
mission." The  modest  sum  of  5022.  was 
stated  as  its  expenses  in  this  return.  5022. 
seemed  not  to  be  much;  but  he  had  looked 
at  the  report  of  the  Committee  on  the  Mis* 
oellaneous  Expenditure,  and  he  found  that 
instead  of  5022.,  for  the  two  years'  print* 
ing  of  this  commission,  2,8572.  was  paid. 
So  gross  a  degree  of  carelessness,  such 
extraordinary  inaccuracy,  ought  not  to  be 
passed  over  without  the  notice  of  the  House. 
It  would  be  found  in  the  report  of  the  Com* 
mittee  of  Miscellaneous  Expenses  as  to  the 
various  expenses  attending  these  Commis- 
sions of  Inquiry,  that  the  result  was  that, 
instead  of  638,0002.,  the  country  had  been 
put  to  an  expense  of  2,000,0002.  by  these 
Commissions  of  Inquiry.  One  of  the  wit- 
nesses who  had  been  examined  stated  that 
these  Commissions  of  Inquiry  were  one 
great  cause  of  the  expense  of  printing  for 
which  the  House  voted  from  year  to  year, 
without  attending  to  the  way  in  which  the 
large  sum  was  applied.  The  witness  stated 
that  the  great  expenses  of  printing  were 
wholly  occasioned  by  new  Commissions  of 
Inquiry,  and  he  added  that  he  should  not 
bo  surprised  if  the  sanitary  printing  was  to 
come  to  60,0002.  He  called  the  attention 
of  the  Government  to  these  matters,  pre- 
suming that  that  was  all  that  was  neces- 
sary to  remedy  these  enormities. 

Colonel  SIBTHORP  was  very  glad 
his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  had  drawn  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  the  subject.  He 
(Colonel  Sibthorp)  had  moved  for  the  pro- 
duction of  the  return  referred  to ;  but  he 
confessed  that,  now  it  was  on  the  table,  it 
was  very  difficult  to  know  what  really  was 
the  expense  of  these  commissions.  He  did 
not  suppose  that  this  and  other  returns  were 
made  out  wilfully  incorrect,  but  it  was  evi- 
dent that  there  was  great  carelessness  in 
not  showing  the  House  and  the  public  what 
expenses  really  were  incurred.  He  had 
no  doubt  as  to  other  commissions  being 
asked  for,  which  would  cause  a  great  publio 
ezpendituroi  if  bis  bom  Friends  and  hiin* 
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self  did  not  persist  in  exposing  tbe  system, 
and  insist  upon  having  a  full  explanation 
of  the  expenses. 

Sir  F.  T.  BARING  said,  he  ought  per- 
haps to  apologise  for  the  absence  of  his 
right  hon.  Friends  and  Colleagues  on  that 
occasion,  but  they  were  certainly  not  aware 
that  this  question  would  have  been  brought 
forward.  With  reference  to  this  return 
itself,  he  apprehended  that  the  gravamen 
of  the  complaint  made  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Newark  was,  that  the 
expense  of  the  printing  was  not  included 
in  it.  [Mr.  Stuart:  And  the  station- 
ery.] The  printing  and  stationery.  [Mr. 
Stuart:  And  the  clerks.]  Well,  if  the 
expense  of  the  clerks  was  omitted,  it  cer- 
tainly would  imply  some  incorrectness  in 
the  return.  With  respect  to  the  stationery, 
there  was  not  a  separate  account  kept  of 
it  as  regarded  each  department  of  the  pub- 
lic service,  but  an  estimate  was  made  every 
year  of  the  probable  quantity  that  would 
be  required  by  each.  With  reference  to 
the  printing,  he  could  not  but  admit  that 
it  was  a  heavy  expense;  but  he  was  in- 
formed that  regulations  had  been  issued 
by  the  Treasury,  in  conjunction  with  the 
Home  Office,  for  putting  these  matters,  as 
regarded  the  printing  at  all  events,  on  a 
better  and  more  economical  footing.  Per- 
haps, when  the  miscellaneous  estimates 
should  be  brought  forward,  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  would  introduce  this  sub- 
ject again,  and  then  those  of  his  Colleagues 
to  whom  the  subject  more  particularly  re- 
lated would  be  there  to  give  such  explana- 
tions as  might  be  required. 

Subject  dropped. 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

NAVY  ESTIMATES—l.  NAVAL  STORES. 

House  in  Committee  of  Supply. 

Sir  F.  T.  BARING  said,  that  the  Votes 
that  would  be  proposed  would  include,  in 
the  total  amount  of  each,  the  original  as 
well  as  the  supplemental  estimates.  He 
should  now  propose  that  there  be  granted 
to  Her  Majesty  the  sum  of  883,999^.,  to  de- 
fray the  charge  of  naval  stores,  building 
and  repairs,  outfits  of  fleet,  ^c. 

Mr.  COBDEN  said,  that  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Montrose  (who  was  absent) 
had  given  notice  of  an  Amendment  on  this 
vote,  which  he  presumed  he  would  move 
on  some  future  stage  of  the  estimates. 
He  (Mr.  Cobden)  thought  that  the  practice 
of  appointing  the  first  day  after  an  ad- 
journment of  the  House  for  going  into 
these  Votea  was  not  only  an  inconvenient 


system,  but  ought  to  be  put  an  end  to. 
He  belonged  to  two  important  Committees 
upstairs;  and  it  was  there  agreed,  that  as 
all  the  Members  were  not  likely  to  be  in 
town  immediately  after  the  Whitsuntide 
holidays,  the  Committee  would  not  resume 
their  sittings  till  Monday  next.  He  had 
observed  that  the  Government  systemati- 
cally named  the  day  on  which  Parliament 
assembled  for  voting  large  sums  in  the 
estimates;  and  if  such  a  course  were  per- 
sisted in,  the  House  ought  to  resist  it  by 
a  vote.  At  the  present  it  was  not  the 
intention  of  his  hon.  Friend  to  divide  the 
Committee. 

Sir  G.  PECHELL  thought  that  at  least 
this  vote  ought,  under  the  circumstances, 
to  be  postponed;  and  fully  agreed  in  the 
remarks  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the  West 
Riding.  With  respect  to  the  vote  itself, 
various  ways  had  been  pointed  out  for  the 
reduction  of  our  expenditure,  whether  in 
the  Naval  or  any  other  department.  The 
hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  opposite  side  would 
not  admit  that  the  Army  and  Navy  should 
be  exposed  to  a  reduction  such  as  was 
comprised  in  the  financial  plans  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  West»Riding;  but  if  not, 
let  them,  then,  see  whether  the  efficiency 
of  the  Navy  could  not  be  kept  up  consist- 
ently with  the  reduction  of  votes  like  this. 
There  was  a  large  class  of  vessels  now 
kept  in  ordinary  at  considerable  expense; 
he  meant  the  class  of  vessels  from  28  to 
44  guns,  which  would  be  of  no  use  in  any 
future  war,  and  ought  to  be  put  up  to 
auction,  and  got  rid  of.  But  if  they  still 
preferred  to  keep  these  ships  in  ordinary, 
at  so  great  an  expense,  at  ail  events  they 
might  reduce  the  expense  and  cheapen 
the  system  of  caulking  them.  As  to  the 
cost  of  building  ships,  too,  there  was  no 
comparison  between  the  cost  of  building  in 
our  dockyards  and  in  private  yards.  For 
example,  the  Watencitch  brig,  built  by 
Messrs.  White  of  Cowes,  after  several 
years*  cruising,  was  sold,  a  most  efficient 
vessel,  to  the  Government  for  12L  a  ton; 
while  the  cost  of  vessels  built  in  the  dock- 
yards reached  20^.  a  ton.  The  next  point 
was  the  consumption  of  coals.  They  never 
saw  a  steamer  using  her  sails  ;  but,  in 
cases  where  there  was  not  the  least  neces- 
sity for  haste,  up  went  their  steam,  though 
wind  and  tide  might  be  favourable.  A 
saving  of  201,  a  day  might  be  effected  in 
some  of  the  dockyard  ports  by  a  little  at- 
tention in  this  matter ;  and  if  the  port 
admiral  were  to  make  a  weekly  return  of 
the  consumption  of  coab,  there  would  be 
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much  less  smoke  raised  in  future.  He 
trusted  his  right  hon.  Friend  at  the  head 
of  the  Admiralty,  who,  he  sincerelj  he- 
lieved,  had  the  interest  of  the  service  as 
well  as  its  economical  management  at 
heart,  would  take  his  remarks  in  good 
part,  and  give  his  attention  to  the  points 
to  which  he  had  ventured  to  refer. 

Sir  F.T.  BARING  regretted  that  the 
hon.  Memher  for  Montrose  had  not  heen 
aware  of  the  firm  intention  of  Government 
to  hring  on  the  Navy  Estimates  that  night, 
and  consequently  was  not  present;  hut,  at 
the  same  time,  the  hon.  Memher  must  have 
heen  quite  aware  of  the  course  Government 
intended  to  pursue  respecting  them.  He 
could  assure  the  House  he  did  not  find  it 
very  agreeahle  to  hring  on  the  estimates 
the  first  day  after  the  holidays;  hut  any 
one  present  at  five  o'clock  could  not  say 
there  was  not  an  ample  attendance  of  hon. 
Memhers.  It  was  scarcely  fair,  in  talking 
of  a  large  expenditure,  to  omit  to  state 
that  a  reduction  of  390,0002.  had  taken 
place  in  the  vote  as  compared  with  former 
years.  He  was  happy  to  state  that  a  re- 
duction had  taken  place  in  the  sum  for 
coals,  as  compared  with  the  cost  last  year, 
of  not  less  than  54,0002. ;  and  very  strin- 
gent regulations  had  heen  issued  hy  the 
Admiralty  respecting  the  issue  and  use  of 
fuel.  He  helieved  the  hon.  Memher  for 
Brighton  was  not  an  advocate  for  building 
men-of-war  in  private  yards.  [Sir  G. 
Pechell:  Not  altogether.]  The  case 
of  the  fVaterwitch  did  not  offer  a  fair  com- 
parison; because  she  was  purchased  second- 
hand, and  never  was  built  at  the  cost 
stated,  and  there  was,  of  course,  consider- 
able difference  in  the  price  of  a  new  vessel 
and  of  one  some  time  in  service. 

Mr.  FITZROY  asked  on  what  ground 
so  large  a  reduction  was  estimated  in  the 
cost  of  coal.  He  also  wished  to  know 
whether  any  steps  had  been  taken  for  the 
speedy  coaling  of  our  steamers.  The  sub- 
ject was  one  of  great  importance,  and  had 
been  under  the  consideration  of  the  former 
board,  and  he  hoped  to  hear  some  method 
was  in  view  for  obviating  the  difficulties  of 
providing  steamers  with  fuel  in  cases  of 
pressing  urgency. 

Sir  F.  T.  BARING  explained  that  the 
reduction  was  caused  by  the  decreased 
consumption  at  the  different  yards,  and  by 
the  coal  being  contracted  for  at  lower 
prices.  The  mode  of  fuelling  had  also 
caused  a  reduction,  and  it  was  hoped  some 
further  improvement  might  be  made  on 
the  present  method. 

VOL.  CXI.    [thibd  series.] 
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Mr.  DISRAELI  was  anxious  to  express 
his  concurrence  in  the  objections  taken  by 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  to  the  course  pro- 
posed by  the  hon.  Member  for  the  West 
Kiding.  He  did  not  agree  with  that  hon. 
Member  that  it  was  inexpedient  to  proceed 
with  important  business  on  the  first  day 
Parliament  met  after  a  recess.  His  opinion 
was  that,  if  it  were  understood  that  im- 
portant business  would  be  brought  on,  the 
attendance  of  Members  would  be  more 
numerous,  and  it  was  no  greater  hardship 
upon  one  more  than  upon  another,  ne 
regretted  the  absence  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Montrose,  which  was  the  more  remark- 
able, perhaps,  because  it  was  so  rare  an 
occurrence.  In  the  absence  of  that  hon. 
Member,  his  supporters  ought  not  to  post- 
pose  the  Motion  of  which  he  had  given  no- 
tice, because  there  was  now  a  possibility 
of  its  being  carried,  which  there  would  not 
be  if  the  financial  reformers  were  all  pre- 
sent. 

Lord  J.  MANNERS  said,  that  as  it 
had  been  announced  that  the  hon.  Member 
for  Montrose  would  divide,  on  some  future 
occasion,  upon  the  Motion  to  which  they 
were  just  about  to  assent,  it  would  perhaps 
be  better  not  to  oppose  the  vote  now. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

(2.)  New  Works  at  Devon  port. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed — 

"  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  330,8392.,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray  the  charge  of 
New  Works,  Improvements,  and  Repairs,  in  the 
Naval  Establishments,  and  for  a  new  Dock  and 
Engine  House  at  Devonport  Dock  Yard,  which 
will  come  in  coarse  of  payment  during  the  year 
ending  on  the  Slst  day  of  March,  1851." 

Sir  W.  MOLESWORTH  said,  that  as 
a  Member  of  the  Committee  on  the  Naval 
Estimates,  he  felt  it  his  duty  to  object  to 
the  part  of  the  vo^te  which  referred  to  Key- 
ham  docks.  The  expense  of  those  works 
had  been  going  on  increasing  year  after 
year,  and  the  Committee  had  agreed  they 
ought  not  to  have  been  undertaken.  There 
was  now  a  proposal  to  give  120,000^.  for 
the  docks  at  Key  ham,  and  a  fiu*ther  sum 
of  20,000L  was  set  down  for  works  at  Bull- 
point,  which  had  been  rendered  necessary 
to  protect  the  docks.  He  thought  those 
works  ought  to  be  stopped  at  once,  and 
therefore  proposed  a  reduction  in  the  vote 
to  the  amount  of  140,000?. 

Afterwards  Motion  made,  and  Question 
proposed — 

**  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  109,8392.,  he 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray  the  charge  of 
New  Works,  Improvements,  and  Repairs  in  tho 
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for  an  establisbment  which  the  Comroittee 
had  proDounced  useless,  and  would  not 
have,  recommended  at  all  had  it  not  been 
begun;  and  the  question  practically  was, 
whether  they  would  incur  an  annual  ex- 
penditure of  100,0001,  for  wages  and  tools. 
The  right  hon.  Baronet  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty  said  these  works  would  be 
useful  in  time  of  war ;  but  he  contended 
that  if  that  time  should  come,  there  were 
factories  and  basins  in  existence  adequate 
to  answer  any  call.  He  should  support 
the  Motion  for  stopping  the  worka. 

Mr.  PBTO  said,  that  all  he  was  anxious 
about  was,  tbut  the  GoYornment  would 
promise  not  to  begin  the  factories  for  steam 
machinery  until  circumstances  had  proved 
them  to  be  actually  necessary. 

Sir  F.  T.  BARING  said,  tbftt  not  one 
farthing  was  taken  on  this  vote  for  facto- 
ries or  machinery,  or  for  anything  beyond 
the  basins  ;  and  that  nothing  would  be 
done  in  respect  to  fftotories  or  machinery 
without  the  subject  again  coming  before 
the  House. 

Admiral  BOWLES  defended  not  only 
the  basins  but  the  factories;  as,  without 
them,  the  Government  would  have  no  place 
to  repair  and  refit  its  steam  navy.  It  was 
of  vital  importance  to  England,  a«  ft  mari- 
time power,  that  there  should  be  a  ateam 
basin  at  Plymouth. 

M«.  M'GEEGOB  was  disposed  to  take 
the  same  view  of  the  subject  as  the  Go- 
vernment. He  was  of  opinion  that  the 
docks  at  Deptford,  Sheerness,  and  New- 
porthaven  might  be  dispensed  with,  and 
that  the  requirements  of  the  country  might 
be  satisfactorily  met  by  there  being  four 
docks  pnly,  one  at  Woolwich,  another  at 
Chatham,  a  third  at  Portsmouth,  and  a 
fourth  at  Devonport.  He  would  support 
the  present  vote,  inasmuch  as  it  was  in- 
intended  to  defray  the  expense  of  works 
which  were  in  progress  of  completion. 

Mr.  bright  wished  to  call  the  at- 
tention of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Southwark  to  the  circumstance  that 
120,0001.  was  the  sum  which  Govern- 
ment required  for  the  present  year;  that 
the  other  expenses  referred  to  were  not 
now  to  be  incurred;  and  he  hoped,  there- 
fore, that  the  hon.  Baronet  would  not 
think  it  necessaiy  to  divide  the  Committee, 
He  agreed  with  his  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  the  West  Riding  as  to  the  Govern- 
ment factories;  for  England  was  not  in  that 
respect  like  France,  or  any  of  the  conti- 
nental countries,  as  the  French  Govern- 
ment, if  they  wished  to  build  ateam  ahips. 
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Naval  EstabliBhments,  and  for  a  new  Dock  and 
Engine  House  at  Devonport  Dock  Tard,  which 
will  oome  in  oourse  of  payment  during  the  year 
ending  on  the  81st  day  of  Maroh,  1851." 

Sir  F.  T,  baring  said,  that  the  utility 
of  the  docks  at  Eeyham  had  been  so  fully 
discussed  it  was  hardly  necessary  for  hjm 
to  enter  upon  the  question  again.  Though 
the  Committee  had  expressed  a  doubt  as 
to  the  propriety  of  commencinff  the  works 
at  all,  they  thought  it  would  be  mexpedient 
and  unwise,  having  already  expended  such 
IfU'ge  sums,  not  to  complete  them;  and,  as 
far  as  his  recollection  served  him,  they  re- 
commended that  the  works  should  go  for- 
ward gradually;  and,  with  reference  to  the 
engagements  of  Government,  that  recom- 
mendation had  been  strictly  followed,  and 
it  would  be  very  unwise  to  stop  works 
nrhicb  would  be  useful  in  case  of  war,  and 
to  throw  away  upwards  of  500,0001.  al« 
ready  expended  on  them. 

Mr.  PETO  agreed  that  the  works  ought 
not  to  be  stopped  altogether,  and  he  re- 
commended that  the  vote  now  proposed 
should  be  granted,  which  would  effect  the 
most  useful  part  of  the  plan,  and  then  the 
works  might  be  stopped.  But  in  respect 
to  the  factories  for  building  and  repairing 
steam  machinery,  he  really  thougnt  the 
Government  ought  to  pause  before  pro- 
ceeding with  that  portion  of  the  design, 
for  they  could  be  at  once  better  and  more 
cheaply  supplied  by  the  great  engine  manu- 
flEicturers  on  the  Clyde  and  the  Thames. 

Mr.  COBDEN  objected  to  the  proposal 
to  lay  out  150,0001.  to  complete  the  basin. 
It  should  be  recollected  that  the  basin  would 
never  have  been  made  at  all  had  it  not 
been  intended  for  the  use  of  the  factory. 
It  appeared  that  the  Government  could 
not  make  their  steam  machinery  without 
these  enormous  basins,  but  the  manufac- 
turers could;  they  had  only  a  sea  wall, 
from  which  they  put  the  boilers  on  board 
the  vessels.  But  the  Government  must 
do  everything  in  such  a  magnificent  way 
that  they  must  have  basins.  In  voting 
the  150,0002. ,  they  would  be  voting  for 
one  step  only  in  the  whole  process.  He 
was  not  aware  that  the  Government  had 
submitted  any  new  plan  since  the  last  re- 
port. But  the  sum  of  150,0002.  was  not 
all.  The  Committee  had  reported  that 
when  the  factories  were  completed,  80,0002. 
would  be  required  for  tbe  wages  of  the 
workmen  to  be  employed  in  them,  and  for 
their  tools  and  instruments  20,0002.  more. 
Then  would  come  the  outlay  for  keeping 
0he  wnchmery  in  repair.    And  all  this  was 
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must  do  BO  for  themselves,  inasmuoh  as 
tbey  could  not  ha?e  recourse  to  such  pri- 
vate establishments  as  England  possessed 
on  the  hanks  of  the  Thames,  the  Clyde, 
and  the  Mersey,  where  fleets  could  be  pror 
duoed  and  fitted  out  in  much  less  time  Uian 
any  Government  could  build  them. 

Sir  F.  T.  BARING  stated,  that  Go^ 
vemment  were  not  now  about  to  make  any 
demand  for  factory  building,  It  was  not 
his  practice  to  state  in  one  year  what  he 
intended  to  do  in  the  pext.  The  factories 
which  the  Government  at  present  possessed 
were  capable  of  meeting  the  demands  upon 
them;  therefore  nothing  would  be  done 
with  the  factories  this  year,  and  nothing 
whatever  done  until  after  the  matter  came 
regularly  under  the  notice  of  Parlirment. 

Mr.  CORRY  reminded  the  Committee 
that  the  factories  existed  not  for  the  cop- 
struction  but  the  repair  of  steam  vessels. 
It  was  essential  for  the  safety  of  the  coun- 
try that  the  steam  navy  should  have  faci- 
lities of  repair  at  certain  intervals  along 
the  coast,  when  they  could  not  enter  either 
the  Thames  or  the  Mersey  without  incon- 
venience and  loss. 

Mr.  COBDEN  said,  that  the  Govern- 
ment ought  to  confine  themselves  to  the 
repair,  and  not  engage  in  the  construction 
of  boilers.  He  thought,  that  as  they  had 
now  steam  basins,  docks,  and  factories, 
which  would  enable  them  to  repair  be- 
tween 100,000  and  200,000  horse  power, 
and  the  total  horse  power  of  the  steam 
navy  did  not  reach  anything  like  that  ex- 
tent, they  had  made  pretty  good  provision 
already  for  a  time  of  war.  The  Select 
Committee  had  been  told  by  persons  con- 
nected with  the  public  dockyards  that 
boilers  could  be  made  in  those  establish- 
ments at  less  cost  than  by  private  persons. 
The  mode  of  taking  stock  pursued  by 
these  public  servants,  however,  difiered 
widely  from  that  adopted  by  private  indi- 
viduals, for  the  former  made  no  account  of 
the  interest  of  money,  wear  and  tear  of 
machinery,  or  the  cost  of  the  plant  and 
establishment.  He  considered  that  the 
boilers  required  for  the  public  service  could 
be  obtained  from  private  individuals  at  less 
expense  than  they  could  be  manufactured 
in  the  public  establishments,  and  he  there- 
fore thought  the  Government  ought  not  to 
continue  the  manufacture. 

Captain  HARRIS  said,  if  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  West  Riding  looked  at  the 
expense  to  which  the  country  was  sub- 
jected during  the  last  war  by  contracts  for 
buiidijig  ships,  be  might  perhaps  como  to 
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the  conclusion  that  the  soundest  policy  and 
the  best  economy  was  to  maintain  public 
establishments  of  this  kind. 

Sir  W.  MOLESWORTH  said,  that,  as 
he  understood  the  First  Lord  of  the  Ad- 
miralty to  say  that  nothing  would  be  done 
with  regard  to  the  factory  buildings  till 
the  subject  was  brought  under  the  consid- 
eration of  Parliament  next  year,  he  would 
Dot  press  the  Amendment. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Original  Question  put. 

Vote  agreed  to;  as  was  also 

(3.)  27,6802,  for  Medicines  ^nd  Medical 
Stores. 

(4.)  Miscellaneous  Services. 

Motion  pnade,  and  Question  put — 

'*  That  a  lum,  not  exoeeding  Il5fi96l.,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray  the  charge  of 
divers  MisoeUaneous  Senrices  which  will  come  in 
coarse  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  the 
dlst  day  of  March,  1851 ;  also,  for  divers  Miscel- 
laneous Services  oonneotod  with  the  Searching 
Expeditions  under  the  command  of  Captain  Penny 
and  Captain  Austen," 

Ma.  GOBDEN  said,  the  estimate  con- 
tained an  item  of  100,0002.  for  bounty  al- 
lowed for  the  capture  or  destruction  of 
enemies'  ships  of  war  and  of  piratical  ves- 
sels. He  thought  the  Committee  ought  to 
have  some  explanation  on  this  subject. 

Lord  D.  STUART  observed  that  the 
vote  had  increased  enormously,  for  last 
year  it  was  only  20,0001, 

Sib  F.  T.  BARING  said,  thQ  money 
was  required  for  paying  the  bounty  or  head 
money  given  for  the  capture  of  pirates. 
He  could  give  the  House  details  of  all  the 
particular  transactions  relating  to  the  cap- 
ture of  pirates,  but  as  the  accounts  had 
appeared  fully  in  the  newspapers,  he 
thought  it  was  scarcely  necessary  now  to 
go  into  them. 

Mb.  GOBDEN  expressed  his  desire  to 
have  some  information  with  respect  to  the 
pirates,  in  order  to  ascertain  whether  they 
were  really  pirates.  He  doubted  very 
much  whether  this  demand  for  head  mon^y 
was  legal,  because  he  believed  the  Act  for 
the  supression  of  piracy  did  not  apply  to 
the  present  description  of  cases.  The  best 
proof  of  this  was  to  be  found  in  the  circum- 
stance that  the  first  Act  of  the  Qovemment 
in  the  present  Session  was  to  repeal  the 
existing  law  which  authorised  the  payment 
of  head-money.  He  would  like  the  Commit- 
tee to  consider  for  a  moment  the  circum- 
stances under  which  this  money  was  de- 
manded. A  gentleman  named  Brooke, 
who  was  sometimes  styled  Rajah  Brooke, 
became  possessed^   by  iAfi»2i^^  ^VCv:^  \k^ 
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would  not  now  stop  to  describe,  of  a  dis- 
trict of  country  north-west  of  the  coast  of 
Borneo.  He  had  certain  disputes  with  his 
next  neighbours,  whom  he  was  pleased  to 
call  "pirates."  Now,  these  people  were 
just  as  much  pirates  when  Sir  J.  Brooke 
knew  them  as  they  had  ever  been  before. 
They  were  tribes  who  had  been  in  a  state 
of  predatory  warfare  with  each  other  for 
many  years,  but  they  had  never  attacked 
us  or  any  of  our  vessels.  This  was  the 
real  point  at  issue.  No  English  vessel  had 
ever  been  molested  or  assailed  by  those 
pirates.  He  denied  altogether  that  acts 
of  piracy  had  been  committed  against  our 
vessels  in  the  India  Archipelago,  and  he 
appealed  to  Lloyd's  to  show  that  there 
was  no  increased  charge  for  assuring 
vessels  trading  in  the  Indian  seas.  The 
history  of  this  massacre  of  "pirates," 
for  he  could  call  it  nothing  else,  was 
simply  this : — The  hostile  tribes  against 
whom  Sir  J.  Brooke  made  war  were 
engaged  upon  business  of  their  own,  and 
had  no  intention  whatever  of  attacking 
us.  Sir  J.  Brooke,  however,  engaged 
the  services  of  a  ship-of-war  and  two 
smaller  vessels,  and  lay  in  wait  at  the 
mouth  of  a  river  for  the  prahus  of  the 
natives,  which  were  merely  open  row- 
boats,  and  were  not  vessels  of  war. 
When  the  fleet  of  boats  appeared  in 
sight.  Sir  J.  Brooke,  without  calling 
upon  them  to  surrender,  or  in  any  way 
communicating  with  them,  with  the 
view  of  ascertaining  what  they  wanted, 
flred  a  broadside  into  them  of  shot,  balls, 
and  rockets,  and  the  unfortunate  wretches 
were  unable  to  make  the  slightest  attempt 
at  resistance  or  defence.  The  English 
steam-vessels  of  war  were  then  driven 
among  the  boats,  and  the  miserable  crea- 
tures were  crushed  under  the  paddle- 
wheels,  and  annihilated  by  hundreds  in 
the  most  inhuman  manner.  Some  idea 
might  be  formed  of  the  nature  of  the  at- 
tack when  not  even  one  of  our  sailors  was 
injured  in  the  affray.  Indeed,  the  attack 
reminded  him  more  of  a  battue  of  sheep 
or  rabbits  than  of  honourable  warfare. 
After  this  mighty  feat  of  valour  had  been 
performed,  they  came  to  a  Christian  as- 
sembly, and  demanded  201,  a  head  for 
slaughtering  the  unhappy  wretches.  There 
was  no  proof  whatever  that  the  men  were 
pirates,  and  Sir  J.  Brooke  himself  admit- 
ted that  the  prisoners  whom  he  had  cap- 
tured (and  who,  if  they  were  pirates,  ought 
to  have  been  hanged),  were  treated  by  him 
wjlh  the  ^eatast  kindness  and  then  sent 


home.  He  (Mr.  Cobden)  declared  the  men 
had  been  murdered,  without  one  tittle  of 
evidence  that  they  had  ever  molested  us, 
and  that  the  evidence  against  them  would 
not  have  been  sufficient  to  convict  for  petty 
larceny.  With  regard  to  the  charge  which 
was  made  for  destroying  pirates  in  the 
Chinese  seas,  ho  believed  the  demand  was 
an  illegal  one,  because  we  had  never  been 
molested  or  interfered  with  by  the  so-called 
pirates.  He,  therefore,  objected,  on  prin- 
ciple, to  paying  20^  a  head  for  killing 
people  who  had  never  done  anything  to  us. 
He  thought  that  the  least  the  Committee 
might  do  was  to  delay  voting  this  money 
until  further  information  was  before  them. 

Mr.  DRUMMOND  was  not  able  to  say 
why  the  Government  repealed  the  statute; 
but  when  the  hon.  Member  for  the  West 
Riding  asked  for  proof  of  these  Bomean 
pirates  being  really  such,  it  was  enough  to 
say,  let  him  look  for  any  record  of  voyages 
or  travels,  printed  or  in  manuscnpt,  that 
called  them  anything  else.  Yet  now  we 
were  to  be  told  they  were  only  innocent 
free-traders.  They  dealt  in  men  and  wo- 
men to  be  sure;  and  their  last  act  of  trade, 
before  they  were  attacked  by  Sir  J.  Brooke, 
was,  that  they  seized  upon  a  body  of  per- 
sons who  were  really  trading,  and  put  them 
all  to  death.  It  was  true  they  carried  on 
war  among  themselves;  the  tribes  upon  the 
coast  were  of  different  nation  and  religion 
from  those  in  the  interior,  who  were  able 
to  trade,  but  these  pirates  would  not  let 
them.  What  was  the  proof  of  their  being 
pirates  ?  The  judgment  of  every  compe- 
tent court;  and  the  House  of  Commons 
was  not  fitted  to  set  aside  the  judgment  of 
the  courts- in  Singapore  and  elsewhere. 
Because  Sir  J..  Brooke  was  carrying  on 
most  successfully  and  meritoriously  a  most 
thriving  colony,  which  a  certain  person 
wanted  to  turn  into  a  matter  for  his  own 
aggrandisement,  taking  shares  and  making 
Sir  J.  Brooke  a  joint  jobber  with  him,  that 
man  had  been  an  anonymous  slanderer  of 
Sir  J.  Brooke  for  the  last  three  years,  and 
that  was  the  truth  of  the  matter.  As  to 
our  having  no  right  to  attack  persons  un- 
less they  were  pirates  against  our  com- 
merce, why  then  did  we  send  Lord  Ex- 
mouth  out  some  years  ago  against  pirates 
who  never  touched  any  person  sailing  un- 
der an  English  flag?  He  (Mr.  Drum- 
mond)  hoped  there  would  be  an  oppor- 
tunity hereafter,  as  was  promised,  of 
going  into  the  matter  fully,  when  Sir  J. 
Brooke's  salary  should  be  before  the  House. 

Mr.  COBDEN  said,  the  hon.  Member 
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for  West  Surrey  was  speaking  of  a  differ- 
ent set  of  tribes  from  those  he  had  alluded 
to.  He  spoke  of  Labuan,  but  Sir  J. 
Brooke  did  not  live  within  300  miles  of 
that  place;  he  was  living  on  his  own  pro- 
perty in  the  equivocal  character  of  a  rajah, 
and  receiving  2,000i.  a  year  from  the  Go- 
vernment as  Governor  of  Labuan,  and 
500^.  as  consul  to  his  own  court.  They 
had  besides  appointed  a  deputy  governor 
at  1,2002.  a  year,  and  the  whole  island 
was  in  confusion  because  the  Lieutenant 
Governor  had  misconducted  himself  in  the 
absence  of  the  Governor.  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman would  not  tolerate  jobs  in  England, 
and  he  hoped  he  was  not  going  to  tolerate 
them  in  Borneo.  Ho  had  no  personal  hos- 
tility to  Sir  J.  Brooke;  he  never  saw  him 
in  his  life;  he  had  never  come  into  contact 
with  him;  but  he  had  a  right  to  speak  of 
him  on  public  grounds  when  he  was  called 
on  to  vote  away  the  money  of  his  constitu- 
ents. He  had  a  right  to  speak  of  him 
when  he  was  called  on  to  vote  100,0002. 
where  no  grounds  had  been  shown  for  the 
claim,  and  where  these  pirates,  if  pirates 
they  were,  were  only  disputing  amongst 
themselves. 

Mr.  DRUMMOND  said,  that  it  was  very 
probable  that  the  depredations  of  these 
pirates  extended  over  300  miles,  because 
they  had  large  deep  rivers,  along  which 
they  sailed. 

Mr.  COBDEN  said,  that  Labuan  was 
at  the  extremity  of  the  island,  and  Sara- 
wak was  at  the  north>west  coast,  and  a 
person  must  go  by  sea  to  get  there.  He 
was  not  going  to  let  the  hon.  Gentleman 
off  that  way. 

Mr.  PLOWDEN  said,  that  having  been 
for  sometime  in  China,  and  having  some 
acquaintance  with  the  subject  under  dis- 
cussion, he  hoped  the  House  would  allow 
him  to  make  a  few  remarks.  He  had  been 
in  the  China  sea  in  the  year  1809  or  1810, 
and  at  that  time  a  piratical  fleet  infested 
the  whole  southern  coast,  and  spread  dis- 
may in  every  quarter.  They  did  not  con- 
fine their  atrocities  to  the  Chinese,  for  they 
attacked  English  and  American  vessels. 
One  of  the  most  trifling  punishments  which 
they  inflicted  was  to  tie  the  hands  of  their 
victims  together,  and  pass  a  rope  through 
them,  and  haul  them  up  the  mast.  He 
went  on  board  Her  Majesty's  frigate  the 
DcedaluSy  commanded  by  Capt.  Bell,  which 
was  then  in  these  seas,  as  an  amateur,  in 
order  to  assist  in  destroying  these  pirates. 
They  were  requested  to  escort  some  vessels 
up  the  Canton  rivor,  and  they  disguised 


the  frigate  as  a  merchant  vessel,  in  order 
to  induce  the  pirate  boats  to  come  out. 
They  did  come  out,  and  attacked  them, 
and,  of  course,  a  verv  formidable  fire  was 
opened  upon  them.  Ho  was  sorry  to  say, 
however,  that  it  was  ineffectual,  because 
the  boats  soon  got  into  shallow  water, 
where  the  frigate  was  not  able  to  follow 
them.  They  enabled  the  vessels,  however, 
to  get  up  the  nver.  On  another  occasion 
a  sloop  of  war,  commanded  by  Capt.  Wells, 
son  of  Admiral  Wells,  having  lost  her  fore- 
mast, hoisted  the  usual  signal  for  a  pilot, 
the  union-jack,  whereupon  one  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  West  Riding's  honest 
traders  decoyed  Capt.  Wells  into  a  fleet  of 
about  40  piratical  junks.  The  sloop,  how- 
ever, was  furnished  with  very  heavy  metal, 
and  gave  the  pirates  a  tremendous  thrash- 
ing. The  punishment  inflicted  on  them 
had  a  good  effect,  for  their  leader  after- 
wards declared  that  he  would  never  again 
attack  the  British.  Such  was  a  brief  out- 
line of  what  they  were  in  the  China  Sea. 
Now,  with  regard  to  the  Malay  pirates,  the 
House  would  remember  that  the  Malay 
pirates  infested  the  whole  of  the  Archipel- 
ago, and  were  of  a  most  atrocious  char- 
acter. The  House  must  recollect  their 
conduct  on  the  occasion  of  Lord  Amherst's 
embassy,  when  the  Alceste  was  wrecked. 
Nothing  but  the  most  determined  valour 
on  the  part  of  British  seamen  could  have 
protected  them  on  that  occasion  from  fal- 
ling into  the  hands  of  these  merciful  people. 
The  hon.  Member  for  the  West  Riding  said, 
that  these  boats  were  plied  by  oars,  but  he 
begged  to  tell  the  hon.  Gentleman  that 
they  had  large  decks,  and  that  they 
carried  cannon  also.  When  Captain  Bell 
commanded  the  Samarang  in  these  seas, 
he  was  attacked  while  he  was  at  din- 
ner by  some  of  those  tribes,  of  whom  it 
was  very  likely  the  Dyaks  formed  a  por- 
tion. No  less  than  19  of  his  men  were 
killed,  and  Captain  Bell  and  his  first  lieu- 
tenant were  wounded.  He,  however,  put 
down  the  pirates,  and  of  those  whom  he 
had  taken  he  tied  the  hands  together;  he 
put  shot  into  their  stomachs  and  threw 
them  into  the  sea. 

Mil.  BRIGHT  said,  that  it  must  be 
matter  of  regret  to  observe  that  every  par- 
ticular case  of  suffering,  cruelty,  and  atro- 
city mentioned  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  had 
been  received  with  great  cheering  and 
laughter  by  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite. 
Now  the  statements  of  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man appeared  to  have  no  bearing  what- 
ever on  the  queatvoxL  \^^W^  ^<^  ^^m^^, 
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or  if  they  had  anything,  told   in   favour 
of    the    view    which    he    and    his    hon. 
Friend  near  him  took.     lion.  Gentlemen 
opposite    accepted    the     speech     of    the 
hon.   Gentleman   in   favour  of  the  vote; 
but  he  had  not  communicated  a  single 
fact   which    came    nearer    to    their  own 
times  than  1810.    [Mr.  Plowdew:  1816.] 
He  would  give  the  hon.  Gentleman  all  the 
advantage  of  the  additional  six  years,  but 
it  could  be  no  satisfaction  to  them  to  vote 
lOO.OOOZ.  for  5,000  lives  taken  away  at 
the  rate  of  202.  per  head,  that  the  hon. 
Gentleman  was  able  to  give  them  some 
anecdotes  of  what  took  place  so  far  back 
as  1810.     Was  the  fact  of  certain  matters 
having  taken  place   some  forty  or  fifty 
years  ago  to  be  taken  as  a  proof  of  cir- 
cumstances now  supposed  to  be  passed  or 
passing    on    the   coasts  of   Borneo    and 
China?      The   House  would  do  well  to 
look    into    this    matter.      This    vote    of 
100,000?.   represented  5*000  persons  or 
pirates  slain  and  estimated  at  202.  a  head. 
Now  he  wanted  to  know  from  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty  whether  any  infor> 
mation  whatever  of  an  accurate  character, 
or  even  approaching  accuracy,  had  reached 
the  Government  so  as  to  justify  them  in 
■ubmitting  this  vote  to  the  House.     Nei- 
ther in  the  estimates^  nor  in  the  statement 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  was  the  least 
ground  alleged  so  as  to  justify  the  House 
in  agreeing  to  the  vote.     He  was  afraid 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  knew  nothinc; 
about  the  matter;  for  never  in  his  recol- 
lection had  a  vote  of  such  an  amount  been 
accompanied  with  so  bold  and  unmeaning 
a  statement  as  that  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  alluded  to  this  voto.     Was  this 
100,0002.  decided  upon  in  the  courts  of 
Singapore,   Hong   Kong,   or    elsewhere  ? 
If  a  trial  had  taken  place  in  distant  parts, 
was  the  evidence   of  such   a  nature  as 
would  satisfy  the  courts  in  this  country? 
Had  any  evidence  been  laid   before  the 
Government  hero?     If  so,  why  did  not 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  lay  that  evidence 
before  Parliament,  when  he  came  to  ask 
them  for  so  large  a  sum  for  so  grave  a 
matter  as  the  slaughter  of  5,000  assumed 
pirates?     He  hoped  his  hon.  Friend  would 
move  that  this  vote  be  postponed  until  the 
Government  consented  to  lay  before  the 
House  the  fkcts,  data,  and  evidence  on 
which  they  had  the  conscience  to  ask  Par- 
liament   to    vote    this     enormous     sum. 
Whatever  the  Goverment  might  think  of 
this  subject,  the  public  were  horrified  at 
Ab  j^AirativeB  of  the  atrooitiee  whSoh  had 


been  committed,  although  the  accounts 
came  from  persons  who  were  interested  in 
making  the  case  wear  the  best  aspect. 
His  hon.  Friend  did  not  say  that  all  these 
persons  were  innocent  traders.  What  he 
said  was  that  there  were  probably  inno- 
cent traders  amongst  them.  He  said  that 
many  of  them  were  smugglers,  but  that 
there  was  no  proof  whatever  which  would 
satisfy  any  court  in  this  country,  on  the 
most  flimsy  charge,  that  these  persons 
were  pirates.  Now  when  he  recollected 
that  that  House  had  prayers  read  every 
day  at  that  table — whdn  they  recollected 
thet  they  were  a  Christian  Parliament, 
and  that  they  professed  day  after  day,  as 
he  heard  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  profess, 
g^eat  respect  for  religion  in  connexion 
with  the  State — and  when,  notwithstand- 
ing this,  he  found  them  voting  rewards  for 
the  slaughter  of  5,000  human  beings, 
without  one  particle  of  evidence  that  the 
men  they  slaughtered  were  guilty  of  any 
crime — ^he  declared  that  he  could  not  con- 
ceive how  any  Parliament,  much  less  a 
Christian  Parliament,  could  do  this  without 
— he  would  not  use  the  words  that  suggest- 
ed themselves  to  him — but  without  bring*- 
ing  everlasting  disgrace  upon  them. 

Sir  F.   T.   BARING    said,  that    the 
speeches  of  the  hon.  Members  for  Man- 
chester and  the  West  Riding  conveyed  a 
certain  amount  of  censure  on  the  gallant 
officers  engaged  in  the  expedition;  and  he 
should  be  glad  to  know  whether  these  gal- 
lant officers,  who  had  been  executing  a 
disagreeable  and  painful  duty,  deserved  to 
be  stigmatised  ?    He  thought  there  existed 
considerable  misunderstanding  in  the  minds 
of  hon.  Gentlemen  as  to  how  the  reward 
was  estimated.     By  the  operation   of  a 
certain  Act  of  Parliament  a  certain  sum 
of  money  was  allowed   as  head  money* 
That  Act  rendered  it  necessary  that  the 
applicants  should  go  before  a  court  of  jus- 
tice and  prove  that  the  parties  with  whom 
they  had  been  engaged  were  pirates,  and 
therefore  in  every  case  before  money  was 
paid,  the  parties  were  bound  and  required 
to  have  a  decision  of  a  court  of  justice 
that  those  against  whom  they  acted  were 
pirates.     He  thought  the  House  could  not 
have  better  security  than  that ;   and,  in 
his  opinion,  a  court  of  justice,  after  hear- 
ing evidence  in  a  case,  was  much  more 
likely  to  be  a  sufficient  tribunal  than  that 
House.     Now,  it  so  happened  that  in  the 
first  application  which  occurred,  they  had  a 
report  of  what  took  place  on  the  occasion. 
Sir  C  RawliuBon,  who  tried  the  ease,  said 
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he  must  be  Batisfied  that  the  parties  had 
been  pirates,  and  he  decided  on  having 
further  evidence  of  that  fact  before  issuing 
an  order.  Inquiry  accordingly  took  place; 
he  heard  the  evidence,  and  then  decided 
that  the  proof  was  sufficient  as  to  the 
nature  of  the  parties  for  whose  destruction 
remuneration  was  claimed.  The  evidence 
takeh  on  that  occasion  had  been  forwarded 
to  Qovemment,  and  he  had  then  extracts 
from  the  confession  of  a  Bomean  pirate 
before  him,  who  declared  in  evidence,  on 
the  occasion  in  question,  that  rapine  and 
plunder  had  been  the  object  of  his  asso- 
ciates. He  (Sir  F.  Baring)  therefore 
thought  that  the  decision  of  an  English 
lawyer  should  carry  more  weight  in  that 
House  than  the  slanders  circulated  against 
the  officers.  Then  there  was  also  an  opin- 
ion that  should  not  be  overlooked  in  the 
matter,  natnely,  that  of  the  commercial 
body  in  the  neighbouring  countries,  iti  sup- 
port of  which  he  would  quote  the  address 
of  the  merchants  and  traders  of  Singa- 
pore to  Sir  J.  Brooke.  But,  independent 
<^  all  these  things,  there  should  be  some 
allowance  made  for  the  characters  of  mem- 
bers of  an  hon.  and  gallant  profession, 
who  had  onerous  duties  to  perform,  and 
who,  whatever  other  slanders  might  be 
urged  against  them,  were  never  open  to 
the  imputation  of  inhumanity.  He  trusted 
that  the  House,  if  pressed  to  a  division, 
would  exhibit  the  sense  in  which  they  en- 
tertained the  question. 

CoLOVEL  SIBTHORP  said,  that  it  was 
seldom  he  agreed  with  or  supported  Her 
Majesty's  Ministers;  but  upon  the  present 
occasion  he  could  not  but  do  so.  However, 
after  what  had  fallen  from  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  West  Riding,  he  did  not  expect 
that  either  the  case  made  out  by  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  or  that  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Newport,  would  satisfy  either 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  West  Riding,  or 
his  man  Friday,  the  hon.  Member  for 
Manchester.  He  did  not  know  how  many 
innocent  free-traders  might  have  been 
amongst  those  pirates.  There  might  have 
been  a  great  number.  But  it  was  high 
time  that  that  mistaken  out-of-doors  feel- 
ing of  humanity  for  pirates  should  be  put 
a  stop  to.  There  was  cruelty  enough 
practised  by  the  free-traders  at  home  to 
those  unfortunate  persons  who  were  in 
their  employ,  and  they  should  begin  by 
putting  a  stop  to  that. 

Mr.  OOBDEN  said,  he  blamed  the  ser- 
ticOf  not  that  they  had  done  these  deeds, 
but  for  having  done  them  without  order. 


He  wished  to  ask  if  he  were  correct  in  say- 
ing that  the  Admiral  on  the  station  issued 
the  orders  of  which  he  (Mr.  Gobden)  had 
spoken,  and  which  had  been  confirmed  at 
home,  to  the  effect  that  British  ships-of-wftp 
should  not  kill  natives  under  the  plea  of 
piracy  unless  they  had  attacked  English 
vessels.  He  wished  to  know  if  that  were 
correct  ? 

Sir  F.  T.  BARING  said,  that  the  shipa 
engaged  were  sent  specifically  for  that  pur- 
pose. As  to  the  parties  attacked,  he  should 
say  he  did  not  exactly  remember  the  words 
of  the  order;  but  his  impressioti  was,  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  West  Riding  had 
mistaken  it. 

Mr.  COBDEN  said,  there  was  another 
reason  why  they  should  defer  the  question. 
It  was  a  question  that  referred  to  the  de- 
struction of  5,000  human  bcmgs,  and  for 
which  they  were  called  upon  to  pay  100,0001. 
Now,  was  it  not  right  that  they  should  in- 
quire if  these  5,000  individuals  were  right- 
fully destroyed,  and  whethef  they  were 
bound  to  pay  the  100,0002.?  They  had 
not  a  single  proof  before  them  that  the 
parties  had  ever  attacked  an  English  ves* 
sel.  He  did  not  mean  to  say  thai  the 
men  destroyed  were  all  innocent  traders; 
he  admitted,  on  the  dontrary,  that  they 
were  barbarians,  savages,  engaged  in  inter- 
tribal warfare;  and  if  such  were  the  case^ 
he  did  not  think  they  were  bound  to  pay 
for  the  destruction  of  such  savages,  unlesil 
it  could  be  shown  that  they  had  attacked 
English  vessels. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  wished 
to  bring  the  Committee  to  the  point  before 
them.  They  had  really  no  discretion  \h 
the  case,  because  there  was  a  positive  and 
imperative  Act  of  Parliament,  which  said 
that  after  it  had  been  adjudged  that  pirates 
had  been  destroyed,  a  certain  payment  was 
to  be  made.  Sir  C.  Rawlinson  had  de- 
cided that  these  pirates  Were  pirates. 
There  was  thus  a  judgment  in  rem — [Mr. 
CoBDEH  :  Where  is  it  ?] — which  was  final 
and  binding  to  all  intents  and  purposes. 
It  was  therefore  a  waste  of  tiMe  to  pursue 
this  discussion. 

Lord  J.  MANNERS  concluded  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  West  Riding 
must  be  ignorant  that  any  judgment  had 
been  given  in  this  case}  for  when  the  At- 
torney General  pointed  out  that  such  was 
the  case,  the  hon.  Member  asked  in  an 
audible  voice,  ••Where  is  that  judgment?** 
The  hon.  Member  for  Manchester  had  ven* 
tured,  because  those  on  his  side  of  the 
House  had  cheered  the  IntereaivtL^  ^Va^a» 
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unent  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Newport,  to 
accuse  them  of  being  disposed  to  cheer 
every  bloody  sentiment.  So  unjust  and 
absurd  an  averment  only  deserved  to  be 
treated  with  contempt. 

Mr.  PLOWDEN  said,  his  statement 
was  impugned  because  it  referred  to  days 
gone  by;  but  the  very  same  kind  of  trans- 
actions were  occurring  at  the  present  day. 
Gentlemen  opposite  had  a  meeting  some 
six  or  eight  weeks  ago  to  discuss  these 
questions;  but  he  thought  they  would  al- 
ways on  these  occasions  be  the  better  by 
having  Captain  Aaron  Smith  among  them. 

Mb.  COBDEN  knew  something  of  Cap-' 
tain  Aaron  Smith,  who  had  himself  been  a 
most  atrocious  pirate.  If  a  Committee 
were  appointed  to  inquire,  evidence  could 
easily  be  brought  forward  to  prove  what 
the  conduct  of  that  man  had  been  in  the 
case  of  the  Cambria,  Captain  Cook.  It 
could  be  shown  that  Captain  Aaron  Smith, 
who  was  with  a  piratical  ship  in  the  Gulf 
of  Mexico,  took  Captain  Cook  from  his 
Tessel,  and  carried  him  on  board  the  pirate 
ship,  where  he  was  tied  to  the  mast  and 
wounded  in  such  a  manner  by  the  crew 
that  he  still  bore  the  marks  upon  his  body. 
Captain  Aaron  Smith  was  tried  for  piracy. 
^  [An  Hon.  Member:  And  acquitted.]  He 
was  tried  and  acquitted;  but  he  was  not 
tried  on  Captain  Cook's  charge;  and  he 
(Mr.  Cobden)  would  certainly  believe  Cap- 
tain Cook  before  Captain  Aaron  Smith. 
His  firm  belief  was,  that  this  Captain 
Aaron  Smith  was  all  that  Captain  Cook 
had  charged  him  with. 

Lord  J.  MANNERS  wished  the  Com- 
mittee to  observe,  that  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  West  Riding  asserted  in  the  first 
place  that  those  people  had  been  unjustly 
put  to  death  against  whom  Sir  C.  Rawlin- 
Bon  had  pronounced  judgment,  and  then 
he  asked  them  to  look  upon  Captain  Aaron 
Smith  as  a  pirate  because  he  was  tried 
and  acquitted. 

An  Hon.  MEMBER  stated  the  case  of 
a  relative  of  his  own,  who  served  on  the 
coast  of  Borneo,  and  who  was  attacked  by 
those  very  people  who  were  described  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  West  Ridmg  as 
innocent  of  piracy. 

Mr.  MCGREGOR  said,  that  if  he  had 
BufScient  confidence  in  the  judgment  of 
the  Court  of  Singapore,  he  should  support 
the  vote,  but  because  he  had  not,  he  should 
oppose  it.  The  ships  belonging  to  his  own 
constituents  were  as  much,  exposed  to 
piracy  in  the  East  as  those  of  any  other 
port;  yet  ho  would  defy  any  one  to  bring 


forward  a  case  in  which  one  of  them  had 
been  attacked;  and  he  would  even  extend 
the  remark  to  ships  trading  from  the  Mer- 
sey and  the  Thames.  By  passing  that 
vote,  they  would  sanction  a  crime.  It  was 
with  great  reluctance  that  he  opposed  any 
vote  brought  forward  by  the  Government; 
but  he  could  not  support  the  vote  now  un- 
der consideration.  He  believed  the  time 
would  come  when  Sir  J.  Brooke  would  be 
tried  in  this  country  for  the  massacre,  and 
that  Gentlemen,  at  the  next  election,  would 
hear  more  on  this  subject  than  they  would 
desire 

The  O'GORMAN  MAHON  scarcely 
expected,  after  such  statements  as  those 
made  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Newport, 
that  the  vote  would  have  been  opposed; 
least  of  all  did  he  expect  that  the  friends  of 
peace  would  charge  any  person  in  that 
House  with  having  received  with  acclama- 
tion those  statements,  as  wanting  Christian 
feeling,  and  as  the  rewarders  of  murder. 
He  deprecated  such  attacks  as  unworthy  of 
the  character  which  that  House  ought  to 
maintain.  Gentlemen  might  dispute  the 
fact  of  pirates  existing  in  those  seas;  but 
he  believed  the  brother  of  a  Member  of 
that  House — the  brother  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Crickdale — had  lost  his  life  during 
the  last  eight  months  by  an  attack  of  these 
pirates.  The  rewards  they  proposed  to 
give  were  not  for  the  murder  of  5,000  pi- 
rates, but  for  the  protection  of  millions  of 
the  human  race. 

Colonel  THOMPSON  still  remained 
unconvinced  that  any  English  vessel  or 
subject  had  been  molested  by  these  so- 
called  pirates.  He  would  go  further  and 
say,  he  believed  there  was  not  a  jury  in 
the  land  that  would  not  return  upon  their 
oaths  that  there  had  been  no  such  thing. 
They  were  manifestly  petty  tribes  warring 
upon  one  another  after  their  own  way.  He 
did  not  find  any  tangible  attempt  to  state 
the  name  of  any  vessel  or  individual  that 
had  been  attacked,  and  therefore  he  did 
not  believe  that  any  such  thing  had  taken 
place.  He  did  not  think  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Newport  saw  all  the  inferences 
that  would  be  drawn  from  his  own  state- 
ment. He  wished  the  hon.  Member  would 
repeat  his  statement,  as  it  had  boon 
imperfectly  heard.  Since  he  declined, 
he  (Colonel  Thompson)  would  only  request 
that  he  would  stop  him  the  moment  he 
stated  anything  incorrectly.  He  believed 
he  heard  the  hon.  Member  say,  he  knew 
an  instance  where  a  British  frigate,  in 
1816,  capture4  two  vessel  swhich  were  con- 
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Bidered  of  the  class  of  those  now  in  ques- 
tion. The  crews  rose  upon  the  frigate, 
and  attempted  to  recover  their  vessels — 
no  unusual  event  among  any  helligerents. 
A  numher  of  the  frigate's  people  were 
killed  in  the  contest  which  ensued;  and 
when  the  btruggle  was  over,  the  captain 
of  the  frigate — such  had  heen  the  hon. 
Member's  affirmation— ordered  the  survi- 
Tors  of  the  captives  to  be  run  up  to  the 
yard  arms,  and  the  wounded  to  have  shot 
put  into  their  stomachs  and  be  thrown  over- 
board. It  was  clear  enough,  after  this,  who 
were  the  pirates.  He  would  merely  ask, 
what  would  have  been  the  comments  if  the 
case  had  been  reversed.  It  was  enough  to 
make  a  man  tear  off  the  uniform  he  had 
ever  worn  in  a  service  where  such  things 
were  done.  And  those  who  did  them  were 
christened  men,  and  would  probably  have 
been  offended  if  any  had  called  them  infi- 
dels. But  the  public  would  judge  be- 
tween them,  and  it  would  be  seen  whether 
the  opinion  of  the  House  or  of  the  public 
would  carry  the  day.  He  should  par- 
ticularly like  to  ascertain  whether  the 
transactions  in  China  were  in  accordance 
with  the  orders  on  that  station  or  not; 
and  it  behoved  the  House  to  know  by 
whom  those  orders  were  contravened. 

Mb.  S.  HERBERT  had  always  imagin- 
ed that  piracy  was  a  crime  against  the  law 
of  nations;  and  he  did  not  know  that  it 
was  necessary,  in  order  to  justify  any  na- 
tion in  repressing  piracy,  that  the  persons 
who  had  been  the  victims  of  that  crime 
should  belong  to  that  nation.  But  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  West  Riding;  was  so 
horrified  at  the  crime  which  had  been  com- 
mitted by  a  British  officer  when  in  pursuit 
of  pirates,  that  he  was  not  content  that 
the  victims  of  these  pirates  should  have 
been  perhaps  some  Portuguese  crew;  his 
humanity  would  not  be  satisfied  unless  the 
crew  of  an  English  ship  had  fallen  victims 
to  the  atrocities  of  those  piratical  tribes. 
The  whole  opposition  to  the  vote  was  found- 
ed upon  misapprehension.  If  they  thought 
the  whole  of  these  proceedings  to  have 
been  unjust,  they  should  either  appeal  (if 
it  were  possible)  from  the  decision  of  the 
Court  of  Admiralty  at  Singapore,  or  move 
an  Address  to  the  Crown  for  the  removal 
of  Sir  C.  Rawlinson,  for  having  made  an 
unjust  decision.  But  if  neither  of  these 
steps  were  taken,  then,  in  common  justice, 
they  could  not  refuse  to  allot  to  the  officers 
the  amount  of  the  prize  money  which  the 
Act  of  Parliament  awarded  him.  But, 
dismissing  that  part  of  the  case,  he  wished 


to  ask  a  question  of  the  Government,  which 
he  had  no  doubt  they  would  be  able  to  an- 
swer in  a  way  perfectly  satisfactory  for  the 
reputation  of  Sir  J.  Brooke.  It  was  al- 
leged that  Sir  J .  Brooke  was  engaged  in 
extensive  mercantile  speculations  in  Sara- 
wak, while  the  piratical  tribes  which  he 
had  been  repressing  were  principally  in 
the  neighbourhood  of  that  locality.  Now, 
even  a  clerk  of  1002.  a  year  in  Ceylon  was 
not  permitted  to  have  a  coffee  garden,  be- 
cause he  should  not  be  tempted  to  engage 
in  mercantile  speculations.  This  was  a 
just  regulation.  It  was,  therefore,  of  im- 
portance that  some  Member  of  the  Govern- 
ment should  be  able  to  state  to  the  House, 
that  the  assertion  which  had  been  widely 
spread  by  the  public  press  respecting  Sir 
J.  Brooke  was  entirely  unfounded. 

Mr.  ha  WES  said,"  that  from  all  the  in- 
formation  he  possessed,  his  belief  was  di- 
rectly opposed  to  the  report  that  Sir  J. 
Brooke  was  engaged  in  any  mercantile 
undertaking  whatever.  Indeed,  he  be- 
lieved, on  the  contrary,  that  it  was  be- 
cause Sir  J.  Brooke  had  abstained  from 
entering  into  mercantile  speculations,  that 
he  obtained  the  enmity  of  those  by  whom 
he  was  once  admired. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  said,  % 
that  in  reference  to  the  question  put  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
South  Wiltshire,  he  was  bound  to  state,  in 
justice  to  Sir  J.  Brooke,  that  the  imputa- 
tion cast  upon  him  as  to  trading,  was  one 
to  which  his  friends  were  in  a  position  to 
give  the  most  positive  contradiction.  Sir 
J.  Brooke  applied  to  him  (the  Attorney 
General),  not  professionally,  but  as  a  pri- 
vate fi-iend,  to  advise  him  as  to  his  moving 
for  a  criminal  information  against  the  par- 
ties who  had  published  the  report,  in  order 
that  he  might  have  an  opportunity  of  ex- 
plaining the  whole  of  his  conduct;  and  Sir 
J.  Brooke  refrained  from  taking  that  step 
entirely  upon  his  (the  Attorney  General's) 
advice.  He  (the  Attorney  General)  there- 
fore took  upon  himself  the  whole  responsi- 
lity  of  Sir  J.  Brooke  having  so  acted.  He 
(the  Attorney  General)  thought  that  as  Sir 
J.  Brooke  was  a  public  man,  whilst  there 
was  a  possibility  of  such  a  charge  being 
made  against  him  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, it  was  his  duty  to  wait  till  that  op- 
portunity was  afforded  for  giving  a  contra- 
diction to  it. 

Mr.  H.  a.  HERBERT  read  a  return, 
moved  for  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Mon- 
trose, in  which  it  was  stated  that  eight  and 
twenty  piracies  on  Britisli  y^iA\^V:AAL\)»^ffiQL 
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oommitted  since  the  year  1839  in  the 
neighbourhood  of  these  islands*  in  most  of 
which  instances  the  crews  had  been  mur- 
dered. 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  145; 
Noes  20  :  Majority  125. 

List  of  the  Noes. 

Brothorton,  J.  RobarteB,  T.  J.  A. 

Greene,  J.  Salwey,  Col. 

HaU,  Sir  B.  Smith,  J.  B. 

Uardoastle,  J.  A.  Stuart,  Lord  D. 

Henry,  A.  Tenison,  £.  K. 

Heyworth,  L.  Thompson,  Col. 

King,  hon.  P.  J.  L.  Walmslcy,  Sir  J. 

Lusbington,  C.  Williams,  J. 
M'Gregor,  J. 

Moleswortbi  Sir  W.  tbllkbs, 

PecbeU,  Sir  G.  B.  Cobden,  R. 

Pigott,  F.  Brigbt,  J. 

Bouse  resumed.  Resolutions  to  be  re- 
ported To-morrow. 

WOOD  USED  IN  SHIPBUILDING. 

House  resolved  itself  into  Committee. 

Mr.  BROTHERTON  moved,  it  being 
half-past  One  o'clock,  tiiat  the  Chairman 
report  progress. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  put,  '*  That 
the  Chairman  do  report  progress,  and  ask 
leave  to  sit  again." 

The  Committee  divided;  and  it  appear- 
ing that  there  was  only  one  Teller  for  the 
Ayes,  the  Chairman  declared  that  the  Noes 
had  it. 

Mr.  MITCHELL  moved  the  resolution 
of  which  he  had  given  notice* 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed — 

'*  Tbat  it  is  expedient  that  a  Drawback  sbould 
be  allowed  on  tbe  Duties  now  payable  on  all  Wood 
iibported  for  tbe  purpose  of  Sbipbuilding." 

The  CHANCELLOR  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER  said,  it  was  desirable  that  he 
should  put  an  end  to  this  measure  at  once, 
and  perhaps  the  best  course  to  adopt  was, 
to  move  that  the  Chairman  should  leave 
the  chair.  Nothing  could  be  so  objection- 
able as  a  system  of  drawbacks;  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Tamworth 
had  availed  himself  of  eVery  opportunity 
to  do  away  with  them,  and  though  a  few 
still  remained  they  should  not  reintroduce 
a  system  that  had  led  to  great  inconveni- 
ence. The  total  number  of  registered  ves- 
sels was  30,000,  the  number  registered  at 
Lloyd's  10,000,  and  therefore  the  number 
to  which  the  measure  dould  possibly  apply 
was  one-third  only  of  the  vessels  existing 
in  this  kingdom;  and  by  far  the  greater 
proportion  of  the  vessels  surveyed  and  re- 
gistered at  Lloyd's,  were  vessels  to  which 
this  measure  would  be  no  boon  at  all*    It 


could  not  be  extended  to  the  smaller  ves- 
sels engaged  in  the  coasting  trade  and 
in  fishing,  without  opening  the  door  to 
fraud.  He  objected  to  the  measure,  bo- 
cause  it  must,  therefore,  necessarily  be  a 
partial,  and  not  a  general  measure.  If 
they  allowed  a  drawback  in  the  cases 
proposed,  where  were  they  to  stop? 
They  would  be  asked  to  allow  it  on 
timber  used  on  railroads  and  in  manu-^ 
factories.  He  did  not  mean  to  say,  if  a 
drawback  wore  allowed  in  the  way  pro- 
posed, that  a  very  large  amount  would  be 
lost  to  the  revenue;  but  it  was  against  the 
fraud  that  would  be  practised  that  he 
wished  to  guard.  He  believed  it  impos- 
sible to  distinguish  with  perfect  accuracy 
the  different  kinds  of  fir  or  oak  timber,  and 
the  corresponding  duties  which  would  be 
levied  upon  it,  and  frauds  to  a  great  extent 
would  be  certain  to  exist  in  the  carrying 
out  of  any  plan  of  drawbacks  upon  timber 
employed  in  shipbuilding.  He  was,  how- 
ever, bound  to  say,  that  the  state  of  the 
timber  duties  was  at  present  most  un- 
satisfactory; as  many  of  the  less  valu- 
able kinds  of  timber  paid  a  very  heavy 
duty,  while  some  of  the  higher  classes 
paid  but  a  small  amount  of  duty.  He  was 
anxious  that  in  anything  he  might  say,  he 
should  not  be  understood  to  say  anything 
against  a  revision  of  the  timber  duties  upon 
some  future  occasion.  He  begged  there- 
fore to  move,  that  Mr.  Bemal  do  leave  the 
chair. 

Whereupon  Motion  made,  and  Question 
put,  '*  That  the  Chairman  do  leave  the 
chair.'* 

Mr.  card  WELL  said,  that  the  argu- 
ments used  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
now  were  as  different  as  could  possibly  be 
from  those  resorted  to  when  the  subject 
was  first  introduced.  What  were  his  argru- 
ments  to-night  ?  They  rested  on  a  series 
of  false  analogies.  He  had  referred  to  the 
timber  used  in  mines  and  railways,  as 
though  they  stood  on  the  same  footing  as 
shipbuilding ;  whereas  nothing  could  be 
more  dissimilar.  The  sole  ground  on  which 
the  hon.  Member  for  Bridport  rested  his 
Motion  was,  that  having  subjected  the  Bri- 
tish shipowner  to  competition  with  foreign 
shipping,  you  ought  to  remove  all  impedi- 
ments which  prevented  him  from  entering 
fairly  into  the  contest.  Now,  vessels  em- 
ployed in  the  coasting  trade  were  not  ex- 
posed to  this  competition,  and  therefore 
did  not  come  within  the  principle.  The 
ground  on  which  the  Motion  rested  was, 
that,  contrary  to  the  policy  pursued  in 
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other  mfttterB,  they  were  maintaining  a 
duty  on  the  raw  material  used  in  a  manu- 
facture which  employed  more  adult  lahour, 
perhaps,  than  any  other  branch  of  indus- 
try. Another  objection  was  the  difficulty 
of  making  distinctions  between  the  differ- 
ent classes  of  timber.  Surely  this  was  no 
ground  for  refusing  the  hon.  Member  leave 
to  bring  in  his  Bill.  Let  it  be  brought  in, 
and  then  it  would  be  time  enough  to  see 
how  far  its  machinery  was  effectual  for  its 
professed  objects. 

Mb.  MITCHELL  reminded  the  right 
hon.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  that  in 
his  speech  on  the  budget  he  distinctly 
pledged  himself  to  agree  to  this  drawback 
if  it  could  be  done  without  loss  to  the  reve- 
nue, as  a  majority  of  the  House  had  voted 
for  the  principle.  With  respect  to  the 
objection  urged  against  the  measure,  that 
it  would  necessarily  be  a  partial  one,  he  did 
not  think  such  would  be  the  case,  as  every 
one  of  the  owners  of  the  30,000  fehips 
might,  according  to  his  plan,  upon  pay- 
ment of  a  fee  to  the  surveyor  of  one  pound, 
send  in  his  claim  for  the  allowance  of  the 
drawback.  It  was  quite  true  that  there 
were  only  eleven  ports  where  surveyors 
were  appointed  by  Lloyd's  solely;  but  he 
had  yet  to  learn  that  the  other  surveyors 
were  not  trustworthy.  Again,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  said,  that  it  would  be  im- 
possible to  distinguish  the  class  of  timber 
of  which  a  vessel  was  built;  but  in  opposi- 
tion to  this,  he  had  letters  in  his  hand 
from  some  of  the  most  eminent  wood- 
brokers  in  London,  assuring  him  that  no 
man  conversant  with  the  trade  would  find 
the  least  difficulty  in  the  matter.  He  had 
also  a  letter  to  the  same  effect  from  Mr. 
W.  Smith,  of  Newcastle,  whom  he  had  no 
hesitation  in  calling  one  of  the  first  ship- 
builders in  the  world.  It  was  all  very  well 
to  hint  at  a  revision  of  the  timber  duties; 
but  knowing  the  numerous  claimants  by 
whom  a  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  was 
always  beset,  he  was  not  disposed  to  trust 
the  claims  of  the  unfortunate  shipbuilders 
to  the  chance  of  a  remission  next  year. 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER explained,  that  what  he  had  stated 
in  his  speech,  to  which  reference  had  been 
made,  was,  that  as  there  appeared  to  be  a 
Tdry  strong  feeling  in  the  House  in  favour 
of  allowing  the  drawback,  the  question 
should  certainly  receive  his  consideration, 
although  he  was  decidedly  opposed  to  re- 
sorting back  to  the  old  system  of  draw- 
backs. 

Mr.  WYLD  contended  that  the  claims 


of  the  mining  interest  had  equal  weight 
with  those  of  the  shipbuilding  interest, 
inasmuch  as  the  drawback  which  they  for- 
merly possessed  on  timber  used  in  mining 
had  been  removed  on  the  faith  of  a  pro- 
tecting duty  being  maintained  on  foreign 
ores.  In  1847  this  protection  had  been 
removed,  and  they  were  entitled  to  have 
the  drawback  restored.  Be  defied  any 
one  to  show  that  it  had  evet  been  made  an 
engine  of  fraud  during  its  maintenance  in 
former  years. 

Mr.  J.  L.  RICARDO  supported  the  Mo- 
tion of  the  hon.  Member  for  Bridport  on 
the  ground  that  under  the  new  navigation 
laws  any  amount  of  foreign  timber  knocked 
together  in  the  shape  of  a  ship  escaped  the 
duty,  while  the  raw  article,  which  would 
give  employment  to  our  artisans,  was  sub- 
ject to  a  heavy  duty.  There  could  be  no 
difficulty  in  ascertaining  the  quantity  and 
quality  of  the  timber  used  in  vessels,  for 
their  classification  at  Lloyd's  depended 
upon  this  circumstance. 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  50  ; 
Noes  19:  Majority  31. 

List  of  the  Ay£s. 

Armstrong,  Ri  B..  Hodges,  T.  L. 

Baring,  rt.  hon.  Sir  F.  T.  Howard,  hon.  0.  W.  G. 

Bellow,  R.  M.  Jervis,  Sir  J. 

Berkeley,  C.  L.  Q.  Lascelles,  hon.  W.  S. 

Brand,  T.  Lewis,  G.  0. 

Cavendish,  hon.  C.  'G.  M*Oullagh,  W.  T. 

Cavendish,  hon.  G.  H.  Maule,  rti  hon.  F. 

Childers,  J.  W.  Mostyn,  hon.  £.  M.  Lt 

Cowper,  hon.  W.  F.  O'Connell,  M. 

Craig,  Sir  W.  G.  Parker,  J. 

Davie,  Sir  H.  R.  F.  Price,  Sir  R. 

Dawson,  hon.  T.  V.  Rawdon,  Col. 

Dundas,  Adm.  Romilly,  Col. 

I>unda8,rt.hon.  SirD.  Romilly,  Sir  J. 

Dunne,  Col.  Russell,  F.  C.  H. 

Ebrihgton,  Visct.  Somerville,  rt.hn.  SlrW. 

Elliot,  hon.  J.  E.  Spearman,  H.  J. 

Foley,  J.  H.  U.  Stansfleld,  W.  R.  C. 

Fortescue,  hon.  J.  W.  Tenison,  E.  K. 

Freestun,  Col.  Townshend,  Capt. 

Grace,  0.  D.  J.  Tufbell,  H. 

Grey,  rt.  hon.  Sir  G.  Wilson,  J. 

Grosvetior,  Lord  R.  Wood,  rt.  hon.  Sir  0. 
Uallyburton,  Ld.  J.F.G. 
Hatohell,  J.  TBLLXna. 

Hawes,  B.  Ilill,  Lord  M. 

Hayter,  rt.  hon.  W.  G.  Howard,  Lord  E. 

List  of  the  No£s. 


Aduir,  n.  E. 
Birch,  Sir  T.  B. 
Brockman,  E.  D. 
Brotberton,  J. 
Cardwell,  E. 
Duncan,  G. 
Forster,  M. 
Greebt,  J, 


King,  hon.  P.  J.  L. 
Lockhart,  A.  E. 
Palmer,  R. 
Pechell,  Sir  G.  B. 
Pigott,  F. 
Scholefield,  W. 
Smollett,  A. 
Staoford^  J.  F. 
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ThompwD,  Cot.  Wfld,  J. 

Thonielr,  T. 

HitcheU,  T.  A.  Rk»rdo,  J.  L. 

The  Honae  adjourned  at  balf  oTter  Two 
o'clock. 


HOUSE    OP    COMMONS, 
Friday,  May  24, 1850. 
HimnsB-l      Pdbuo   Bills — Reported. — Exche- 
quer Bull  (8,Sfi8,TO0);  Coniiat  Prironi. 
3*  We*t  India  Appeala;   Altorationi  in  Ple»d- 
ingi;  Regiitratton  of  De«dB  (Ireland). 

SUPPLY— ASSESSED  AND  WINDOW 
DUTIES. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  mode,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
ohair." 

Mb.  BLACKSTONE  rose  to  move  for 
leava  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  repeal  the  in- 
oreue  of  ten  per  cent  on  the  asseaged 
taxes.  He  did  not  think  the  Motion,  if 
carried,  would  embarrass  tho  Chancellor  of 
tlie  Bioheqner,  or  alter  hie  financial  ar- 
rangements. In  bringing  forward  the  pro- 
position for  this  increase  of  ten  per  cent, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  predecessor  hod 
stated  that  the  national  expenditure  was 
49.432,000i.;  income,  46./00,OOOr;  de- 
ficiency, 2,732,0O0i.  The  right  hon.  Gon- 
tlemaa  had  proposed,  by  the  increase  of 
ten  percent  on  the  assessed  taxes,  to  raise 
2,760,000{.,  and  by  the  addition  of  five 
per  cent  to  the  customs  and  excise,  to 
raise  1,895,0001.;  wbercM  ho  only  raised 
206,0001.,  scarcely  \  per  cent,  instead  of 
5  per  cent.  The  reason  he  bad  not  en- 
cumbered his  Motion  with  the  repeal  of  the 
0  per  cent  additional  duty  on  the  excise 
and  customs  was,  that  the  complete  revi- 
sion of  taxation  made  by  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  T  am  worth  had  remitted 
4,000,0001.  from  tho  customs  and  excise; 
and  since  then  excise  duties  had  been  re- 
mitted to  the  amount  of  1,300,0001.  on 
g^ass,  and  auctions,  and  hrieks.  Now, 
Uie  Houae  had  readily  imposed  the  10  per 
cent  addition  on  the  assessed  taxes  when 
the  revenue  was  in  a  state. of  depression, 
and  he  hoped  would  as  readily  remove  the 
addidon  now  that  tho  revenue  was  pros- 
perous. When  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer brought  forward  bis  budget  this 
year,  he  stated — 

The  nationat  income  £52,785,000 

Expenditure 60,033,693 


Sorplns... 


£3,U1.8i8 


But,  in  reality,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
understated  the  surplus,  for  from  papers 
since  received  it  appeared  thus  : — 


Eipenditore... 


Surplus £.2fiSSfiliO 

Thus  the  surplus  really  exceeded  that 
stated  by  the  sum  of  286,6521.,  which  was 
about  the  amount  of  revenue  he  now  asked 
might  be  remitted.  He  was  aware  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  say  that 
the  assessed  taxes  felt  principally  on  the 
rich,  and  that  there  were  other  taxes  which 

Eressed  more  upon  the  labouring  classes; 
ut  in  some  items,  as  that  of  male  servants. 
Ibis  was  not  at  all  true ;  and  the  as- 
sessed taxes  fell  really  upon  labour.  This 
was  shown  by  a  comparison  between  the 
number  of  male  and  female  servants  in 
Ireland,  where  tho  duty  on  male  servants 
did  not  exist,  and  England.  On  the  census 
of  1831:— 

Great  BritaiD.  Ireland. 

HalenrraDU 101,8i8 08,743 

Pemala    618,45!  2li2,\K 

Thus,  in  diis  country,  where  there  was  a 
heavy  tax  on  male  servants,  the  propor- 
tion of  females  was  6)  to  1,  in  Ireland  2\ 
to  1.  Moreover,  it  would  be  seen  that 
since  the  10  per  cent  was  imposed,  every 
item  of  the  assessed  taxes  had  fallen  off. 
Thus  it  was  with — the  tax  on  servants  : — 
In  1841, it  was  204,321i.;  1842,203,816;.; 
1843.  194,064i.;  1844,  I91,06H.;  1845. 
191,7001.;  1846,  192,462;.;  1847. 
193,836.  Showing  a  falling-off  of  44,0002. 
per  annum.  So  as  to  another  item  of 
the  assessed  taxes,  clearly  pressing  upon 
labour,  and  discouraging  trade — 


Abova  Two  Wheels.  Two-wheeled  ditto. 

1843 £464,693     £140,067 

1843 443,850     133,973 

1844  428,904     1]8,878 

1S48  424,077     112,410 

1846 420,137    167,773 

So  as  to  a  similar  item,  that  of  the  tax  on 
horses:— In  1842,  was  414,5821.;  1843, 
388,I8H. :  1844,  369.642i.  ;  1845, 
374,657f.;  1846,  373,9661.  Showing  a 
loss  to  tho  revenue  of  40,0001.  per  annum 
from  the  increase  of  duty.  So  as  to  the 
tax  on  dogs  :— la  1841,  it  was  I70,950(.; 
1847,  1^,4131.  The  fact  was,  all  the 
duties  were  declining.  Thus  gentlemen 
were  having  two-wheeled  carriages  under 
the  cost  of  21t.,  or  having  their  names  pnt 
on  them,  and  hence  avoiding  the  dnty,  as 
appeared  &om  th^— 
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KUlfBBB   OF   TWO-WHBBLXD   CABBIAOBS. 

For  which  duty  was  paid.  Exemption  claimed. 

1842 £35.182     £25.743   * 

1846 27,177     32,766 

There  was  one  item  on  wbich  there  had 
been  an  increase,  that  of  the  window  duty; 
but  that  was  because  in  1840  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Ports- 
mouth when  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
had  a  fresh  survey.  The  result  had  been, 
that  the  window  duty — In  1840,  was 
1,298,322?.;  1846,  1,603,785.  Thus  the 
fresh  survey  in  1840  added  430,0002.  He 
had  stated  these  facts  to  show  that  the  in- 
crease of  10  per  cent  on  the  assessed  taxes 
had  only  diminished  the  revenue — and  as 
the  addition  had  only  been  asked  to  make 
up  a  deficiency  in  the  revenue,  he  thought 
it  should  be  removed  when  there  was  a 
surplus — and  that  it  was  the  first  duty  of 
the  Government  to  take  it  off  before  re- 
pealing any  other  duties. 
Amendment  proposed — 

"  To  leave  out  from  the  word  *  That '  to  the 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
'  Leave  be  given  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  repeal  so 
much  of  the  Acts  3  and  4  Vic.  c.  17.  as  imposes 
an  additional  duty  of  10  per  cent  on  Assessed  and 
Window  Taxes," 

instead  thereof. 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER  said,  it  had  hitherto  been  his  duty 
to  resist  every  proposition  of  this  kind, 
and  he  must  admit  that,  in  many  cases,  it 
had  been  a  painful  duty.  On  the  present 
occasion,  however,  he  had  no  great  scruple 
in  opposing  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man who  had  just  addressed  the  House. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  had  truly  and  cor- 
rectly anticipated  the  answer  which  he 
(the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer)  was  pre- 
pared to  give  to  his  speech  and  Motion. 
He  had  felt  it  his  duty  to  resist  the  reduc- 
tion of  what  were  called  the  taxes  on 
knowledge,  and  the  taxes  on  air  and  light; 
and  he  could  not  now  sacrifice  the  revenue 
derivable  from  the  object  of  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman's Motion  by  abandoning  the  addi- 
tional 10  per  cent  which  he  sought  to 
abolish.  The  imposts  of  which  the  hon. 
Gentleman  complained,  namely,  the  as- 
sessed taxes,  were  the  most  unobjection- 
able species  of  taxation,  and  the  10  per 
cent  amounted  to  290,000^  Surely,  those 
who  kept  horses,  dogs,  and  male  servants 
in  abundance,  who  used  armorial  bearings, 
and  who  used  hairpowder,  were  more  fair 
subjects  of  taxation  than  the  poorer  and 
industrious  classes.  It  did  not  seem  to  him 
that  it  signi^ed  much  on  what  ground  the 


tax  had  been  originally  imposed.  Revenue 
to  the  amount  of  300,000^  was  derived 
from  it.  It  was  more  consistent  than  any 
substitute  that  had  been  suggested  for  it 
with  the  well-being  and  prosperity  of  the 
great  body  of  the  people.  He  confessed 
that  when  the  time  for  reduction  came, 
the  assessed  taxes  he  should  consider  as 
the  last  species  of  impost  that  ought  to  be 
removed.  There  were  many  far  more  bur- 
densome imposts  than  the  assessed  taxes. 
He  hoped  the  House  would  concur  with 
him  in  resisting  the  present  Motion,  and 
go  at  once  into  Committee  of  Supply. 

Mr.  BANKES  said,  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  especially  avoided  the  10 
per  cent  on  the  window  tax,  a  matter  that 
did  not  exclusively  concern  the  rich.  It 
was  a  subject  that  had  excited  public  feel- 
ing very  much ;  and,  if  some  concession 
were  made  on  that  point,  the  public  would 
receive  it  as  an  earnest  of  the  intention  of 
the  Government  to  act  with  good  faith  in 
this  matter,  and  as  affording  some  hope 
that  the  whole  of  that  odious  tax  would  be 
eventually  removed.  He  quite  differed 
from  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  in 
considering  the  Motion  now  before  them 
as  one  that  merely  affected  the  rich  ;  on 
the  contrary,  he  maintained  that  it  very 
deeply  affected  the  humbler  classes  of  the 
community.  One  of  the  great  advantages 
arising  from  the  luxuries  of  the  rich  was, 
that  they  gave  employment  to  the  poor. 
Now,  these  taxes  deprived  many  persons 
of  bread  who  otherwise  might  be  employed 
as  servants.  The  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer said  he  should  not  take  into  ac- 
count the  circumstances  under  which  the 
additional  10  per  cent  was  imposed;  but 
surely  the  House  would  not  sanction  such 
a  position.  It  was  only  imposed  for  a 
temporary  purpose,  and  to  make  good  a 
temporary  deficiency.  The  Government 
now  had  its  command  a  surplus,  and  the 
earliest  opportunity  should  be  taken  to  do 
that  which  was  nothing  more  than  an  ob- 
servance of  good  faith.  At  a  future  time, 
if  a  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  were  to 
come  forward  and  say  that  he  wanted  to 
impose  an  additional  duty  merely  for  a 
temporary  purpose,  the  House  would  surely 
remember  what  they  had  that  night  heard 
from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  Even 
upon  sanitary  grounds  he  thought  the  ne- 
cessity for  relieving  the  country  from  the 
window  tax  was  most  pressing.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  a  surplus,  and  seemed 
resolved  to  keep  it;  but  he  would  not  suc- 
ceed in  showing  that  the  people  who  bor^ 
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ike  heaviest  bordenB  had  derived  any  ad- 
vantage from  that  surplus  of  which  the 
right  hon.  Geutleman  was  so  boastful. 
The  remisabns  asked  amounted  only  to 
200,000<.  or  300,000/,,  and  if  granted 
they  would  certainly  give  great  satisfaci- 
tlon  to  the  country  at  large. 

Sir  G.  PBOHELL  supported  the  Mo* 
tion.  The  House  had  already  smashed 
the  windows  by  the  vote  agreed  to  a  few 
weeks  ago ;  he  hoped,  however,  that  they 
would  sooner  or  later  reconsider  their  de- 
cision* for  the  window  tax  operated  most 
unfavourably  on  building,  as  well  as  on 
human  health. 

Question  put,  *'  That  the  words  pro- 
posed to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

The  House  divided : — Ayes  ISO;  Noes 
65 :  Majority  65, 

Liit  qf  the  Noes. 


Adderley,  G.  B. 
Alexander,  N. 
Arkwrigbt,  G, 
Bailejr,  J. 
Baillie,  H.  J. 
Baldook,  E.  IT. 
Baldwin,  G.  B. 
BankeB,  G. 
Rennet,  P, 
Boldero,  H.  G. 
Buck,  L.  W. 
Ohatterton,  Gol. 
Christopher,  R.  A. 
GUm>rd,  H.  M. 
Cochrane,  A.D.R.W.B. 
Cubitt,  W. 
Davies,  D.  A.  S. 
Diiraeli,  B. 
Dunoombe,  hon.  A, 
Pandas,  G. 
Pu  Pre,  C.  G. 
Edwards,  II. 
Evans,  Sir  D.  L. 
Fitiroy,  hon.  II. 
Forbes,  W. 
Gore,  W.  R.  0. 
nail,  Sir  B. 
Halsey,  T.  P. 
Hamilton,  Lord  G. 
Harris,  hon.  Capt. 
Hood,  Sir  A. 
Hornby,  J. 
Houldsworth,  T. 
Hudson,  G. 


Knox,  Gol. 
Lacy,  H.  G. 
Lennox,  Lord  A.  G. 
Lennox,  Lord  H.  G, 
Lockhart,  A.  E. 
Meagher,  T. 
Manners,  Lord  J. 
Meux,  Sir  U. 
Mundy,  W. 
Naas,  Lord 
Neeld,  J. 
0'Flaherty,A. 
Packe,  C.  W. 
PeoheU,  Sir  G.  B. 
Plowdcn,  W.  H.  C. 
Salwey,  Gol. 
Sandars,  G. 
Smyth,  J.  G. 
Smythe,  hon.  G. 
Somerset,  Capt. 
Stanley,  E. 
Stuart,  Lord  D. 
Stuart,  H. 
Taylor,  T.  E. 
ThornhiU,  G. 
TroUope,  Sir  J. 
Waddington,  H.  S. 
Walmsley,  Sir  J. 
Walsh,  Sir  J.  B. 
Williams,  J. 
Willoughby,  Sir  H. 

TXtLBRS. 

BUckstone,  W.  S. 
Vyse,  R.  H. 


SUPPLY— FOREIGN  POLICY. 

Order  for  Committee  again  read. 

Mr.  B.  COCHRANE  said,  ho  could  not 
allow  one  Supply  night  to  pass  without 
eipressing  to  the  House  the  conviction 
which  had  been  impressed  upon  him  dur- 
ing his  recent  stay  abroad  of  the  universal 
feeling  of  hostility  with  which  this  coun- 
try was  now  regarded  in  evwiy  part  of  the 


Continent.  He  felt  bound  to  take  the 
earliest  opportunity  of  stating  that  con- 
viction, and  he  was  not  only  satisfied  of 
the  prevalence  of  those  hostile  feelings  by 
what  he  had  seen  and  heard,  but  he  had 
received  letters  since  his  return  which  bore 
evidence  to  the  same  effect.  Having  fre- 
quently addressed  the  House  on  the  sub- 
ject of  Greece,  he  was  in  communication 
with  persons  there,  and  they  had  written 
to  him  to  say  the  universal  feeling  was, 
that  Greece  was  ruined  by  the  policy  of 
the  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  Foreign 
Affairs.  He  had  formerly  concurred  in 
the  views  expressed  by  the  noble  Lord 
with  respect  to  that  country.  He  always 
understood  it  was  the  noble  Lord's  inten- 
tion to  act  in  favour  of  the  people  agaiqst 
the  tyranny  by  which  they  were  oppressed; 
but  the  result  of  the  noble  Lord's  policy 
had  been  that  the  King  of  Greece  was 
triumphant.  Let  the  House  be  aware  of 
that  fact.  The  game  of  the  King  had 
been  played  by  the  noble  Lord,  and  the 
country  was  ruined  I  The  King  was  not 
at  all  affected  by  the  policy  which  had 
been  pursued,  but  the  kingdom  of  Greece 
was  deeply  injured,  and  the  revenue  would 
be  diminished  nearly  one-half  by  the  mea- 
sures the  noble  Lord  had  adopted  against 
her.  Turning  from  Greece  to  the  other 
countries  of  Europe,  he  could  assure  the 
House,  as  one  recently  eoming  from  them, 
that  it  was  perfectly  painful  to  listen  to 
the  feelings  expressed  against  this  country. 
He  wanted  to  have  some  explanation  of 
the  policy  which  injured  us  so  materially 
in  the  opinion  of  all,  and  sp  diminished  our 
influence.  The  noble  Lord  should  say 
what  his  intentions  were  when  he  sent 
Lord  Minto  into  Italy— when  he  revolu- 
tionised every  kingdom  there — Naples, 
Rome,  Tuscany,  Piedmont.  When  Lord 
Minto  upheld  the  revolutionary  party  in 
every  one  of  those  countries,  they  were 
told  it  was  for  the  sake  of  giving  free 
institutions  to  the  people,  and  that  Eng- 
land should  exercise  her  just  influence  on 
Italy.  Good  God  t  what  had  been  the 
result  ?  Whore  was  the  influence  of  Eng- 
land now  ?  She  had  none — none  what- 
ever. Where  were  the  liberal  institutions 
of  which  they  had  heard?  Why,  the 
policy  of  the  noble  Lord  had  overthrown 
every  chance  of  liberal  institutions  and  of 
free  government  in  those  countries.  He 
had  rendered  them  unfit  for  it.  He  wished 
some  person  with  a  higher  position  in  the 
House  had  taken  up  these  questions  ;  but 
the  House  would  pardon  him,  aa  one  who 
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had  bad  the  privilege  of  eommunicating 
freely  with  persons   thoroughly  informed 
upon  such  matters,  for  stating  what  he 
had  heard  and  learned.     He  would  refrain 
from   touching   on   the  recent  misunder- 
standing with   France,   hut,   taking    the 
broad  facts  of  the  case,  he  would  ask,  had 
not  France  been  our  sole  remaining  ally  ? 
''France  and  England  against  the  world" 
was  the  maxim  of  Napoleon.     The  noble 
Lord  had  now  lost  France,  and  we  stood 
isolated   among    the    nations   of   Europe 
without  a  single    ally  and   without  one 
^endly  Power.     Such  was  the  result  of 
the  policy  carried  out  by  the  noble  Lord. 
If,  as  he  sincerely  hoped,  notwithstanding 
the  apathy  which  prevailed  here  on  foreign 
questions,  the  consideration  of  our  foreign 
policy  was  brought  forward  as  it  ought  to 
be,  he  would  be  prepared  to  show  that 
every  one  of  the  complaints  against  the 
noble  Lord  was  well  founded,  and  that  he 
was  not  wrong  in  stating  our  policy  had 
revolutionised   Italy.     It   was   disgraceful 
to  the  House  that  these  questions  were  not 
brought  forward  and  properly  discussed. 
He  was  anxious  they  should  know  from  an 
eye-witness,  and  from  one  who  had  only 
that    day  received  letters  from    abroad, 
what  had  been  the  melancholy  and  hope- 
less result  of  the  noble  Lord's  policy.     It 
was  notorious   the    result   of    the   noble 
Lord's  upholding  revolutionary  opinions  in 
other    countries     must     be     disturbances 
throughout  Europe  :    and  all  the  excuse 
the  noble  Lord  could  make  was,  that  while 
all  other  countries  had  been  revolutionised, 
England  had  remained  firm.    Uc  (Mr.  Coch- 
rane) had  hoped  a  more  generous  feeling 
would  prevail  in  this  country,  and  that  the 
effect  of  England's  remaining  firm  would 
have   been  to  induce  the   noble  Lord  to 
extend  to  other  countries  a  more  generous 
and  noble  policy.     If  we  were  in  such  a 
prosperous  condition — thanks  to  the  high 
moral  feelings  of  the  people  of  this  coun- 
try— was  it  noble,  generous,  or  just,  to 
send  agents   into  other  countries  to  dis- 
seminate republican  doctrines  ?    The  noble 
Lord  said  last  night  that  we  must  be  pre- 
pared  to  recognise   any   Government    in 
France;   and  indeed  his   policy  led   him 
(Mr.  Cochrane)  to  think  that  the  Govern- 
ment the  noble  Lord  would  most  readily 
recognise  would  be  a  Government  which 
he  hoped  they  never  would  see  in  France, 
and  one  which  this  country  ought  never 
directly  or  indirectly,  to  sanction — the  go- 
vernment of  such  men  as  Barb^s  and  So- 
brier.    In  every  country  of  Europe  they 


looked  to  the  noble  Lord  as  the  supporter  of 
republican  opinions — in  every  country  they 
regarded  the  intervention  of  Lord  Palmer<p 
ston  and  tbe  mission  of  Lord  Minto  as  the 
source  of  revolutions.  At  a  future  day 
he  hoped  some  hon.  Member,  of  a  positiou 
which  would  secure  his  representations  due 
weight  with  the  House,  would  bring  for- 
ward the  whole  question  of  our  foreign 
policy  fully,  distinctly,  unhesitatingly,  and 
uncompromisingly.  It  was  not  a  case  of 
mere  party,  nor  was  it  to  be  met  by  frivo- 
lous explanations.  The  question  could  be 
evaded  no  longer,  for  it  had  now  become  a 
matter  of  necessity  that  our  foreign  policy 
should  receive  more  marked  attention  than 
the  House  had  hitherto  bestowed  on  it. 
It  was  not  right  for  the  House  to  say  con- 
stantly "  Ob,  we  don't  care  for  foreign 
affairs — they  are  nothing  to  us."  Ha 
had  not  attempted  to  enter  fully  into  these 
questions  ;  he  would  wait  until  the  subject 
was  formally  brought  forward,  and  then 
prove  all  his  assertions.  Foreign  affairs 
would  one  day  compel  the  House  to  attend 
to  them,  and  it  would  then  be  found  that 
the  course  which  had  been  followed  re- 
specting them  was  involving  our  own  most 
vital  interests,  as  he  believed  it  had  al- 
ready deeply  compromised  our  national 
honour  and  our  national  integrity. 

Viscount  PALMERSTON  :  I  will  not 
follow  the  hon.  Gentleman  into  all  the 
topics  on  which  he  has  touched  on  a  Mo- 
tion for  going  into  a  Committee  of  Supply. 
I  can  only  say  that  what  I  have  just  heard 
from  the  hon.  Gentleman  loads  me  in  some 
degreo  to  alter  an  opinion  very  prevalent 
in  this  country,  and  which  I  have  enter- 
tained, that  it  is  desirable  English  gentle- 
men should  travel  abroad  in  order  fully  to 
understand  foreign  affairs.  It  certainly 
appears  to  me  that  the  hon.  Gentleman 
was  quite  as  good  a  judge  of  our  foreign 
affairs  before  he  went  abroad.  I  only  wish 
to  deny  totally  the  assertions  he  has  so 
broadly  and  deeply  made  with  respect  to 
the  effect  of  Lord  Minto 's  mission  to  Italy. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  having  been  abroad 
has  not  had  time  to  read  the  papers  at 
home —  [Mr.  B.  Cociirane  :  I  have  read 
them  all] — and  I  can  only  recommend  him, 
if  he  has  any  leisure  time  to  spare,  to  read 
the  blue  books  which  have  been  produced 
respecting  Italy.  [Mr.  B.  CocnRANE  :  I 
have  read  the  whole  of  them.]  Then  I  am 
sorry  that  the  hon.  Gentleman  has  so  mis- 
spent his  time,  that  these  documents  make 
so  little  impression  on  his  mind.  The  mis- 
sion of  Lord  Minto  was  uAvtVL^  vs^i^ssv^^ 
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to  produce  revolution  ia  Italy,  nor  was  it  occMional  and  temporary  accommodation  of  the 
followed  by  that  effect.  It  had  a  totally  ^"^H^,  Service,  for  the  Parcha«e  and  Rb^  of 
v./*.  wj  fc"i»«^My^v.  -  J  ,^.  .  ''  Furniture  required  in  the  various  Public  Depart- 
different  object  in  view.  Lord  Minto  was  j^^^^^^^  ^q^  ^^  Servicea  connected  with  the  Light- 
sent  to  Italy  to  give  to  those  Governments  in^,  Watching,  and  general  protection  of  the 
which  might  wish  to  have  it,  the  opinion  Public  Offices." 

of  the  Government  of  this  country  with  Colonel  S ALWEY  moved  that  the  sum 
respect  to  carrying  out  temperate  and  mo-  ^^  reduced  by  593i.,  the  amount  of  the 
derate  reforms  which  might  save  them  estimate  for  rebuilding  the  houses  of  the 
from  revolution;  and  I  must  say  my  opin-  n,iiitary  knights  of  Windsor.  Perhaps  it 
ion  is,  that  if  the  advice  which  Lord  Minto  ^^g  ^^^  generally  known  that  there  were 
was  instructed  to  give,  when  asked  for,  but  charitable  trusts  set  apart  for  this  purpose, 
not  unsolicited,  had  been  in  all  cases  fol-  The  Public  Petitions  Committee  had  printed 
lowed,  many  disasters  which  the  hon.  Gen-  ^  petition  from  Windsor,  which  steted  that 
tleman  deplores  would  not  have  taken  j^  2843.  3.200?.  of  the  public  taxes  was 
place.  The  country  which  first  asked  Lord  appropriated  to  the  repairs  and  rebuilding 
Minto's  advice,  and  followed  it,  was  the  ^f  ^he  knights*  houses.  Now  these  were 
kingdom  of  Sardinia;  and  it  was  a  proud  expenses  that  under  certain  deeds  executed 
proof  of  the  soundness  of  the  advice  of  my  Jq  the  time  of  Henry  VIIL  ought  to  have 
noble  Friend  that  the  kingdom  of  Sardinia  |,een  borne  out  of  the  trust  estates;  but  the 
was  one  of  the  few  States  which  now  af-  deans  and  canons  of  Windsor  had  appro- 
forded  an  example  of  tranquillity,  order,  priated  these  estates  to  their  own  use.  In 
and  constitutional  liberty.  1830  the  sum  of  7,000i.  was  exacted  from 

Lord  C.  HAMILTON  wished  very  much  the  country;  in  1844,  3,100Z.  was  obtained 

that  the  noble  Lord  would  tell  them  whe-  for  rebuilding  the  military  knights'  houses 

ther  it  was  in  consequence  of  Lord  Minto 's  of  the  lower  foundation,  and  repairing  those 

advice  that  the  kingdom  of  Sardinia  had  of  the  upper  foundation.     He  found  also 

twice  broken  through  solemn  treaties,  and  the  sums  of  200L  and  6001.  appearing  in 

twice  had  marched  her  armies   into  the  the  Miscellaneous  Estimates  for  1848;  then 

dominions  of  Austria  ?    Had  those  aggres-  there  was  another  sum  of  l,260i.,  and 

sions,  which  had  been  attended  with  the  „ow  they  had  an  additional  sum  of  593^ 

most  disastrous  consequences  to  Sardinia,  Now,  this  was   a  great  public   robbery. 

80  that  her  capital  would  have  been  hos-  The  dean  and  chapter  divided  22,500?.  a 

tilely  occupied  but  for  the  clemency  and  year  amongst  themselves.     They  held  a 

liberality  of  the  assailed  ^arty,  been  in  property  which  in  Henir  VIII.'s  time  was 

accordance  with  Lord  Minto *s  advice  ?     If  y^orth  600/.  a  year.     It  was  now  worth 

BO,  the  present  condition  of  Sardinia  cer-  12,000?.,   and  that  with   former    grants 

tainly  depended  more  on  the  forbearance  made  up  22,500?.     They  allowed  to  these 

of  Austria,  than  on  any  efforts  of  the  noble  unfortunate  knights  labourers'  wages — a 

Lord  s  policy.  shilling  a  day;  and  the  dean  and  canons 

Viscount    PALMERSTON  :     So    far  had  now  the  effrontery  to  come  to  this 

from  the  aggressions  of  Sardinia  on  the  House  to  ask  the  nation  to  rebuild  these 

Lombard  territory  of  Austria  having  been  houses.     This  was  a  grievous  wrong.     He 

the  result  of  any  advice  of  Her  Majesty's  thought  the  time  had  come  when  the  coun- 

Government,  the  papers  prove  that  this  try  should  deal  with  such  questions.     He 

Government  remonstrated  repeatedly,  in  now  moved  that  the  item  be  reduced  by 

the  strongest    possible    manner,   against  the  sum  of  593?. 

those  proceedings.  Afterwards  Motion  made,  and  Question 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to.  proposed 

House  in  Committee  of  Supply — Mis-  „  m.  .              ^          ,.     oo  ^n^f  v 

11              -n  ..    ^ .                        *  *  ''  "  That  a  sum  not  exceedinff  82.567^.,  be  crant- 

cellaneous  Estimates.  ^  ^„  ^„  ^-^^^^  ^^  j^^^yB  ^  ^^^^  ^^^  8™  ^ 

'  March,  1851,  the  Expense  of  Maintenance  and 

cTTwwTv     T>r»vAT   nATAnr*c  Repair  of  Royal  Palaces  and  Public  Buildings, 

SUPPLY— ROYAL  PALACES.  fop  providing  the  necessary  supply  of  Water  for 

-..-..            J          J  /%       A-                     J  ^be  same,  for  the  Rents  of  Ilouses  taken  for  oc- 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed—  casional  and  temporary  accommodation  of  the 

"  That  a  sum  not  exceeding  83. 160^,  be  grant-  ?"*^".^  ^^^±\  ^'  the  Purchase  and  Repair  of 

ed  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defrayf  to  the  31st  day  of  Furniture  required  m  the  various  Public  Depart- 

March,  1851,  the  Expense  of  Maintenance  ind  f^^^^^^^or  Services  connected  with  the  Light- 

Repair  of  R^yal  Paliices  and  Public  Buildings,  '^ku^o%^^^  ""^  ^""^"^  protection  of  the 

for  providing  the  necessary  supply  of  Water  for  ^®** 

the  same,  for  the  R«nU  of  Houses  taken  for  SlK  Q,  GREY  said,  the  houses  in  which 
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these  knights  resided  were  in  fact  part  of 
the  huilding  belonging  to  Windsor  Castle. 
The  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  founded 
his  objection  to  this  vote  on  the  claim  of 
the  military  knights  to  share  in  the  in- 
creased value  of  the  estates.  That  was  a 
wide  question,  which  could  not  be  entered 
upon  now.  It  was  a  strictly  legal  ones- 
tion;  and  if  these  knights  had  a  legal 
claim  it  was  not  to  the  House  of  Commons 
they  should  go,  but  to  a  court  of  law.  The 
question  had  been  submitted  to  his  prede- 
cessor, the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Member 
for  Ripon,  and  the  opinion  of  two  of  the 
law  officers  of  the  Crown — the  present 
Chief  Baron  and  the  late  Sir  W.  FoUctt 
— ^had  been  taken  upon  it,  and  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  considered  it  his  duty  not 
to  interfere. 

Colonel  SAL  WET  said,  it  was  per- 
fectly well  known  that  these  poor  men 
were  not  in  a  situation  to  go  to  law  with 
such  a  body  as  the  dean  and  canons  of 
Windsor.  But  he  would  prove  his  point. 
Henry  YIII.  by  his  will  granted  lands  and 
tenements  of  the  value  of  600.  a  year,  on 
certain  conditions.  On  the  death  of  that 
monarch,  various  steps  were  taken  by  the 
Privy  Council,  and  on  the  4th  of  August, 
1567y  a  deed  was  executed  to  declare  the 
trusts.  Now,  he  begged  the  House  to  re- 
mark that  in  the  reign  of  Queen  Mary  the 
funds  were  devoted  to  the  purpose  for 
which  they  were  intended,  for  out  of  the 
revenue  thirteen  houses  were  built,  which 
the  knights  resided  in  at  the  present  day. 

Colonel  THOMPSON  hoped  the  Mover 
would  go  to  a  division.  His  conviction 
was,  that  the  matter  ought  to  be  looked 
into;  and  he  bespoke  the  attention  of  both 
military  and  naval  men  to  the  subject.  It 
was  a  contest  between  poor  knights  and 
ecclesiastics;  and  the  great  fish  were  swal- 
lowing the  little. 

Lord  SEYMOUR  hoped  his  hon.  and 
gallant  Friend  would  consider  what  would 
be  the  effect  of  his  Motion,  if  carried. 
Parliament  had  no  power  to  compel  the 
Dean  and  Chapter  of  Windsor  to  repair 
the  houses;  and  if  Parliament  refused  the 
vote,  the  consequence  would  be  that  the 
houses  would  not  be  repaired  at  all. 

Sm  De  L.  EVANS  believed  the  insti- 
tution  of  the  Knights  of  Windsor  was  ori- 
ginally a  good  one;  but,  like  many  other 
ancient  institutions,  its  design  had  been 
much  neglected,  and  appointments  made 
too  much  a  matter  of  patronage.  The 
present  Government  were  attending  to  it 
in  a  much  better  spirit  than  had  previously 

VOL.  CXI.    [third  series.] 


been  manifested,  and  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  had  now  under  consid-^ 
eration  the  military  claims  of  the  officers 
recommended  to  the  institution.  None 
were  appointed  now,  unless  officers  in  dis* 
tressed  circumstances,  who  had  served 
their  country  gallantly.  The  object  of  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  was  a  laudable 
one;  but,  as  the  noble  Lord  had  observed, 
if  the  vote  were  withheld,  the  houses  could 
not  be  repaired.  He  (Sir  De  L.  Evans) 
hoped  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  would 
withdraw  the  Motion,  and  introduce  it  on 
the  Ecclesiastical  Bill.  There  was  reason 
to  believe  that  the  ecclesiastical  body  at 
Windsor  had  extensive  revenues  them- 
selves, and,  not  content  with  them,  they 
were  appropriating  a  large  portion  of  the 
funds  which  belonged  to  those  distressed 
knights. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
Mr.  COBDEN  said,  he  saw  a  charge  of 
850?.  for  repairs,  and  furniture,  and  rates, 
of  our  Ambassador's  house  at  Paris.  They 
had  been  led  to  suppose,  from  the  inquiry 
upstairs,  that  the  furniture  was  not  at  the 
expense  of  the  nublic.  They  paid  the 
Ambassador  10,0002.  a  year,  and  4,0002.  a 
year  for  expenses  connected  with  the 
office;  they  found  him  a  building  which 
was,  in  fact,  a  palace,  and  he  did  not  see 
why  there  should  be  this  charge  in  addi- 
tion. 

Lord  SEYMOUR  said,  that  the  fumi- 
ture  alluded  to  was  for  the  official  rooms, 
and  that  the  8502.  also  included  charges 
for  lighting,  water  rates,  contingencies^ 
&c. 

Colonel  SIBTHORP  said,  he  was  in- 
formed that  other  expenses  had  been  in- 
curred in  the  improvements  of  Bucking- 
ham Palace  which  were  paid  for  by  the 
department  of  Woods  and  forests,  besides 
those  which  were  sanctioned  by  the  House. 
He  wished  to  know  whether  that  was  the 
case? 

Mr.  HAYTER  said,  he  believed  the 
gallant  Colonel  was  entirely  misinformed. 
He  did  not  apprehend  that  there  was  any 
sum  of  money  whatever  expended  on 
Buckingham  Palace,  except  what  was 
voted  by  that  House.  The  Commissioners 
of  Woods  and  Forests  undoubtedly  took 
care  of  the  royal  parks,  but  they  had  no- 
thing at  all  to  do  with  Buckingham 
Palace. 

.  Colonel  SIBTHORP  :  Oh,  oh  !  but  if 
a  garden  is  attached  to  a  house,  it  is  part 
of  the  house.    Everything  that  was  con- 

M 


323 


Sypply-^ 


{COMMONS} 


Palace. 


324 


nected  with  Buckingham  Palace  ought  to 
be  considered  as  belonging  to  it. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

22,000l  additions  to  the  Ordnance 
Office,  Pall-mall. 

Vote  agreed  to. 


SUPPLY  —  BUCKINGHAM  PALACE. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed-^* 

*'That  a  ium,  not  exceeding  14,679^,  bd  grant- 
ed to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray,  in  the  year  1850, 
the  Expense  of  making  an  Ornamental  Enclosure, 
and  forming  a  Public  Garden,  in  front  of  Buckr 
ingham  Pa&ce." 

Viscount  JOCELYN  vished  to  know 
what  spot  had  been  selected  to  which  to 
remove  the  marble  arch. 

Lord  SEYMOUR  said,  it  was  intended 
to  remove  it  to  the  centre  mall  in  St. 
James's  Park,  nearly  opposite  Stafford- 
house.  The  public  would  have  the  same 
access  to  the  garden  which  it  was  proposed 
to  make  as  they  now  had  to  the  park. 

Mr.  B.  OSBORNE  wished  to  know 
whether  the  sum  put  down  for  the  removal 
of  the  arch  and  putting  it  up  again  included 
the  whole  charge  ?  The  Committee  ought 
to  understand  that  first  and  last  this  arch 
had  cost  the  coimtry  120,0002.  He  would 
propose  that  it  should  be  sold  rather  than 
removed  at  the  expense  of  the  public.  He 
wished  also  to  know  what  was  the  meaning 
of  3,5002.  for  "  groundwork  of  garden, 
as  it  was  called,  and  whether  this  was  the 
whole  sum  that  would  be  required  for  that 
purpose?  If  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
West  Riding  would  make  a  Motion  for  dis- 
allowing the  sum  of  10,0002.  on  account 
of  the  arch,  he  would  cordially  support  it. 

The  CHANCELLOR  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER hoped  he  should  be  able  to  satisfy 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  as  to  what 
was  intended,  and  that  the  proposal  was 
one  which  the  House  ought  to  agree  to. 
Every  one  would  agree  that  it  would  never 
do  to  leave  the  arch  where  it  was.  The 
question  had  been  mooted  as  to  the  site  to 
which  it  should  be  removed,  and  various 
suggestions  had  been  made.  The  last 
proposal  was  one  which  would  contribute 
very  much  to  the  pleasure  and  amusement 
of  Uie  great  body  of  the  people.  It  was, 
that  the  arch  should  be  moved  down  the 
park,  nearly  opposite  to  the  entrance  into 
the  Btableyard,  to  stand  across  the  centre 
mall  in  the  park,  so  as  to  form  an  approach 
to  the  palace.  It  would  stand  across  the 
portion  of  the  mall  through  which  the 
Queen  drove  when  going  towards  White- 
ball.    Then  it  was  proposed  to  remove  the 


great  hoarding  in  front  of  the  palace,  and 
to  replace  it  with  an  iron  palisade,  like  that 
which  formerly  enclosed  the  open  part  of 
Buckingham  Palace.     It  was  also  proposed 
to  take  off  from  the  upper  end  of  St. 
James's  Park,  and  from  the  lower  portion 
of  the  Green  Park,  two  square  plots  of 
groundi  and  to  lay  them  out  as  formal 
gardens.     He  oould  testify,  from  his  own 
experience,  living  near  the  spot,  to  the 
great  satisfaction  afforded  to  a  large  body 
of  the  people  by  admission  to  the  park  on 
summer  evenings,  and  especially  on  Sun- 
days.    There  was  not  a  more  pleasing  and 
satisfactory  sight  than  to  see  the  crowds  of 
people  who  spent  a  large  portion  of  the 
evening  there  in  summer.     A  few  years 
ago,  it  had  been  supposed  that  if  the  peo- 
ple of  this  country  were  permitted  to  roam 
at  large  among  trees  and  flowers,  they 
would  do  them  injury;  but  this  was  far 
from  being  the  case.     It  was  remarkable 
that  the  people  of  towns  seemed  to  take 
the  greatest  possible  pleasure  in  the  sight 
of  grounds  laid  out  and  planted  with  flow- 
ers.    These  two  portions  of  ground,  which 
would  add  very  much  to  the  arehiteetoral 
appearance  of  the  palace,  would  also  con- 
tribute to  the  amusement  of  the  inhabitants 
of  the  metropolis.    The  proposal  was  that 
these  two  spaces  should  be  inclosed,  and 
laid  out  as  formal  flower  gardens,  and  of 
course  open  to  the  public — the  great  object 
bding  to  increase  their  means  of  innocent 
amusement.    It  was  intended  that  these 
gardens  should  be   laid  out,  and  should 
have  seats  along  the  walks.     It  was  also 
proposed  that  there  should  be  a  site    in 
which  either  statues,  or  casts,  or  architec* 
tnraJ  ornaments,  might  with  advantage  be 
placed.     That  was  open  to  future  consider- 
ation; all  that    was  proposed  at  present 
was  to  lay  oQt  the  ground  and  form  flower 
gardens.     The  present  vote  would  not  cover 
the  whole  expense  which  would  be  neces- 
sarily incurred  in  the  formation  of  these 
gardens.     It  included  the  expense  of  mov- 
ing the  arch,  of  inclosing  the  .front  of  the 
palace,  and  of  laying  out  the  ground  where 
the  gardens  were  to  be  formed.      Some 
further  expense  would   be  necessary — no 
very  large  sum,  he  believed,  if  all  that  was 
done  was  to  lay  out  the  ground  as  flower 
gardens.     If  architectural  ornaments  were 
introduced,  that  would,  of  course,  involve 
a  further  expense;  but  that  was  no  neces- 
sary part  of  what  was  now  proposed,  and 
might  be  either  done  or  not  in  any  future 
year  as  Parliament   might  be   disposed. 
All  that  would  be  ent^ed  by  this  vote 
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would  be  the  expenditure  included  in  the 
estimate  for  forming  the  flower  garden. 

Mr.  GOULBURN  said,  two  questions 
were  before  them-— one,  as  to  the  formation 
of  ornamental  flower  gardens,  and  the 
other  as  to  the  position  of  the  aroh;  and 
he  must  saj,  that  notwithstanding  the  ex- 
planation Just  given  by  the  Ghanoellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  it  was  difficult  to  ascer- 
tain the  bearing  of  these  different  ques- 
tions-^what  ground,  for  example,  was  to 
be  given  in  one  direction,  and  what  ground 
was  to  be  withdrawn  in  another.  He 
thought,  therefore,  it  would  be  satisfac- 
tory to  have  a  plan  of  the  arrangements 
made  out,  in  order  that  the  House  might 
be  able  sufficiently  to  understand  them. 
He  should  haye  some  doubts  as  to  the 
propriety  of  placing  the  arch  in  the  cen- 
tre of  the  mall ;  but  as  to  the  flower 
gardens,  they  would,  no  doubt,  be  a  source 
of  great  enjoyment,  and  he  did  not  at  pre- 
sent see  that  there  could  be  any  objection 
to  their  construction. 

The  CHANCELLOR  op  thi  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  his  right  hon.  Friend  was  in 
error  when  he  supposed  that  if  ground  iras 
given  in  the  one  case,  it  would  be  withdrawn 
in  the  other.  No  ground  would  be  with- 
drawn at  all  except  that  which  was  to  be 
surrounded  by  the  iron  palisade  in  front  of 
the  palace.  All  the  rest  would  be  open  to 
the  public. 

Mr.  B.  OSBORNE  thought,  seeing  the 
sum  now  proposed  was  only  a  part  of  the 
expenditure  to  be  incurred,  that  the  vote 
should  be  deferred  till  an  estimate  of  the 
whole  outlay  was  laid  before  the  House. 
He  would  therefore  move  that  this  vote  be 
postponed. 

The  CHAIRMAN  said,  it  was  not  com- 
petent to  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
to  move  the  postponement  of  the  vote. 
He  could  only  negative  k. 

Mr.  B.  OSBORNE,  in  that  case,  would 
move  that  the  vote  be  negatived. 

Mr.  DRUMMOND  asked  whether  it 
had  been  ascertained  that  the  Queen's 
state  coach  could  go  through  the  arch? 
He  very  much  doubted  it.  Then  he 
thought  10,0002.  a  very  large  sum 
for  removing  the  arch  a  space  of  some 
300  yards.  There  was,  no  doubt,  to  be 
an  enclosure  of  some  kind,  but  then  they 
had  no  estimate  of  the  expense  to  be  in- 
curred in  each  case.  There  was,  besides, 
a  large  item  for  **  groundwork  of  garden." 
What  was  meant  by  the  groundwork  of 
a  garden  ? 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  thb  EXOHB- 


QUER  said,  his  hon.  Friend  was  mistaken 
when  he  spoke  of  the  removal  of  the  arch 
costing  10,0002.  The  item  included  the 
removal  and  erection  of  the  arch,  and  mak- 
ing the  enclosure  in  f^ont  of  the  palace. 
As  to  the  Queen's  state  coach,  it  had  passed 
through  the  arch  where  it  stood  now,  and 
what  it  had  done  before  it  could  do  again. 

Mr.  v.  SMITH  was  as  anxious  as  any 
one  to  see  the  arch  in  a  proper  place,  but 
he  thought  estimates  more  explicit  should 
be  laid  before  them,  so  that  they  might  be 
able  to  know  what  the  enclosure  was  to 
cost,  and  what  the  removal  of  the  arch. 
There  was  a  sum  of  6502.  put  down  as 
commission  for  designs,  superintendence, 
&c.;  a  sum  which  he  thought  exceeding- 
ly high.  Then  what  was  a  clerk  of  the 
works  for?  His  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  said  he  was 
going  to  remove  the  marble  arch,  and 
place  it  in  the  mall  for  the  amusement  of 
the  public;  but  he  did  not  see  how  that 
could  be,  unless  something  were  placed 
upon  the  arch  which  would  be  calculated 
to  excite  amusement. 

Colonel  SIBTHORP  asked  whether 
the  country  was  in  a  fit  state  to  enter  into 
all  the  extensive  alterations  proposed  ?  He 
thought  it  was  not;  but  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  having  got  a  surplus,  seem- 
ed to  be  so  flush  of  money  that  he  did  not 
know  how  to  expend  it. 

Lord  SEYMOUR  did  not  suppose  that 
any  one  could  wish  to  leave  the  marble 
arch  where  it  now  was.  He  might  state 
that  the  removal  of  the  arch  would  cost 
about  4,0002. ;  the  cost  of  the  iron  railing 
would  be  6,0002. ;  and  the  commission 
for  designs,  superintendence,  d^c,  would 
be  650r,  being  the  5  per  cent  commis- 
sion of  the  architect  on  the  expenditure, 
including  the  cost  of  designs.  The  whole 
sum  amounted  to  14,6722.  He  had  en- 
deavoured to  ascertain  what  would  be 
the  entire  estimate,  and  he  found  that  it 
would  come  to  about  26,0002.  before  the 
work  was  finished,  so  that  another  vote 
in  a  future  year,  scarcely  so  large-  as 
the  present,  would  be  sufficient. 

Mr.  S.  HERBERT  thought,  that 
though  there  might  be  a  technical  objec- 
tion to  the  proposal  of  the  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Gentleman  the  Member  for  Middle- 
sex, that  the  vote  should  be  postponed,  yet 
the  Government  of  itself  might  postpone 
the  vote  for  further  consideration.  Of 
course,  no  one  wished  to  see  the  marble 
arch  remain  in  its  present  position  ;  but 
he  would  mach  iO(m«t  «^  \\»  t^oiticcfiL^^^t^ 
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than  removed  to  an  inappropriate  place. 
The  arch  was  one  of  the  most  beautiful 
works  of  art  in  town,  and  it  would  be  a 
pitj  to  see  it  placed  in  a  situation  not 
suited  to  its  proportions.  He  belieyed 
that  when  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Falkirk  was  at  the  head  of  the  Woods  and 
Forests,  he  intended  that  the  arch  should 
be  placed  in  a  different  situation  from  that 
now  proposed.  He  (Mr.  S.  Herbert) 
thought  the  noble  Lord's  intention  was, 
that  the  mall  of  the  park  should  be  con- 
tinued through  Spring-gardens  to  Charing- 
cross;  that  a  new  access  to  Gharing-cross 
should  be  made  from  the  park,  at  the  ex- 
tremity of  which  the  arch  should  be  placed; 
and  that  the  approach  thence  should  ex- 
tend onward  to  Buckingham  Paface.  He  did 
not  know  what  difficulty  might  arise  to  this 
planfrom  the  expense  of  removingthe  houses, 
but  he  certainly  thought  it  was  a  better 
proposal  than  that  made  by  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer. 
As  to  his  plan,  they  had  received  but  a 
Tery  vague  description  of  it,  and  he  (Mr. 
S.  Herbert)  hoped,  therefore,  that  the  vote 
would  be  postponed  till  complete  plans  and 
estimates  were  laid  on  the  table,  so  that 
there  could  be  no  danger  of  exposing 
themselves  to  the  charge  constantly  brought 
against  them  of  concluding  all  such  mat- 
ters precipitately. 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER thought  everybody  admitted  that 
the  arch  ought  to  be  removed.  In  fact,  it 
must  go  ;  it  could  not  remain  any  longer 
where  it  was  ;  therefore,  they  must  decide 
where  it  was  to  go  to.  Several  proposals 
had  been  made  on  the  subject;  and,  among 
others,  that  of  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  Falkirk  had  been  brought  forward; 
but  his  was  a  scheme  which  necessarily 
involved  a  great  expenditure.  They  would 
require  to  remove  the  house  of  Sir  John 
Guest,  a  portion  of  the  chapel  in  Spring- 
gardens,  and  take  off  a  considerable  corner 
of  Messrs.  Drummond's  banking-house, 
together  with  other  buildings,  so  that  the 
outlay  would  come  to  be  very  great  if  the 
plan  of  the  noble  Lord  were  adopted.  It 
was  certainly  very  desirable  that  any 
scheme  of  this  kind  should  be  well  con- 
sidered. They  were,  he  confessed,  too 
much  in  the  habit  of  doinc:  these  things  in 
haste,  and  considering  them  afterwards ; 
and  he  thought,  therefore,  that  great  care 
should  be  taken  to  place  the  arch  in  the 
best  possible  position.  He  wished  to  say, 
also,  that  in  the  proposal  he  had  made,  the 
arcb  and  the  ornamental  grounds  must  go 


together,  for  merely  to  put  the  arch  in  the 
place  proposed  without  any  additional 
ground  being  taken  and  laid  out  around  it, 
would  be  to  detract  greatly  from  its  ap- 
pearance. The  arch  and  the  ornamental 
grounds  on  either  side  of  it,  must  therefore 
go  together,  and  be  considered  together. 
As  it  was  of  importance  that  this  matter 
should  be  well  considered,  however,  he 
would  not  now  press  the  vote,  but  would 
consent  to  withdraw  it  for  the  present,  in 
order  that  the  House  might  have  full  time 
to  form  a  deliberate  opinion  upon  the  sub- 
ject. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

SUPPLY  —  TEMPORARY  ACCOMMODA- 
TION FOR  THE  HOUSES  OF  PARLU- 
MENT. 

On  its  being  proposed  that  3,1292.  be 
granted  to  defray  the  expenses  of  providing 
temporary  accommodation  for  the  Houses 
of  Parliament,  committee-rooms,  offices, 
and  temporary  official  residences  for  the 
Speaker  of  the  House  of  Commons,  and 
other  officers  of  the  House,  &c.,  for  the 
year  ending  the  3Ist  of  March,  1851, 

Mb.  B.  OSBORNE  said,  that  he  wished 
to  make  some  observations  generally  on 
the  building  of  the  two  Houses  of  Parlia- 
ment; and  he  would  either  do  so  on  this 
vote  or  on  the  next,  which  required  a  grant 
to  defray  the  expense  of  the  works  at  the 
*'  New  Palace,'  as  it  was  called,  but 
which  he  should  always  call  the  two  Houses 
of  Parliament.  If  hon.  Members  were 
anxious  to  preserve  their  character  as  men 
of  business,  it  was  time  they  should  insist 
upon  knowing  who  was  responsible  for  the 
expenditure  of  the  different  sums  of  money 
which  had  been  advanced  from  time  to 
time  on  account  of  the  works  at  the  New 
Houses  of  Parliament.  The  Old  Houses 
of  Parliament  were  burnt  down  in  October 
1834.  Since  that  period  a  great  many 
Committees  had  sat  on  the  subject  of 
building  the  New  Houses;  and  he  wished 
to  draw  the  attention  of  the  House  for  a 
short  time  to  what  had  hitherto  been  the 
result  of  their  labours.  He  was,  however, 
sorry  to  see  so  beggarly  an  account  of 
financial  reformers  on  the  benches  around 
him  when  a  subject  on  which  they  might 
save  a  large  sum  of  money  was  under  con- 
sideration. He  was  glad,  however,  to 
observe  the  hon.  Member  for  the  West 
Riding  in  his  place;  but  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Manchester  was  absent, 
as  if  he  took  no  interest  in  the  question. 
The  first  Committee  which  sat  was  appoint- 
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ed  in  1836;  then  followed  what  was  a  thing 
of  rare  occurrence — a  Joint  Committee  of 
the  two  Houses  of  Parliament,  which  sat 
in  1837.  That  Joint  Committee  sanc- 
tioned the  estimate  which  was  given  in  hy 
Mr.  Barry  for  building  the  New  Houses. 
That  estimate  fixed  the  expense  at 
707,1042.  But  what  was  the  amount  in- 
curred, and  the  probable  amount  to  be 
incurred  ?  No  less  than  2,045,923^  Mr. 
Barry  had  since  sent  in  an  altered  estimate, 
which  had  been  laid  before  the  Commis- 
sioners appointed  to  superintend  the  new 
buildings ;  but  in  what  terms  did  these 
Commissioners  express  themselves  in  re- 
gard to  that  new  estimate?  They  said,  in 
their  report — 

"  We  haye  to  request  that  you  will  not  consider 
the  estimate  as  altered  hj  Mr.  Barry,  as  having  re- 
ceived our  sanction  ;  but  it  has  been  drawn  up  by 
him,  as  fiir  as  possible,  in  accordance  with  the 
directions  of  the  House  of  Commons." 

Here,  then,  were  they  —  the  House  of 
Commons — voting  for  and  sanctioning  an 
estimate  which  their  own  Commissioners 
had  declared  they  could  not  give  their 
sanction  to.  There  was  one  item  put 
down  in  that  estimate  under  the  head  of 
"  Works  of  a  decorative  character,  furni- 
ture, &c.,"  to  the  amount  of  497,4002.; 
but  it  was  at  the  same  time  stated,  that 
**  it  was  impossible  to  estimate  the  amount 
under  that  head. "  It  must  be  obvious  to 
every  one  who  knew  the  way  in  which  the 
erection  of  the  building  was  being  carried 
on,  that  this  so-called  estimate  of  Mr. 
Barry  was,  in  fact,  no  estimate  at  all.  For 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  therefore, 
to  come  down  to  the  House,  as  in  all  pro- 
bability he  would  do,  and  tell  them  that 
this  was  an  estimate,  was  mere  moonshine. 
Mr.  Barry  could  not  give  an  estimate.  He 
did  not  know  from  one  day  to  another 
what  alterations  were  going  to  be  made. 
It  was  fitting,  therefore,  that  the  House 
should  know  in  what  situation  the  country 
stood  in  regard  to  an  estimate  for  the 
completion  of  these  new  buildings.  There 
was  a  very  remarkable  circumstance  in 
connexion  with  the  item  set  down  at 
497,4002.  for  decorations,  paintings,  fur- 
niture, and  so  forth.  Lord  Duncannon  put 
in  an  estimate  on  the  18th  of  April,  1837; 
and  let  the  House  mark  the  contrast  be- 
tween that  estimate  and  the  one  submitted 
to  the  Commissioners  by  Mr.  Barry.  In- 
deed, he  considered  Lord  Duncannon  to 
have  been  the  only  Commissioner  of 
Woods  and  Forests  that  ever  controlled 
Mr.  Barry,  or  who  ever  understood  him. 


[*'  Hear!  "]  In  saying  these  few  words, 
he  did  not  mean  to  make  any  personal 
attack  on  Mr.  Barry.  He  knew  nothing 
of  that  gentleman,  and  he  thanked  his 
stars  that  he  did  not.  He  spoke  of  Mr. 
Barry  only  in  his  public  capacity.  Now, 
in  1837,  that  gentleman  stated  that  the 
whole  building  would  be  completed  in  six 
years.  They  were  now  in  the  sixteenth 
year  since  that  building  commenced,  and 
they  were  not  near  its  completion.  And 
was  there  any  Gentleman  in  the  House 
who  could  tell  him  when  the  building  would 
be  completed?  In  April  1837,  Lord  Dun- 
cannon reported  that  the  expense  of  the 
building  would  not  exceed  724,9842.,  being 
about  24,0002.  more  than  the  estimate 
originally  put  in  by  Mr.  Barry.  But  the 
estimate  put  in  by  Lord  Duncannon  in- 
cluded 14  per  cent  for  contingent  expenses, 
and  a  sum  of  60,0002.  for  the  purchase 
of  ground  in  Abingdon-street,  besides 
30,0002.  for  fittings  and  fixtures.  Let  the 
House  compare  this  estimate  with  the  one 
submitted  in  1849  by  Mr.  Barry,  and 
which  the  Commissioners  would  not  sanc- 
tion. If  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
did  not  step  in,  it  was  time  the  House  of 
Commons  should  do  so,  and  insist  upon 
knowing  who  was  responsible  for  the  ex- 
penditure of  all  this  money.  Was  the  hon. 
Member  for  Lancaster  responsible?  No. 
Was  the  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the 
Government  responsible?  No.  Were  the 
Commissioners  of  Woods  and  Forests  re- 
sponsible? No;  they  denied  being  so.  It 
was  attempted  to  hold  the  hon.  Member 
for  Lancaster  responsible;  but  it  was  un- 
fair that  the  House  should  appoint  that 
hon.  Member  and  others  to  act  as  a  Com- 
mittee, with  most  limited  powers,  and  after 
the  walls  of  the  House  were  built,  the  de- 
corations planned,  and  the  furniture  or- 
dered. It  appeared  to  him  that  the  hon. 
Gentleman  had  been  so  appointed  in  order 
that  he  might  be  made  a  sort  of  scapegoat. 
[Hear!"]  He  would  repeat  the  asser- 
tion, and  why  ?  Because  it  was  quite  ob- 
vious that  that  hon.  Gentleman  had  no  con- 
trol over  the  payment  of  this  money.  It 
was  the  Government  of  the  country  whom 
he  held  to  be  responsible,  for  they  alone 
had  the  control  over  this  large  expendi- 
ture. The  House  of  Commons  was  not 
to  be  referred  to  the  First  Commissioner  of 
Woods  and  Forests;  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  was  responsible  for  these  ex- 
cessive sums  which  had  been  expended 
over  and  above  the  first  estimate.  He 
hoped  hon.  GentloinfiiVi  "^^^oX.^  "Ki^*^  ^v^  ^^ 
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this  building  was  aa  ornament  to  the 
country,  and  therefore  the  expense  ought 
not  to  be  objected  to.  It  was  not  his  in- 
tention to  criticise  the  style  of  the  build- 
ing; but  it  was  the  duty  of  that  House  to 
see  that  the  estimate  was  kept  within  pro- 
per bounds.  An  estimate  had  been  laid 
on  the  table,  which  did  not  include  any 
charges  for  decorative  works,  but  which 
was  confined  to  the  useful  portions  of  the 
building,  to  the  Uouses  of  Parliament,  and 
to  the  official  residences.  By  the  comple- 
tion of  those  residences  alone  a  saving  of 
2,0002.  a  year  to  the  country  would  be  ef- 
fected, as  they  wore  now  paying  rent  or 
making  allowances  to  the  Speaker  to  that 
amount,  lifter  the  useful  parts  should  be 
completed,  then,  if  hon.  Gentlemen  chose 
to  "have  a  taste,"  and  to  involve  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  in  debt,  let 
them  go  to  the  decorative  department.  In 
one  of  the  resolutions  which  he  had  placed 
on  the  Notice-paper,  he  stated  that  the  ex- 
penditure had  been  lavish  and  very  extra- 
vagant. On  this  subject  ho  would  refer  to 
the  examination  of  Mr.  Barry  before  the 
Committee  which  sat  in  1844,  He  was 
asked,  whether  the  Woods  and  Forests 
had  ever  called  upon  him  for  any  plan  ? 
His  answer  was  *' Never.*'  He  was  then 
asked  whether  he  could  tell  the  Committee 
what  the  ultimate  cost  of  the  whole  build- 
ing would  be  ?  His  reply  was,  that  he  was 
unable  to  guess  what  the  ultimate  cost 
would  be.  Was  ever  such  an  instance 
known  ?  It  was  thus  that  the  whole  affair 
proceeded;  the  architect  being  totally  un- 
able to  give  any  estimate  of  what  the 
whole  cost  of  building  the  New  Houses 
would  be.  Unless,  therefore,  the  House 
insisted  upon  having  an  estimate,  no  con- 
trol could  be  possibly  exorcised  over  the 
expenditure  on  account  of  these  build- 
ings. The  way  in  which  the  Government 
viewed  the  matter  was  shown  by  a  reply 
given  by  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
the  city  of  London,  who,  in  1848,  on  being 
asked  who  was  responsible  for  the  money 
expended  on  the  New  Houses  of  Parlia- 
ment, said  that  he  hoped  the  estimate 
would  not  be  exceeded;  but  as  to  the  Go- 
vernment being  responsible  for  any  outlay, 
that  was  totally  out  of  the  question.  It 
was  high  time,  therefore,  that  the  House 
should  knew  where  the  responsibility  rest- 
ed. [Lord  J.  Russell  :  That  was  not  my 
reply.  J  The  noble  Lord  would  find  this 
reply  attributed  to  him  in  Hansard — it 
was  certainly  very  unlike  what  the  noble 
Lord  would  say;  but  still  tb^re  had  been  so 


much  confusion  and  mystery  about  the  Now 
House  of  Commons,  that  he  really  should 
not  be  surprised  at  any  Minister  giving  any 
answer  concerning  it.  Well,  to  revert 
again  to  the  Committees.  In  1844  a  reso- 
lution was  passed  by  the  Lords*  Committee, 
which  stated,  that  it  appeared  upon  the 
evidence  of  Mr.  Barry,  that  during  the  pro- 
gress of  the  building  of  the  two  Houses  of 
Parliament  certain  departures  had  taken 
place  from  the  plan  originally  adopted, 
which  alterations  had  been  made  by  Mr. 
Barry  without  any  authority  from  either  of 
the  boards  that  had  been  appointed  to  su- 
perintend these  buildings,  to  which  cir- 
cumstances the  Committee  thought  it  right 
to  call  the  particular  attention  of  the 
House.  Well,  the  particular  attention  of 
the  House  was  callea  to  it;  but  from  that 
day  to  this,  no  notice  had  been  taken  of  it, 
and  they  had  been  going  on  voting  sums 
of  money  most  lavishly,  and  the  Houses 
were  still  unfinished.  But  that  was  not  all. 
In  1841,  a  Committee  sat  on  the  subject 
of  ventilating  and  warming  the  House  of 
Commons.  An  estimate  was  put  in  at 
86,00002, ;  the  total  amount  already  ex-* 
pended  (not  including  Mr.  Barry's  experi- 
ments with  his  nine  boilers)  was  124,4082. 
He  believed  it  was  not  competent  for  him 
to  move  the  resolutions  of  which  he  had 
given  notice  in  Committee;  if  not,  he  was 
inclined  to  propose  that  the  vote  be  stopped, 
until  an  estimate  of  the  cost  for  finishing 
the  useful  portion  of  the  work  be  supplied. 
He  hoped,  however,  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  would  give  the  House  au  assu- 
rance that  those  portions  of  the  works 
should  be  finished  before  any  further  ex- 
pense were  incurred  for  statues  and  other 
matters  connected  with  the  fine  arts.  Ho 
wished  also  to  know  whether  the  present 
erection  in  the  new  House  of  Commons  was 
intended  for  a  gallery,  or  for  a  shelf  for 
Hansard" B  Debates;  and  what  was  the 
estimated  expense  of  pulling  down  the 
back  window  and  putting  up  a  new  gal- 
lery. If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
give  him  the  assurance  he  required,  he 
would  not  object  to  the  vote  now  pro- 
posed. 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  the  House  had  better  agree 
to  this  vote  in  the  first  instance,  and  re- 
ceive the  explanation  which  he  had  to  offer 
when  the  next  vote  was  proposed. 

Mr.  B.  OSBORNE  considered  that  it 
should  be  given  at  once. 

Captain  BOLDERO  thought  the  House 
should  insist  upon  knowing  what  the  whole 
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•xpeoditare  of  the  new  HouseB  would  be, 
including  the  temporaiy  accommodation. 
The  pre?iou8  estimate  was  wrong,  becanee 
it  ought  to  ba^e  included  every  expenie 
connected  with  the  new  House  of  Oom- 
mens. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  propoBcd— - 

"That  ft  sum,  not  exceeding  104,C60^  bo 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum  ne- 
eesmry  to  defrajr,  to  the  81st  day  of  Maroh, 
1851,  the  Ezpeuae  of  the  Works  at  th«  New 
Houses  of  Parliament." 

The  CHANCELLOR  o?  rai  BXCHB. 
QUER  laid,  he  could  assure  his  hon.  and 
gallant  Friend  the  Member  for  Middlesex 
that,  so  far  from  being  desirous  of  aToiding 
explanations  on  this  subject,  he  was  ez» 
eeedingly  glad  that  an  opportunity  had 
been  afforded  him  to  make  the  explanation 
which -he  intended  to  make;  because,  un« 
fortunately,  considerable  misunderstanding 
existed  in  the  minds  of  some  hon.  Gentle* 
men  on  the  subject — at  least  of  those  who 
had  not  paid  that  attention  to  it  which  had 
been  paid  by  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
for  Middlesex.  He  hoped,  howcTer,  that 
the  explanation  which  he  was  abont  to  giro, 
would  at  least  tend  to  remove  that  misuo- 
deratanding,  and  that  the  necessity  for  so 
constant  a  repetition  of  this  subject  in  the 
House  might  be  removed.  The  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  had  stated  how  long 
ago  it  was  since  die  fire  took  place  which 
destroyed  the  old  Houses  of  rarliameut, 
and  thai  Mr.  Barry  had  expressed  his 
hope  that  in  about  six  years  the  new 
Houses  of  Parliament  might  be  rebuilt. 
The  answer^hich  Mr.  Barry  had  to  make 
on  that  point  was,  that  justice  had  not  been 
done  to  him  by  the  House,  inasmuch  as 
they  had  not  furnished  him  with  the  money' 
necessary  to  enable  him  to  proceed  witn 
the  speed  which  he  desired  in  the  erection 
of  the  Houses.  He  (the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer)  was  very  far  from  saying  that 
the  control  of  the  House  in  that  erection 
was  at  all  times  of  a  satisfactory  charac- 
ter; but  he  did  think  that,  since  the  time 
when  the  Commission  was  appointed  by 
the  House  about  two  years  ago,  an  ade- 
quate control  had  been  exercised  as  to 
the  erecting  of  the  new  building.  But 
the  House  must  remember  this,  that, 
after  all,  it  was  the  House  of  Commons 
that  was  mainly  responsible  for  the  great 
expenditure  which  had  been  incurred.  It 
was  a  Committee  of  the  two  Houses  of 
Parliament  which  decided  upon  certain 
plans  which  were  to  be  adopted.    They 


selected  the  architect,  they  approved  of 
the  design,  and  the  whole  framework  of 
the  building  was  decided,  not  by  the  Go>- 
vemment,  but  by  the  Parliament  of  the 
day.  Now,  a  notion  had  prevailed  in  that 
House,  unfortunately  to  a  considerable  ex- 
tent, that  a  very  large  excess  of  expendi- 
ture had  been  incurred  almost  on  the  sole 
responsibility  of  the  architect  himself.  But 
that  was  not  the  case.  He  had  seen  Mr. 
Barry  that  morning,  and  he  stated  that,  as 
far  as  that  portion  of  the  building  which 
was  included  in  his  original  estimate  of 
707,1042.  was  concerned,  that  estimate  had 
not  been  exceeded;  but  that  expense  be* 
yond  that  estimate  had  been  incurred  in 
consequence  of  alterations  and  additions 
which  had  been  suggested  by  various  Com- 
mittees and  Members  of  Parliament,  which 
alterations  and  deviations  were  not  of 
course  included  in  the  original  estimate.  In 
the  estimate  of  2,000,0(K)^  there  were  in- 
cluded large  sums  which  might  or  might 
not  be  incurred,  as  the  House  determined 
to  adopt  or  not  to  sanction  them.  He  did 
not  think  that  any  practical  advantage 
would  be  gained  by  going  back  beyond  the 
year  1844,  when  a  Committee  of  that 
House  sat  upon  this  subject.  That  Com- 
mittee, in  their  report,  stated  that  no 
blame  was  to  be  imputed  to  Mr.  BarrT» 
and  they  suggested  certain  alterations  in 
the  plan,  which  were  considered  to  be  for 
the  convenience  and  advantage  of  the 
House  of  Commons.  The  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Gentleman  was  altogether  mistaken  in 
asserting  that  there  was  no  plan  on  which 
the  building  was  being  proceeded  with. 
There  was  such  a  plan,  and  it  had  been 
submitted  to  and  approved  by  the  Commit- 
tee of  1844.  The  building  up  to  the  pre- 
sent time  had  been  proceeded  with  in  entire 
conformity  with  that  plan;  and  when  he  saw 
Mr.  Barry  that  morning  he  put  this  question 
to  him—"  Has  there  been  since  1844  any 
alteration  of  importance,  or  which  has  en- 
tailed the  outlay  of  any  considerable  sum 
of  money,  and  which  was  not  sanctioned 
by  the  Committee  of  1844?"  His  (Mr. 
Barry's)  answer  was  perfectly  distinct,  that 
no  deviation  to  any  extent  had  taken  place, 
no  expenditure  of  any  considerable  amount 
had  been  made,  which  was  not  in  perfect 
conformity  with  the  designs  approved  by  a 
Committee  of  the  House  in  1844.  The 
estimate  of  the  expenditure  at  that  time 
was,  he  believed,  1,016,0001.,  the  ori- 
ginal estimate  being  707,104^.  But  it 
should  be  recollected  that  the  estimate  of 
707,104t.  waa  fet  \ii^  W\\K\u^  ^\\^.   \Xi 
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did  not  include  the  purchase  of  the  site, 
which,  according  to  a  return  moved  for  in 
1847,  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Montrose, 
amounted  to  82,000/.;  nor  did  it  include 
the  new  river  terrace.  There  was  also  a 
very  considerable  item  of  expenditure, 
which  was  not  included  in  the  originiJ 
estimate,  on  account  of  the  foundation, 
because  when  the  workmen  began  to  dig 
into  the.  ground  it  was  found  to  be  a  quick- 
sand. The  cost  of  these  two  items  was 
about  109,000^  It  was  unnecessary  for 
him  to  go  over  all  the  items;  but  the  total 
excess  over  and  above  what  was  included 
in  the  original  estimate  amounted  to 
800,000^;  and  then  a  sum  of  497,0002. 
for  fittings  and  decorations — the  probable 
expense  for  which  purpose  was  not  included 
in  Mr.  Barry's  estimate  for  the  building. 
The  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  wished  for 
two  estimates :  the  amount  which  was  re- 
quired to  finish  the  House  of  Commons,  with 
the  lobbies,  approaches,  and  library;  and 
the  amount  required  for  the  completion  of 
the  official  Houses.  Now,  both  these  esti- 
mates were  already  on  the  table  of  the 
House.  The  estimate  for  the  first  was 
102,1802.,  and  for  the  second  30,0002. 
The  heads  of  expenditure  not  included  in 
the  original  estimate  of  Mr.  Barry,  were 
the  purchase  of  the  site,  the  embankment 
of  the  river,  the  extra  cost  of  the  founda- 
tion, the  approaches,  the  alterations  made 
in  consequence  of  the  recommendations  of 
that  House,  and  the  suggestions  of  some 
of  its  Members,  the  warming,  ventilating, 
lighting,  fixtures,  decoration,  furniture,  and 
accidental  charges;  none  of  these  were  in- 
cluded in  the  original  estimate  of  707,1042. 
The  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  said,  there 
was  no  check  over  the  expenditure.  It 
was  very  true  that  the  discretion  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  was  limited 
by  the  plan  adopted  by  the  House  of  Com- 
mons; and  if  he  were  asked  his  private 
opinion  he  would  say  that,  in  his  opinion, 
a  less  ornamented  and  Jess  expensive 
style  of  building  would  have  been  better; 
but  the  House  of  Commons  having  de- 
cided on  the  plan,  they  had  now  nothing 
to  do  but  to  carry  it  out  as  well  as  possible. 
But  the  Treasury,  since  the  last  two  years, 
had  sanctioned  no  expenditure  other  than 
what  was  in  strict  conformity  with  the  ori- 
ginal plan  of  Mr.  Barry,  and  with  the  re- 
commendation of  the  Committee  of  1844, 
with  the  exception  of  the  new  gallery  in 
the  House  of  Lords  for  the  reporters.  [Mr. 
Osborne  :  That  was  because  they  could 
JBif^  hear  m  the  old  one.]    With  this  ex- 


ception, no  other  expenditure  of  any  amount 
had  been  incurred  that  was  not  in  conformity 
with  the  plan  sanctioned  by  the  Committee 
of  1844.  The  amount  expended  in  conse- 
quence of  the  suggestions  of  the  Commit- 
tee of  1844  amounted  to  41,0002.,  of 
which  34,0002.  was  for  ventilation.  There 
was,  however,  some  expense  beyond  that 
contemplated  by  the  Committee,  which  he 
had  sanctioned  to  the  amount  of  7,0002.,  and 
the  House  would  say  whether  he  had  exer- 
cised an  ill-judged  discretion.  The  first  item 
of  this  kind  was  1,5002.  for  an  alteration  of 
the  main  sewer,  so  as  to  cut  off  the  sewer- 
age of  the  House  from  the  general  sewer- 
age in  this  part  of  the  metropolis.  He  also 
sanctioned  1,2002.  for  a  smoking  room — 
and  3,0002.  for  certain  alterations  in  the 
journal  office,  library  room,  and  corridors, 
in  order  to  afford  greater  accommodation 
to  Members  and  to  the  clerks  employed  in 
those  rooms.  That  was  the  amount  of  ex- 
penditure which  he  had  taken  upon  himself 
to  sanction,  beyond  what  had  been  sug- 
gested by  the  Committee  of  1844.  He 
quite  agreed  with  the  hon.  and  gallant 
uentleman,  that  they  should  first  finish 
the  useful  parts  of  the  House;  and  he 
had  acted  upon  this  opinion,  because  with 
the  exception  of  certain  contracts  which 
had  been  entered  into,  and  which  could  not 
be  put  an  end  to,  the  entire  expenditure 
proposed  for  this  year,  or  at  least  nine- 
tenths  of  it,  was  for  the  necessary  accom- 
modation of  Members.  A  sum  of  150,0002. 
was  to  be  applied  this  year  almost  en- 
tirely to  the  finishing  of  the  House,  li- 
brary, corridors,  so  as  to  have  the  House 
completely  ready  for  Members  by  next 
Session  of  Parliament.  A  very  small  por- 
tion of  that  sum  would  be  appropriated  to 
the  ornamental  parts  of  the  building,  so 
that  they  might  be  carried  on  slowly,  in 
order  to  avoid  the  great  additional  expen- 
diture which  would  have  to  be  incurred 
hereafter  if  they  were  suspended  altoge- 
ther. The  hon.  Gentleman  said,  that  he 
hoped  all  the  contracts  of  the  Commission 
of  the  Fine  Arts  would  be  suspended.  It 
had  been  the  intention  of  Parliament  that 
the  building  should  be  made  conducive  to 
the  encouragement  of  the  fine  arts  in  this 
country.  He  thought  that  the  House  of 
Commons  could  not  very  satisfactorily  dis- 
cuss these  questions  of  taste,  and  that  they 
were  better  left  to  the  Commissioners  ap- 
pointed I'or  this  purpose.  He  had,  there- 
fore, made  an  arrangement  two  years 
ago,  which  had  been  announced  to  the 
House  of  Commons;  and,  as  he  under- 
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stood,  approTed  by  them,  that  the  ex- 
penditure on  this  head  was  not  to  go 
beyond  4,0002.  a  year,  and  that  an  ac- 
count of  its  outlay  was  to  be  laid  before 
Parliament  every  Sessibn.  The  account 
of  last  year's  expenditure  had  already 
been  given.  He  did  not  think  it  would  be 
right  to  discontinue  that  expenditure,  and 
he  trusted  that  the  House  would  not  sanc- 
tion that  recommendation  of  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman.  As  he  had  before 
stated,  the  information  he  required  was  al- 
ready on  the  table  of  the  House. 

Sir  B.  hall  said,  there  certainly  was 
an  impression  on  the  public  mind  that  the 
Houses  of  Parliament  were  to  have  been 
completed  for  not  much  more  than  700,0002. , 
and  it  was  very  unfair  for  a  person  in  Mr. 
Barry's  position  to  give  in  such  an  estimate 
as  should  delude  the  pnblic  by  appearing 
to  be  so  small,  and  then  to  come  down  and 
say  the  foundation  was  bad,  and  that  it  was 
necessary  to  expend  more  money  to  make 
it  good.  If  any  hon.  Member  had  been 
buildbg  a  house,  and  had  engaged  an 
architect,  who  had  told  him  he  could  build 
it  for  20,0002.,  and  he  had  found  afterwards 
that  it  cost  him  60,0002.,  he  would  have 
applied  rather  a  strong  epithet  towards  the 
architect.  They  were  placed  in  precisely 
the  same  position;  and  he  thought  the  con- 
duct of  Mr.  Barry  was  open  to  very  severe 
censure.  Now,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
said  there  had  been  no  money  expended 
without  an  adequate  control  being  exer- 
cise<l  over  it.  But  he  found  that  on  the 
21st  of  March,  1844,  in  a  Committee  of 
the  House  of  Lords,  where  Mr.  Barry  was 
examined,  that  gentleman  stated  that  he 
had  made  deviations  from  the  original 
plans,  and  bad  incurred  expenditure  upon 
their  account  without  consulting  anybody. 
[The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  :  But 
that  was  before  1844.]  He  was  tracing  the 
history  of  the  case.  Mr.  Barry  had  no 
right  to  make  tkxfj  alterations  without  the 
sanction  of  the  governing  body  at  the  time. 
He  blamed  Mr.  Barry  for  this — that  they 
would  not  have  the  building  which  was 
originally  proposed,  for  the  estimate  of 
707,0002., but  that  it  would  cost  2,000,0002. 
or  2,500,0002.  That  was  a  matter  of  a 
very  grave  nature,  and  he  was  obliged  to 
his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  for  having 
brought  it  forward.  Two  years  ago  his 
hon.  and  gallant  Friend  had  called  atten- 
tion to  the  subject,  and  he  (Sir  B.  Hall) 
believed  that  from  that  time  there  had  been 
more  supervision  over  Mr.  Barry.  He 
thought  they  ought  to  have  now  a  most 


distinct  understanding  from  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  what  would  be  the  exact 
sum  required  for  finishing  the  whole — the 
time  when  the  Houses  would  be  completed, 
which  would  enable  them  to  give  up  the 
temporary  residences  now  occupied  by  the 
Speaker  and  officers  of  the  House.  Any 
one  who  had  been  in  the  New  House  of 
Commons  lately  must  have  seen  the  con- 
stant changes  and  consequent  expenditure 
which  had  been  going  on.  He  went  into 
the  House  about  a  month  ago,  and  he  then 
asked  a  man  who  appeared  to  be  a  super- 
intendent there,  what  was  the  object  of 
various  things  he  saw  there;  and  the  an- 
swer he  .received  was  that  the  man  could 
not  tell,  for  there  were  so  many  alterations 
it  was  impossible  for  him  to  say  what  Mr. 
Barry  intended  to  do.  He  remembered 
that  on  a  particular  Friday  he  went  to  the 
House  of  Commons  and  saw  a  large  gallery' 
at  the  end  of  the  chamber.  He  went  again 
on  the  following  Tuesday,  but  the  gallery 
was  gone,  and  he  was  glad  to  remark  the 
change.  There  had  been  differences  between 
Dr.  Reid  and  Mr.  Barry,  which  had  led  to 
great  expense;  but  he  must  say  that  never 
was  he  in  any  room  which  was  better  venti- 
lated than  the  present  House  of  Commons, 
and  he  thought  great  praise  was  due  to  Dr. 
Reid  for  it.  He  had  been  in  the  House 
when  there  was  only  a  small  number  of 
Members  present,  and  afterwards  later  in 
the  evening,  when  there  were  between  500 
and  600;  but  it  would  be  found  on  the  in- 
formation of  the  messenger  who  attended 
to  the  thermometers  that  they  seldom 
varied  during  the  whole  of  that  time  more 
than  from  2  to  3  degrees.  Mr.  Barry 
wished  to  get  the  whole  matter  into  his 
hands,  and  to  exclude  Dr.  Reid.  They 
had  had  quarrels  between  themselves,  and 
the  House  had  been  the  sufferers.  He 
would  only  add  that  he  hoped  Dr.  Reid 
might  continue  to  have  the  ventilation  of 
the  House. 

Mr.  T.  GREENE  said,  he  did  not  wish 
to  relieve  Mr.  Barry  from  any  of  the  re- 
sponsibility attaching  to  him.  At  the  same 
time  he  conceived  they  were  bound  to  un- 
dertake their  own  share  of  the  responsibi- 
lity. As  regarded  the  accommodation  of 
the  New  House  of  Commons,  finding  that  it 
was  not  sufficient,  Mr.  Barry  had  erected  a 
gallery  for  Members  behind  the  Speaker's 
chair,  which  being  disapproved  of,  he 
had  removed  it  again,  though  it  was  con- 
structed  to  accommodate  120  Members. 
The  next  extension  of  accommodation  was 
tried  on  the  floor  of  the  Kou»^«  ^lo^  ^>^^^ 
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side  of  which  six  rows  of  benches  had  been 
put  up;  but  it  being  found  that  they  en- 
croached too  much  on  the  width,  and  tbat 
the  floor  would  be  consequently  too  nar- 
rowed by  them,  one  bench  on  either  side 
had  to  be  removed — and  finally,  a  certain 
portion  of  the  space  allotted  to  strangers 
had  to  be  encroached  on.  However,  all 
these  alterations  had  been  sanctioned  by 
the  House;  and  he  did  not,  therefore,  see 
why  the  House  should  seek  to  avoid  its 
own  share  of  the  responsibility,  and  throw 
it  all  over  on'  Mr.  Barry. 

Sir  W.  clay  thought  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  for  Middlesex  had  hardly 
made  sufficient  allowance  for  the  great  dif- 
ficulties with  which  Mr.  Barry  had  had  to 
contend.  All  who  had  dabbled  in  bricks 
and  mortar  knew  how  hard  a  matter  it  was 
to  keep  within  original  estimates.  If  this 
'was  difficult  when  only  one  employer  was 
to  be  consulted,  how  much  more  so  must 
it  be  when  there  were  a  thousand,  every 
individual  of  whom  was  at  libertv  to  make 
■nggesdons  and  raise  objections  $  It  must 
be  remembered  that  Mr.  Barry  had  to  deal 
with  one  of  the  largest  buildings  in  the 
world,  devoted  to  various  purposes,  and 
with  respect  to  which  he  had  scarcely  any 
experience  to  guide  him.  After  all  that 
bad  been  said,  he  believed  the  event  would 
prove  that  Mr.  Barry  had  solved  the  dif- 
ficulty, and  they  would  find  themselves  in 
A  very  comfortable  and  certainly  a  very 
handsome  house,  though  he  did  not  believe 
it  could  be  more  comfortable  than  the  one 
in  which  they  now  sat.  It  was  impossible 
to  attempt  an  adequate  defence  of  Mr. 
Barry,  baoause  that  would  involve  the  ne* 
eessity  of  going  through  minute  details  to 
which  the  House  would  never  listen;  but 
the  account  furnished  at  the  beginning  of 
1849  appeared  to  him  to  contain  his  com- 
plete defence.  One  cause  of  the  increase 
of  expense  was  the  enormous  cost  of  the 
foundations,  and  another  the  arrangements 
for  ventilation.  He  quite  agreed  with  the 
hon.  Member  for  Marylebone  that  there 
never  was  a  better  ventilated  chamber  than 
the  one  in  which  they  now  sat;  and  any 
one  who  remembered  the  deadly  atmosphere 
of  the  old  House  on  a  crowded  night,  must 
feel  grateful  to  Dr.  Reid.  Perhaps,  how- 
ever, it  was  a  mistake  to  g^ve  him  co- 
ordinate power  with  Mr.  Barry  in  making 
the  arrangements.  With  respect  to  the  al- 
terations, they  had  been  approved  by  the 
Committee;  and  the  explanation  of  the 
right  hon.  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
showed  how  alight  they  had  been  since 


1844.  It  had  become  very  much  the 
fashion  to  undervalue  the  design;  but, 
speaking  the  opinions  of  many  more  com- 
petent judges  than  himself,  he  had  no  hesi- 
tation in  saying  that  it  would  be  a  noble 
and  magnificent  work,  and  would  reflect 
high  honour  on  the  architects  when  they 
were  gathered  to  their  fathers.  If  objec- 
tions might  with  justice  be  made  to  the 
site  and  order  of  architecture,  let  it  be  re- 
membered that  the  Legislature  was  answer- 
able for  both.  He  doubted  now  whether 
they  had  made  a  wise  choice  as  to  the 
latter.  [*•  Hear,  hear ! "]  It  was  very  well 
to  say  <*  Hear,  hear/'  now;  but  hon.  Mem- 
bers should  recollect  that  the  order  was 
chosen  almost  unanimously.  Probably  the 
flowing  continuous  lines  of  Grecian  archi- 
tecture might  have  been  better  adapted  to 
so  vast  a  pile;  but  taking  it  all  in  all,  he 
believed  it  would  be  as  fine  a  specimen 
of  architecture  as  the  world  had  ever 
seen. 

Mr.  DRUMMOND  said,  that  the  peo- 
ple's attention  was  directed  to  this  point — 
we  had  been  for  some  time  past  spending 
three  millions  of  money  to  make  a  House 
of  Commons,  which,  after  all,  we  had  not 
got.  It  might  be  very  true,  as  had  been 
stated,  that  the  House  of  Commons  ori- 
ginally made  choice  of  the  stvle  of  archi- 
tecture adopted  in  the  buildmg ;  but  it 
seemed  very  extraordinary  that  none  of 
the  intelligent  genUemen  composing  the 
commission  to  whom  the  architect's  plan 
was  referred,  seeing  a  blank  space  to 
represent  the  interior  of  the  House  of 
Commons,  should  ever  have  thought  of 
ascertaining  that  it  would  hold  the  persons 
for  whose  accommodation  it  was  destined. 
There  was  no  difficulty  in  determining  tho 
point.  The  commissioners  had  only  to 
take  the  fattest  Member  they  could  find, 
and  multiply  him  by  658.  [Sir  W.  Clat: 
The  House  would  then  have  been  too 
large.]  Then  the  commissioners  might 
have  taken  a  spare  Member,  and  if  he 
had  been  in  the  House  he  would  have  had 
no  objection  to  serve  as  the  model  himself. 
Here  was  a  gentleman  who  was  called  the 
best  architect  the  country  possessed,  aided 
by  several  intelligent  Lords  and  Gentle- 
men, and,  after  all,  they  had  not  built  a 
house  fit  for  its  object.  It  was  a  great 
absurdity.  He  had  no  doubt  that  Mr. 
Barry  had  considerable  difficulties  to  con- 
tend with,  and  it  was  not  fair  to  lay  all 
the  blame  on  him  ;  but  it  was  useless  to 
disguise  the  fact — make  what  alterations 
you  please,  yoa  must  at  last  knock  4owii 
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one  end  of  the  present  Honse  of  Com- 
mons. ['*Hear."]  That  must  he  done 
and  the  building  extended,  or  there  would 
he  no  room  for  Members  in  their  own 
house.  He  had  had  some  experience  with 
respect  to  ventilation,  for  he  had  had  the 
misfortune  or  pleasure  to  build  more  houses 
than  one  ;  and  he  found  that  there  was  no 
question  of  practical  soienoe  so  difficult  to 
deal  with  as  that  of  ventilation.  Many 
men  expended  large  sums  on  apparatus  for 
warming  their  houses,  and  when  winter 
eame  they  found  that  their  rooms  were  as 
cold  as  ice  cellars.  One  thing  at  least 
ought  to  he  decided  on  with  respect  to  the 
New  Houses  of  Parliament — all  display  of 
ornament  should  be  put  a  stop  to  until 
essentials  were  completed.  Nothing  could 
be  more  absurd  than  to  go  on  spending 
money  on  pictures  which  would  not  fetch 
5^  if  they  were  to  be  hawked  all  through 
Europe.  An  opinion  prerailed  in  this 
country  that  we  were  great  lovers  of  the 
fine  arts.  We  had  plenty  of  money,  and 
it  was  thought  we  had  only  to  spend  it  to 
create  as  many  Raphaels  and  Michael 
Angeloci  as  we  pleased.  Depend  on  it, 
money  would  never  make  art.  As  regard- 
ed the  brilliant  external  ornaments  of  the 
New  Houses,  they  would  all  be  utterly 
thrown  away  hut  for  the  probability  of 
their  forming  the  most  magnificent  aviary 
for  swallows  and  sparrows  the  world  ever 
saw. 

CoLOKSL  SIBTHORP  believed  it  would 
be  admitted  that  their  ancestors  transacted 
better  and  more  important  business  in  the 
Old  Houses  of  Parliament  than  was  trans- 
acted in  the  present,  or  was  likely  to  be 
transacted  in  the  New  Houses.  He  was 
aware  there  existed  a  feeling  out  of  doors 
that  many  portions  of  the  New  Houses 
were  in  a  crumbling  condition  already, 
owing  to  the  quality  of  stone  used  in  their 
construction.  He  hoped  that,  if  untrue, 
that  report  would  be  contradicted.  They 
had  already  paid  a  large  sum  of  money, 
more  than  four  times  the  original  estimate: 
and  he  hoped  the  House  would  be  informed 
as  to  how  much  more  would  be  required  to 
complete  them,  as  also  when  they  could 
obtain  possession  of  them. 

Mr.  COBDEN  thought  that  great  good 
would  come  of  the  discussion  raised  on  the 
question,  inasmuch  as  the  responsibility — 
which  had  long  been  a  debated  question — 
had  now  been  fixed  on  the  House.  He 
feared  much  that  the  total  expenditure 
would  one  day  be  revived  and  brought  as 
an  indictment  against  that  House  and  the 


constitution  of  it.  But  what  was  done 
was  done,  and  there  was  no  use  complain- 
ing. It  appeared  they  started  on  an  esti- 
mate of  700,0002. ,  and  that  they  had  now 
reached  some  two  millions.  He  had  heard 
it  stated  that  a  certain  nobleman — a  very 
competent  judge  in  such  matters — had 
estimated  the  eventual  cost  of  the  works 
as  likely  to  be  nearer  four  than  two  mil- 
lions; and  he  (Mr.  Gobden)  would  confess 
he  had  a  strong  supposition  they  were 
travelling  to  that  extent.  Therefore,  he 
was  anxious  the  House  should  take  the 
responsibility  on  itself.  He  could  not  see 
why  the  House,  when  voting  money,  should 
place  the  control  of  that  money  in  hands 
outside  the  House,  or,  why  there  should 
not  be  a  committee  of  the  House  to  man- 
age it.  He  thought  there  should  be  a 
permanent  committee,  at  least  during  the 
Session,  sitting,  who  would  be  charged 
with  all  responsibility.  As  regarded  the 
estimates  for  work  done,  he  would  observe 
that  the  estimate  then  before  them  wais 
given  without  any  reference  to  the  sums 
previously  expended.  Why  not  adopt  the 
same  plan  in  regard  to  the  estimates  for 
the  building  of  these  houses,  that  was 
adopted  in  reference  to  the  other  miscel- 
laneous estimates  ?  He  would  venture  to 
suggest  in  future,  when  the  estimates  were 
being  given,  that  the  original  estimate  and 
the  subsequent  expenditure  should  be  set 
forth,  leaving  a  margin  wherein  to  state 
the  probable  future  expenditure.  There 
would  be  an  advantage  in  such  a  plan, 
because  then  it  would  be  prominently 
brought  before  the  minds  of  hon.  Gentle- 
men every  year  ;  and  the  attention  of  the 
House,  as  well  as  of  the  country,  would 
be  called  to  the  outlay.  He  begged  to 
suggest,  as  a  means  of  providing  against 
future  extravagance,  that  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  would  give  them  to  un- 
derstand that  the  same  plan  would  be 
adopted  in  reference  to  this  as  to  other 
estimates. 

Captain  BOLDERO  could  never  under- 
stand why  Mr.  Barry  had  been  left  with- 
out any  control.  Even  at  the  eleventh 
hour  those  buildings  miffht  be  placed  under 
the  superintendence  of  the  Ordnance  De- 
partment, or  of  the  Woods  and  Forests. 
An  expenditure  much  in  excess  of  the  esti- 
mates was  usual  where  there  were  under- 
ground works;  but  there  was  no  instance 
in  which  the  original  expense  of  such  a 
building  as  the  new  Houses  of  Parliament 
had  exceeded  the  estimate  three  times. 
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expenditure  on  the  New  Houses  to  the  cir- 
cumstance that  they  had  been  designated 
by  the  magniloquent  name  of  "palace." 
When  Her  Majesty,  with  the  unostenta- 
tious taste  for  which  she  was  distinguished, 
was  content  with  the  humbler  designation 
of  a  house,  surely  her  faithful  Commons 
might  content  themselves  with  an  edifice 
of  humbler  pretensions.  He  begged  to 
ask  the  hon.  Member  for  Lancaster  how 
many  Members  could  be  accommodated  in 
the  New  House  ? 

Mr.  T.  GREENE  replied,  that  in  the 
New  House,  with  the  recent  modifications, 
the  number  of  sittings  for  Members  was 
446;  in  the  present  House  with  the  gal- 
leries the  number  was  456;  in  the  Old 
House  there  were  only  387  sittings  for 
Members. 

Sib  B.  hall  wished  to  know  what 
number  the  body  of  the  House  and  galleries 
would  contain  ? 

Mr.  T.  GREENE  replied  that  the  num- 
ber  on  the  floor  was  277,  the  number  in 
the  present  House  being  296.  The  number 
in  the  gallery  of  the  New  House  was  133, 
and  with  an  addition  of  66  would  amount 
to  199. 

Sir  B.  hall  wished  to  know  what 
number  of  Members  could  be  accommo- 
dated in  the  New  Houses,  first  in  the  body 
of  the  House,  next  in  the  side  galleries, 
then  in  the  gallery  opposite  the  Speaker's 
chair:  also  the  accommodation  for  the 
public  as  conipared  with  that  in  the  pre- 
sent House,  and  the  accommodation  for 
Peers. 

Mr.  T.  GREENE  had  not  separate  re- 
turns. Supposing  the  gallery  behind  the 
Speaker's  chair  fdlotted  to  strangers,  that 
would  hold  120.  The  present  Speaker's 
gallery  held  44,  and  the  strangers  gallery, 
70. 

Mr.  Alderman  HUMPHERY  advised 
his  hon.  Friend  to  have  a  body  of  the  me- 
tropolitan police  seated  in  the  New  House; 
the  capacity  of  the  New  Coal  Exchange 
had  been  so  tested. 

Mr.  T.  GREENE  observed,  that  a  bat- 
talion of  Guards  had  been  marched  into 
the  present  House  when  it  had  to  be  tested. 
He  hoped  the  worthy  Alderman  would  at- 
tend in  his  place  if  an  experiment  were 
made  to  test  the  capacity  of  the  New 
House. 

Mr.  Alderman  HUMPHERY  had  com- 
plained of  the  New  House  from  the  com- 
mencement, but  his  remonstrances  had 
been  scouted.  Each  lobby  would  not  contain 
more  than  150  persons,  and  if  250  went, 


on  a  division,  into  the  lobbies  they  would 
be  suffocated,  as  in  the  black  hole  of  Cal- 
cutta. The  New  House  was  a  perfectly 
ridiculous  composition,  which  reflected  no 
credit  on  anybody  who  had  anything  to  do 
with  it. 

Colonel  SIBTHORP  inquired  whether 
the  stone  used  in  the  new  buildings  was 
already  in  a  state  in  which  it  ought  not  to 
be? 

Mr.  GREENE  was  not  aware  that  there 
was  any  reason  whatever  to  complain  of 
the  stone.  There  might  be  a  stone  here 
and  there  defective;  but,  as  a  whole,  the 
stone  was  in  a  very  satisfactory  state.  The 
Geological  Society  had  adopted  the  same 
stone  for  their  own  building. 

Sir  H.  VERNEY  said,  that  the  im- 
pression left  on  his  mind  by  serving  on 
the  first  Conmiittee  on  this  subject,  after 
the  destruction  of  the  former  House,  was 
that  it  was  important  for  the  transaction  of 
business  that  the  House  should  not  be  too 
large.  If  it  accommodated  conveniently 
from  150  to  250  Members,  and  could  ad- 
mit a  crowded  House  with  some  sacrifice 
of  convenience,  that  would  be  better  than 
a  very  large  building  in  which  the  small 
average  number  of  Members  attending  the 
House  would  be  comparatively  lost ;  but 
he  rose  only  for  one  purpose,  to  urge  the 
Committee  to  admit  no  more  delay  in  com- 
pleting the  House.  The  more  delay  that 
took  place,  the  more  experiments  would 
be  tried;  the  more  expense  incurred,  the 
more  especially  of  that  expense  to  which 
he  had  a  peculiar  aversion,  that  for  tem- 
porary accommodation.  He  addressed 
himself  to  this  subject  with  great  freedom, 
because  he,  together  with  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Montrose,  had  exerted  himself  per- 
severingly  in  this  Committee  to  obtain  a 
different  site  for  the  Houses  of  Parliament, 
as  well  as  another  style  of  architecture. 
He  could  not  sit  down  without  expressing 
his  concun'ence  in  the  observations  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Marylebone,  with  refer- 
ence to  the  good  ventilation  of  the  present 
House.  Those  who  had  sat  in  the  old  one 
would  recollect  how  very  bad  its  atmosphere 
frequently  was. 

Mr.  BANKES  had  heard  the  House  of 
Commons  blamed  for  many  wasteful  ex- 
periments. The  root  of  the  evil  lay  in 
the  resolution  to  build  an  immense  edifice 
merely  because  the  chamber  occupied  by 
the  Commons  had  been  burnt  down.  The 
Lords  had  the  complaisance  to  give  up 
their  chamber  to  the  use  of  the  Commons, 
and  to  rest  contented  with  inferior  accom- 
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modation.  The  House,  however,  must 
hear  its  share  of  the  hlame;  hut  the  Go- 
yernment  of  the  daj  ought  to  hear  a  much 
larger,  hecause  it  was  they  who  laid  the 
estimates  hefore  Parliament;  and  here  he 
hegged  to  say  that  it  was  not  always  very 
easy  for  Memhers  to  know  when  Govem- 
ment  intended  to  hring  forward  particular 
parts  of  the  estimates,  and  that  if  it  had 
not  heen  for  the  astuteness  of  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Memher  for  Middlesex,  he  douhted 
whether  the  House  would  have  had  an  op- 
portunity of  discussing  the  present  ques- 
tion. For  himself,  he  had  taken  every  op- 
portunity he  could  get  of  protesting  against 
the  wasteful  expenditure  which  had  so  long 
gone  on  with  regard  to  the  new  Houses; 
and  if  the  hon.  and  gallant  Memher  for 
Middlesex  would  move  a  resolution  clearly 
expressing  dissatisfaction  on  that  point,  he 
would  vote  with  him.  With  respect  to  the 
arrangements  of  the  New  House,  he 
l>cgg6d  to  say  that  there  was  one  which 
would  he  productive  of  gi'eat  inconvenience 
—he  meant  the  distance  hetween  the  li- 
hrary  and  the  interior  of  the  House,  which, 
he  feared,  would  often  lead,  as  in  the  old 
House,  to  Memhers  heing  shut  out  from  a 
division  which  they  had  perhaps  heen  all 
night  waiting  for.  He  hegged  to  observe, 
also,  that  when  the  Houses  were  finished, 
the.  expense  of  keeping  them  up,  of  venti- 
lating, warming  and  lighting  them  and 
their  lahyrinths  of  passages,  would  he  enor- 
mous. That  was,  perhaps,  past  all  re- 
medy, hut  it  was  still  in  their  power  to  con- 
trol to  some  extent  the  expenditure  with 
regard  to  elaborate  decorations. 

Lord  R.  GROSVENOR  said,  that  the 
House  having  heard  from  the  hon.  Mem- 
her for  Lancaster  a  statement  of  the  ca- 
pacity of  the  New  House  of  Commons,  it 
might  be  interesting  for  them  to  know 
what  were  the  resolutions  of  the  Committee 
of  1835  with  reference  to  this  question. 
That  Committee  stated  that  in  their  opin- 
ion the  body  of  the  House  should  contain 
sitting  room  not  for  277  Members,  but  for 
from  420  to  460  Members — that  adequate 
accommodation  for  the  remainder  should 
be  provided  in  the  side  galleries — that,  in 
addition  to  a  gallery  behind  the  Speaker's 
chair,  there  should  be  one  at  the  lower  end 
of  the  House  large  enough  to  accommo- 
date not  120  but  loo  strangers — and  that 
retiring  rooms  should  also  be  provided  for 
strangers  to  occupy  when  the  galleries  were 
cleared.  Where  these  imaginary  retiring 
rooms  were  he  did  not  know.  The  Com- 
mittee also  recommended  that  acconunoda- 


tion  should  he  provided  for  Memhers  of  the 
other  House,  and  for  distinguished  individ- 
uals, to  the  extent  of  at  least  100  sittings; 
whereas  the  space  actually  set  apart  for 
that  purpose,  and  which  reminded  him 
more  of  the  pens  of  Smithfield  than  any- 
thing else,  would  accommodate  little  more 
than  half  a  dozen  individuals.  He  did  not 
wish  to  say  anything  against  Mr.  Barry; 
but  he  would  simply  ask  what  would  a 
private  individual  do  if  he  were  told 
that  instead  of  the  original  estimate  of 
700,0002.  being  sufficient  to  complete  his 
house,  it  would  probably  amount  to  be- 
tween 2,000,000/.  and  3,000,0001  ? 
Would  any  man  in  such  a  case  recommend 
the  architect  to  his  friends — especially  if 
he  found  that  after  incurring  that  expense 
every  inconvenience  which  had  been  expe- 
rienced in  the  old  House  had  been  tenfold 
increased  ? 

Mr.  CUBITT  said,  there  appeared  to 
he  three  subjects  on  which  dissatisfaction 
was  felt — ^namely,  expenditure,  time,  and 
space.  On  the  first  point  it  had  been  sud 
that  the  foundation  was  known  before  the 
estimate  was  presented.  That  observation 
was  applicable  only  to  the  foundation  of 
the  river  wall.  As  regarded  the  great 
mass  of  building,  no  one  could  tell  what 
cost  the  foundation  would  involve.  It  waa 
easy  enough  to  estimate  the  expense  of  an 
ordinary  style  of  building;  but  this  was  a 
description  of  building  with  respect  to 
which  architects  could  not  have  had  much 
experience.  The  drawings  laid  before  the 
contractors  could  convey  no  idea  of  the  ex- 
pense subsequently  incurred.  There  was 
no  drawing  which  would  give  a  correct  no- 
tion of  the  expense  of  the  florid  and  ornate 
style  followed  by  the  architect;  and  from 
what  he  (Mr.  Cubitt)  had  seen,  he  must 
say  that  if  he  had  attempted  to  make  an 
estimate  from  the  drawings,  it  would  not 
have  covered  the  expense  of  the  building 
when  finished.  As  one  who  had  some  re- 
gard for  his  country,  and  who  felt  some 
pride  in  having  a  seat  in  that  House,  he 
thought  the  country  had  done  well  when 
erecting  a  structure  which  would  probably 
last  for  centuries,  in  making  it  as  good  a 
work  of  art  as  could  possibly  be  made.  In 
his  opinion,  there  was  no  building  in  Eu- 
rope, whether  ancient  or  modern,  which 
could  compete  with  that  which  was  deser- 
vedly termed  the  New  Palace  of  Westmin- 
ster; and  a  country  which  could  spend  be- 
tween fifty  and  sixty  millions  annually, 
should  not,  for  such  a  purpose,  grudge 
an  expenditure  of  two  or  three  hundred 
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ihoasand  pounds  a  year  for  ten  or  twelve 
jeari. 

Mb.  B.  OSBORNE  thought  that  what- 
eyor  might  he  the  effect  of  this  dehate  in 
the  House,  it  would  he  certain  to  produce 
one  effect  out  of  it,  and  that  was,  to  show 
that  in  the  management  of  thdr  own  affairs 
they  were  totally  incompetent.  What  was 
the  history  of  this  dehate?  The  Chancel- 
lor of  the  Exchequer  had  defended  the 
share  which  the  Govemment  had  had  in 
the  huilding;  the  Commissioner  appointed 
by  that  House  had  defended  the  Commis- 
sioners; the  hon.  Member  for  Bedford  had 
eulogised  the  ventilation;  the  hon.  Baronet 
the  Member  for  the  Tower  Hamlets  had 
eulogised  Mr.  Barry,  and  had  told  them  that 
they  might  think  themselves  lucky  in  having 
employed  him,  because  posterity  would 
undoubtedly  regard  this  as  the  finest  build- 
ing in  the  world ;  and  last  of  all  came  the 
hon.  Member  for  Andover,  and  said,  that 
this  great  country  ought  not  to  complain  if 
they  were  cheated  out  of  double  the  amount 
of  the  original  estimate.  With  respect  to 
what  had  fallen  from  the  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  the  Tower  Hamlets,  he  begged 
to  say  that  it  would  afford  little  consolation 
to  hon.  Qentlemen  who  were  being  starved 
to  death  in  the  committee  rooms,  or  to 
those  who  would  hereafter  be  cramped  to 
death  in  a  House  which  could  only  acoom- 
modate  270  Members  on  the  ground-floor 
•*-it  would,  he  said,  be  little  satisfaction  to 
them  to  be  told  that  posterity  would  regard 
it  as  the  finest  building  in  the  world.  He 
was  surprised  that  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  in  his  defence,  had  given  the 
go*by  to  what  he  had  said  about  the  ex- 
travagant expense  which  was  incurred  for 
temporary  buildings  to  supply  the  place  of 
the  official  residences  which  Mr.  Barry,  in 
1842,  promised  should  be  completed  in 
eighteen  months.  It  appeared,  too,  from 
a  return  issued  in  1849,  that  whereas  the 
sum  originally  agreed  to  be  paid  by  way 
of  commission  to  the  architect  was  25,0001., 
a  claim  was  now  made  for  72,000/. ;  and 
though  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
was  in  conflict  with  him  upon  the  point  at 
this  moment,  he  should  not  wonder  if  he 
had  to  succumb.  He  called  upon  the  Go- 
vemment, whom  alone  he  regarded  as 
responsible  for  the  expenditure,  to  remodel 
the  Conmiission  which  superintended  the 
building;  and  he  suggested  that  two  addi- 
tional Members  should  be  added  to  Lord 
Sudeley  and  the  hon.  Member  for  Maryle- 
bone.  ['^No,  no!'*]  He  mentioned  the 
Jum,  Bsuronei,  because  he  knew  he  had  the 


power  of  saying  no,  and  could  shut  his 
ears  to  the  blandishments  of  Mr.  Barry. 
He  called  upon  the  Govemment  to  adopt 
steps  to  take  the  matter  out  of  the  hands 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Lancaster  and  the 
other  Members  of  the  Commission.  As 
regarded  the  general  arrangements  of  the 
New  House,  a  room  providing  on  the  floor 
for  only  270  Members,  and  for  only  about 
15  Peers,  instead  of  being  an  honour  to 
the  country  was  a  disgrace  to  the  House 
of  Commons,  and  a  satire  on  its  character ; 
and  with  reference  to  the  future,  it  was 
necessary  that  immediate  steps  should  be 
taken  to  bring  Mr.  Barry  under  some  sort 
of  control. 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  it  was  not  easy  to  please  so 
many  masters.  He  denied  Uiat  either  the 
present  Government  or  the  present  House 
of  Commons  was  responsible  for  the  ex- 
penditure, which  was  sanctioned  fifteen 
years  ago.  He  considered  himself  as  being 
responsible  only  for  the  expenditure  which 
had  taken  place  since  he  iMOcame  Chancel- 
lor of  the  Exchequer.  He  repeated  what 
he  had  said  before,  that  the  greater  portion 
of  the  expense  which  had  been  complained 
of  had  been  sanctioned  previous  to  the  ap* 
pointment  of  the  Palace  Commissioners— « 
an  appointment  which  was  strongly  advo- 
cated by  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for 
Middlesex,  and  unanimously  approved  of 
by  the  House.  No  allegation  had  been 
made  of  want  of  control  over  the  expendi- 
ture since  that  appointment;  and  it  was 
rather  hard,  therefore,  that  because  there 
was  a  want  of  control  before,  although 
there  had  been  none  since,  they  should 
visit  these  Commissioners  with  censure 
which  they  did  not  deserve.  With  regard 
to  what  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for 
Middlesex  had  said  about  the  temporary 
buildings,  he  did  not  think  that  the  expense 
was  at  all  extravagant. 

Sir  Db  L.  EVANS  wished  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  the  expenditure 
which  had  been  incurred  in  consequence  of 
the  recommendations  of  the  Commissioners 
on  the  Fine  Arts.  When  he  looked  ovor 
the  names  of  the  twenty  Commissioners, 
he  felt  something  like  awe  in  venturing  to 
find  any  fault  with  their  decisions ;  and  if 
he  thought  that  the  majority,  or  anything 
like  the  majority,  of  the  Commissioners 
were  aware  of  what  had  taken  place,  ho 
should  hardly  dare  to  say  a  woixl.  Pro- 
bably, however,  in  this  case,  as  in  others, 
one  or  two  active  persons,  or  the  Secre- 
tary, did  the  work  of  the  Conunission,  and 
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the  report  went  forth  to  the  world  with 
the  sanction  of  aathoritj.  There  was  in 
the  estimate  now  under  consideration  a 
enm  of  1,000  guineas  for  three  pictures 
to  ornament  the  refreshment  rooms  of  the 
Peers.  He  took  this  merely  as  an  illus- 
tration of  the  larish  spirit  which  had  pre- 
sided OYcr  the  whole  of  these  transactions. 
He  was  glad  to  find  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exehe* 
quer  was  prepared  to  admit  the  principle 
Uiat  all  expenditure  for  ornamental  pur- 
poses should  he  suspended  till  the  useful 
parts  of  the  huilding  had  been  completed ; 
butthere  was  one  little  exception  of  4,0001.  a 
year,  which,  he  thought,  might  be  allowed 
for  decoratiye  purposes  in  the  department  of 
the  fine  arts.  Assuming  this  to  be  the  pro- 
per limit,  he  objected  to  the  mode  in  which 
the  encouragement  proposed  to  be  given 
to  the  fine  arts  was  to  be  carried  out;  and, 
instead  of  having  an  account  of  the  manner 
in  which  the  distribution  of  encouragement 
had  been  made  during  the  past  year,  he 
would  rather  have  the  items  of  the  money 
proposed  to  be  spent  in  this  way  for  the 
next  year.  In  the  present  estimate,  the 
House  of  Commons  were  informed  that 
4,950{.  had  been  laid  out  during  the  past 
year  in  a  manner  which  was  now  beyond 
their  control.  Thus  2002.  was  put  down 
for  one  quarter's  salary  to  Mr.  Dyce  for 
painting  the  Queen's  robing-room,  and 
d00{.  for  a  cartoon  and  fresco  of  St.  Ce- 
cilia, in  the  upper  waiting-hall.  Next, 
there  was  an  item  of  4002.  for  a  cartoon 
and  fresco  of  Lear  and  Cordelia,  also  in 
the  upper  waiting-hall ;  and  no  less  than 
1,8002.  was  set  down  for  models  for  sta- 
tues for  the  House  of  Lords.  If  this  was 
the  sum  charged  for  the  models,  he  wanted 
to  know  what  the  statues  themselves  would 
cost?  He  should  positively  oppose  the 
vote  for  1,0502.  for  Mr.  Landseer's  three 
pictures  for  the  Peers'  refreshment-rooms, 
though  this  was  a  mere  trifle  in  the  recom- 
mendations of  the  Commissioners.  If  the 
House  went  on  from  year  to  year  with 
4,0002.  as  the  limit  for  decorations,  it 
would  require  fifty  years  to  complete  the 
ornamental  part  of  the  structure  if  the  re- 
commendations of  the  Commission  were  to 
be  carried  out.  With  regard  to  the  three 
pictures  for  the  Peers'  refreshment  rooms, 
they  could  not  be  seen  by  the  public  at  all; 
because  they  were  placed  in  the  dining- 
room  of  the  House  of  Lords,  and  even  the 
Peers  themselves  used  the  apartment  but 
seldom.  The  light  in  the  room  was  very 
imperfect,  and  noble  Lorda  had  Qot  par- 


taken of  dinner  there,  as  he  was  told,  for 

the  last  two  months.     He  understood  that 

670  statues  had  been  recommended  for 

erection,  all  of  the  heroic  size,  made  of 

bronze,  and  covered  with  unburnished  gild* 

ing.     He  did  not  deny  that  the  present 

was  a  fit  opportunity  for  promoUng  the 

fine  arts,  but  he  thought  that  some  limit 

ought  to  be  {daced  upon  the  expenditure 

incurred.     He  found  that  Lord  Sudeley,  a 

noble  Lord  who  was  as  accurate  a  judge 

on  matters  of  taste  as  any  person,  said,  in 

1844,  in  answer  to  some  observations  by 

Mr.  Barry— 

*«  If  the  buildings  of  the  Houses  of  Parliament 
are  meant  for  the  fine  arts,  Mr.  Barrj  may  be 
correct  in  his  observation ;  but  I  consider  that 
the  Houses  of  Parliament  are  built  for  no  such 
purpose,  and  that  though  the  fine  arts  ought  to 
be  called  in  for  the  purpose  of  embelliBhing  them, 
no  neoessary  architectural  arrangements  should 
be  altered  upon  their  account." 

He  would  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Bx« 
chequer  to  inquire  what  orders  had  been 
given  to  the  artists  employed,  for  he  should 
be  very  sorry  to  do  anything  harsh  towards 
them,  as  they  were  not  responsible  for 
what  had  been  done.  He  observed  that 
there  were  '*  engagements  entered  into, 
but  not  yet  paid,"  in  this  estimate,  and  a 
sum  of  2,2502.  was  put  down  for  these 
enffacrements  next  year. 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  that  his  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  had  admitted  that  the  present  vraa 
a  fit  opportunity  for  encouraging  the  fine 
arts;  and  he  would  remind  the  House  that 
this  matter  had  been  already  considered 
and  settled.  With  the  sanction  of  both 
Houses  of  Parliament  this  Commission  waa 
appointed,  and  he  must  say,  with  all  de* 
ference  to  the  House  of  Commons,  that 
they  would  make  a  very  bad  committee  of 
taste.  What  had  passed  to-night  oon-> 
vinced  him  that  they  were  the  worst  poa- 
siblo  body  to  select  or  to  superintend  the 
execution  of  works  of  taste.  He  thought 
that  the  arrangement  made  two  years  ago 
was  the  best  arrangement  that  could  be 
made  under  the  circumstances,  and  he  dis- 
claimed the  expression  of  any  opinion  on 
what  had  been  done.  The  House,  how- 
ever, would  forgive  him  for  saying  that  a 
selection  made  by  them  would  not  be  likely 
to  lead  to  a  satisfactory  result.  On  the 
question  of  the  sum  to  be  allotted  for  the 
purposes  of  decoration,  the  Treasury  was 
supreme,  and  not  the  Commissioners;  but 
the  distribution  of  a  sum  of  4,0002.  waa 
left  to  their  discreUon,  and  he  thought  that 
their  discretion  waa  better  ihaxi.  asK^  ^\as^ 
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tbe  House  of  Commons  could  exercise.  Of 
course  tho  House  might  at  any  time  refuse 
a  vote;  but,  upon  the  whole,  he  thought 
the  matter  had  better  bo  left  where  it 
was^ 

Mr.  STANFORD  wished  to  know  whe- 
ther the  hon.   and  gallant   Member  for 
Westminster   made    his    objections  from 
economical  views?    With  regard  to  the 
fine  arts,  he  was  sure   that  hardlj  any 
hon.  Member  could  be  found  who  would 
not  admit,  that  before  the  Commission  had 
been  appointed  in  connexion  with  the  build- 
ing of  the  Houses  of  Parliament,  the  school 
of  historic  art  had  been  always  wanting. 
In  a  valuable  little  work,  called  the  Fine 
Arts  Almanack,  it  was   stated  that  the 
great  historic  school  of  art  had  not  arisen 
tmtil  the  burning  of  both  Houses  of  Par- 
liament had  exposed  the  nakedness  of  the 
land  relative  to  historic  painting.     When 
we  viewed  the  great  exhibition  of  cartoons 
and  oil  paintings  which  had  followed  that 
calamity,  there  was  no  Englishmen  but  felt 
the  opprobrium  that  had  hung  upon  this 
country  in  the  want  of  this  school  of  art. 
The  splendid  works  of  genius  that  were 
then  produced  gave  a  triumphant  contra- 
diction to  the  charge  of  being  deficient  in 
great  painters,  and  relieved  this  country 
from  the  charge  that  had  heretofore  stood 
against  us.     It  was  known  to  every  dilet' 
tante  that  it  was  impossible  to  give  full  en- 
couragement to  the  arts  unless  they  fur* 
nishcd  large  and  spacious  walls  for  exhi- 
biting frescoes  and  historical  pictures.  The 
only  opportunity  they  had  for  encouraging 
such  arts  was,  when  they  were  erecting 
large  buildings  like  these  New  Houses  of 
Parliament,  and  when  they  could  command 
the  talents  of  the  ablest  men  in  the  profes- 
sion.    It  was  becoming  a  great  nation  like 
this  to  take  a  high  stand  in  the  historical 
school  of  art.     Even  looking  at  the  ques- 
tion in  an  economical  point  of  view,  he 
was  ready  to  meet  the  objections  of  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  Westminster. 
The  hon.  and  gallant  Member  must  admit 
that  it  was  beneficial  to  the  manufacturing 
interest  to  form  a  high  school  of  design, 
and  every  one  knew  at  what  a  disadvan- 
tage our  manufacturers  would  be  placed  in 
competition  with  the  productions  of  foreign 
countries  if  we  had  not  this  school  of  de- 
sign.    On  all  these  grounds  he  thought 
that  this  sum  of  4,000/.  yearly  for  the  en- 
couragement of  the  school  of  arts  and  the 
promotion  of  the  school  of  design  was  the 
most  economical  and  beneficial  vote  that 
ihiaSouBe  could  come  to.    He  hoped  that 


this  vote  would  have  the  effect  which  we  all 
so  much  desired — ^that  men  of  talent,  taste, 
and  judgment,  would  be  chosen  to  give 
eifect  to  and  to  execute  these  designs.  No 
one  could  read  the  name  of  Edwin  Land- 
seer  without  feeling  persuaded  that  we 
had  chosen  one  of  the  greatest  artists  in 
this  or  any  other  country.  He  felt  that 
the  Committee  would  be  fully  justified  in 
agreeing  to  this  vote. 

Sir  B.  hall  said,  that  what  his  hon. 
and  gallant  Friend  the  Member  for  West- 
minster generally  objected  to  was  not  the 
appropriation  of  4,0002.  per  annum  to  the 
particular  purpose,  but   the  arrangement 
that  the  application  of  the  sum  was  not  to 
be  subject  to  the  previous  sanction  of  the 
House  of  Commons ;   and  what  he  espe- 
cially objected  to  was,  that  1,0502.  should 
be  given  for  pictures  which  were  to  be  put 
up  in  a  place  where  nobody  but  the  cooks 
and  waiters  of  the  House  of  Lords,   or 
perhaps  a  stray  Peer  or  two,  would  see 
them.     He  quite  concurred  in  his  hon.  and 
gallant  Friend's  objections.     His  hon.  and 
gallant  Friend  had  mentioned  the  proposed 
item  of  1,8002.  for  models  of  statues  for 
the  House  of  Lords.     He  did  not  know 
whether  other  Members  had  seen  any  of 
these  models:  he  had.     The  Commission, 
in  their  eighth  report,  gave  an  account  of 
their  having  deputed  a  Committee  to  in- 
spect these  models,  and  set  forth  how  the 
Committee,   adapting  their  views  to  the 
narrow  niches  to  which  the  statues  were 
fated,  restrictive  of  anything  like  attitudes, 
sanctioned  for  the  statues  a  severe  form, 
free  from  violence  of  action.     The  Com- 
mittee was  aware  that  the  first  statues  to 
be  erected  were  eighteen  in  number,  re- 
presenting the  prelates  and  barons  who 
signed  Magna  Charta.     Anxious  to  ob- 
serve the  effect  of  this  particular  encour- 
agement of  the  fine  arts  upon  sculpture, 
he  called  upon  a  countrymen  of  his,  Mr. 
Thomas,  of  Belgrave-place,  well  known  for 
many  admirable    productions,   and  there 
saw  the  models  in  the  required  severity, 
of  the  Archbishop  of  Canterbury  and  the 
Earl  of  Pembroke  of  the  time.     He  asked 
Mr.  Thomas  how  it  was  that  the  statues 
had    such    extremely    narrow    shoulders, 
for  they  were  narrower  from  shoulder  to 
shoulder  than  any  man  he  (Sir  B.  Hall) 
ever  saw  in  his  life.     Mr.  Thomas  replied, 
**  Mr.  Barry  will  not  allow  us  room  for 
them.''     [Laughter,^     If  any  hon.  Mem- 
ber doubted  his  assertion,  let  them  go  to 
Mr.  Thomas's  studio,  and   see   how  the 
barona  gf  old  have  been  curtailed  of  their 
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fair  proportions.  This,  then,  was  the  way 
in  which  they  were  encouraging  the  fine 
arts.  It  was  preposterous  that  the  archi- 
tect, who  had  designed  the  gaudy  and 
meretricious  looking  chamber  for  the  meet- 
ings of  the  Lords,  should  not  give  the 
artists  who  were  called  upon  to  decorate 
that  room  sufficient  space  for  their  sub- 
jects. The  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for 
Westminster  had  alluded  to  the  pictures 
which  were  to  be  placed  in  the  refresh- 
ment room  of  the  House  of  Lords.  The 
Commissioners  stated  in  one  of  their  re- 
ports, that  they  were  of  opinion  that  the 
conditions  of  light  in  that  room,  and  other 
circumstances,  were  such  as  to  render  it 
questionable  what  subjects  and  styles  of 
painting  would  be  adapted  to  the  depart- 
ment; and  they  subsequently  recommend- 
ed that  Mr.  Edwin  Landseer's  paintings 
should  be  placed  in  that  room,  one  of  the 
worst  in  the  building,  and  one  to  which 
the  public  would  not  have  access.  It  was 
well  known  that  Mr.  Edwin  Landseer  was 
at  the  very  head  of  his  branch  of  the  pro- 
fession; and  the  Commissioners  ought, 
therefore,  to  have  selected  some  room  for 
his  paintings  where  they  could  be  seen  to 
advantage.  Looking  at  the  question  in  an 
economical  point  of  riew,  he  (Sir  B.  Hall) 
would  say,  that  if  40,000i.  or  50,000/.,  in- 
stead  of  4,000^,  would  advance  the  pro- 
gress of  art  in  this  country,  he  would 
gladly  vote  for  grants  to  that  amount;  but 
ho  objected  to  voting  money  for  the  pur- 
chase of  works  of  art  which  were  to  be 
excluded  from  public  inspection. 

Viscount  MAHON  did  not  feel  himself 
entitled  to  make  any  statement  on  behalf 
of  the  Fine  Arts  Commission,  to  which  re- 
ference had  been  made;  but,  as  a  member 
of  that  Commission,  he  wished  to  offer  to 
the  Committee  a  few  remarks  on  this  sub- 
ject. The  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for 
Westminster  had  stated  his  opinion  that  of 
the  many  distinguished  men  whoso  names 
appeared  on  the  Commission  very  few  took 
an  active  part  in  the  proceedings  of  the 
board,  and  that  probably  all  the  work  was 
done  by  the  Secretary,  or  by  one  or  two  ac- 
tive persons  who  co-operated  with  him.  He 
(Lord  Mahon)  could  assure  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  that  he  was  altogether  in 
error  on  that  point.  The  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  need  not,  however,  take  this 
assurance  merely  on  his  (Viscount  Ma- 
hon's)  authority.  The  meetings  of  the 
Commissioners  were  regularly  mentioned 
in  the  public  papers,  and  the  names  of  the 
members  who  attended  were  given;  and  if 
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the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  took  the 
trouble  to  examine  the  list  of  meetings,  he 
would  find  that  they  were  generally  fully 
attended.  But,  further,  the  reports  of  the 
Commissioners  were  sent  round  to  each 
Commissioner  for  consideration  and  ap- 
proval, and  any  Commissioner  who  did  not 
approve  of  the  reports  would  withhold  his 
signature.  The  hon.  Member  might, 
therefore,  be  able  to  judge  from  the  sig- 
natures attached  to  each  report  whether 
the  recommendations  contained  in  those 
documents  were  or  were  not  consonant 
with  the  opinions  of  the  majority  of  the 
body.  The  hon.  and  gallant  Member  had 
further  said  that  the  Commissioners  had 
recommended  the  erection  of  several  hun- 
dred statues;  but  on  that  point  also  he  was 
in  error. 

Sir  De  L.  EVANS  explained  that  he 
had  said  that  the  erection  of  these  statues 
was  recommended  in  reports  laid  before 
the  House  by  the  Commissioners;  but, 
while  some  of  those  reports  were  the  re- 
ports of  the  Commissioners  themselves, 
others  did  not  come  directly  from  them, 
although  under  their  authority. 

Viscount  MAHON  said,  the  matter 
stood  thus :  The  Commissioners  designed 
to  erect  a  certain  but  a  smaller  number  of 
statues.  In  the  first  instance,  they  ap- 
pointed a  Committee  to  consider  the  names 
of  those  persons  who  might  justly  claim 
such  an  honour,  and  the  Committee  sent  in 
a  very  extensive  list  of  persons  who  had 
been  distinguished  in  the  history  of  this 
country,  or  for  their  attainments  in  science 
and  literature.  That,  however,  was  merely 
a  table  for  selection,  and  the  number  of 
statues  actually  sanctioned  by  the  Com- 
mission, independently  of  the  statues  for 
the  niches  in  the  House  of  Lords,  if  he  re- 
membered rightly,  did  not  exceed  eighteen. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  had,  therefore,  mis- 
taken the  general  list  for  subsequent  selec- 
tion for  the  list  for  actual  execution.  With 
regard  to  the  pictures  which  it  was  pro- 
posed to  place  in  the  Peers'  refreshment 
room,  the  Commissioners  bad  felt  that  in 
an  undertaking  for  the  promotion  of  Bri- 
tish art,  they  would  but  inadequately  con- 
sult the  interests  of  that  ai*t  if  they  did 
not  accord  a  placo  to  the  distinguished  ge- 
nius of  Mr.  Edwin  Landseer.  That  gen- 
tleman was  so  eminent  in  his  own  branch 
of  art,  that  the  Commissioners  felt  it  in- 
cumbent upon  them  to  find  some  place 
where  his  productions  might  be  placed,  and 
he  was  commissioned  to  paint  three  pic- 
tures.    The  hon,  and  ^ilW\.  \&^\£^^\  Vst 
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Westminster  had,  on  a  former  occasion, 
raised  a  laugh  in  the  House  hy  ohserving 
that  the  subjects  of  those  pictures  were 
connected  witn  the  cha^e;  but  if  the  House 
concurred  in  the  opinion  that  some  tribute 
was  due  to  the  genius  of  Mr.  Edwin  Land- 
seer,  they  could  hardly  expect  that  genius 
to  be  exerted  on  any  subjects  but  those  on 
which  it  had  been  so  conspicuously  display- 
ed. The  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for 
Westminster  and  the  hon.  Member  for 
Marylebone  took  exception,  however,  to  the 
apartment  in  which  it  was  proposed  that 
these  pictures  should  be  placed — the  Peers' 
refreshment  room.  He  (Viscount  Mahon) 
would  state  explicitly  that  he  believed  the 
Commissioners  would  have  been  very  de- 
sirous to  find  some  other  site  for  them,  and 
on  two  occasions  a  considerable  body  of 
the  Commissioners  visited  various  rooms  in 
the  new  Houses  with  the  view  of  ascer- 
taining whether  any  more  appropriate  site 
could  be  found;  but  considenng  the  sub- 
jects of  those  pictures,  which  would  not  be 
suitable  to  every  kind  of  decoration,  and 
considering,  also,  the  manner  in  which  the 
spaces  in  other  apartments  were  intended 
to  be  supplied,  the  Commissioners,  after 
anxious  consideration,  came  to  the  conclu- 
sion that  no  place  would  be  more  suitable, 
or  less  unsuitable,  for  Mr.  Edwin  Land- 
seer's  paintings  than  the  apartment  which 
had  been  selected.  It  never  was  their  in- 
tention, however,  that  the  public  should  be 
excluded  from  the  advantage  of  inspecting 
these  pictures.  The  time  for  the  inspec- 
tion by  the  public  of  the  Houses  of  Par- 
liament, and  of  the  apartments  connected 
with  them,  would  be  in  the  morning,  when 
the  Members  were  not  engaged  in  the 
transaction  of  business;  and  the  Commis- 
sioners certainly  intended  that  the  Peers' 
refreshment  room,  with  any  pictures  it 
contained,  should  be  as  accessible  to  the 
public  as  any  other  portion  of  the  building. 
With  respect  to  the  niches  for  statues  in 
the  House  of  Lords,  he  did  not  think  any 
blame  could  justly  attach  to  the  architect 
on  account  of  their  size,  for  it  was  obvious 
that  if  it  had  been  desirable  to  afford  a 
greater  play  of  limb  or  development  of 
figure  to  the  statues,  they  need  only  have 
heen  made  somewhat  smaller.  The  Com- 
mittee would  remember,  however,  that  the 
statues  for  these  niches  were  those  of  the 
Bnrons  who  signed  Magna  Charta,  and  it 
would  be  necessary  for  the  artists  to  ad- 
here to  the  costume  and  style  of  art  of 
that  period  which,  as  they  knew,  was 
zoarked  by  a  certain  rigidity  and  want  of 


play  of  limb.  The  Commissioners  had  not 
come  to  their  conclusions  without  careful 
deliberation;  they  had  presented  yearly  re- 
ports, they  had  been  in  constant  communi- 
cation with  the  Government;  and  under 
these  circumstances  he  hoped  that  the 
House  might  not  be  inclined  to  take  any 
course  implying  blame  to  them,  or  cancel- 
ling the  decision  at  which  they  had  ar- 
rived. 

Mb.  B.  OSBORNE  said,  the  noble  Lord 
told  them  that  the  Commissioners  had  se- 
lected the  least  unsuitable  situation  they 
could  find  for  Mr.  Edwin  Landsecr's  pic- 
tures. They  were,  however,  to  be  put  into 
a  dark  room,  resembling  the  cabin  of  a  ship, 
where  they  could  not  be  seen  for  two  hours 
any  day  in  the  year.  Ho  (Mr.  Osborne) 
denied  altogether  that  the  New  Houses  of 
Parliament  were  built  for  the  purpose  of 
encouraging  the  fine  arts.  It  was  very 
well  for  Gentlemen  to  tell  them  that 
they  were  to  encourage  the  fine  arts  by 
giving  large  sums  of  money  to  artists  at 
the  top  of  their  profession;  but  he  chal- 
lenged any  one  to  show  that  the  fine  arts 
had  been  encouraged  by  such  means.  He 
objected,  however,  to  the  pictures  of  Mr. 
Edwin  Landseer,  who  was  at  the  top  of  his 
profession  not  only  in  thi^  country  but  in 
the  world,  being  placed  in  the  cabin  to 
which  it  was  proposed  to  consign  them.  It 
was  very  well  for  some  nineteen  noble  Lords 
and  dilettanti  Gentlemen  to  meet  in  the 
morning,  and  spepd  the  public  tnoney  in 
encouraging  the  fine  arts;  but  he  objected 
to  this  Fine  Arts  Commission  altogether, 
and  if  any  one  would  second  him  he  would 
move  its  abolition,  and  would  divide  tlie 
House  on  the  question.  The  Members  of 
that  House  had  a  duty  to  perform  beyond 
that  of  a  commission  of  public  taste.  They 
were  supervisors  of  the  public  purse;  and 
he  objected  to  tlie  expenditure  of  large 
sums  of  money  upon  Barous  with  narrow 
shoulders  who  were  to  be  crammed  into 
the  inconvenient  positions  they  had  heard 
described.  Certainly  such  narrow-shoul- 
dered Barons  would  never  have  wrung 
Magna  Charta  from  the  Crown. 

Colonel  R  A  WD  ON  thought  that  House 
was  of  all  places  the  least  suitable  for  a  dis- 
cussion on  the  fine  arts.  He  might  state, 
however,  that  he  had  been  a  Member  of 
the  Committee  of  that  House  which  origi- 
nated the  commission  that  had  been  re- 
ferred to,  and  one  of  their  principal  sub- 
jects of  consideration  was  how  far  tho 
erection  of  the  New  Houses  might  be  made 
tho  means  of  promoting  the  fine  arta  in 
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this  country.  The  determination  of  that 
Committee  caused  a  great  sensation  among 
young  artists,  who  looked  forward  to  op- 
portunities which  had  never  hefore  been 
afforded  them  of  exercising  and  displaying 
their  talents.  He  was  astonished  that  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  Westminster 
should  talk  of  the  lavish  expenditure  on 
these  objects,  and  should  say  that  it  had 
not  tended  to  the  advancement  of  art.  If 
that  hon.  Gentleman  looked  at  the  frescoes 
which  had  been  painted  in  the  House  of 
Lords  by  young  men  who  were  previously 
almost  unknown,  in  a  material  which  was 
perfectly  new  in  this  country — if  he  ab- 
served  the  extraordinary  execution  of  Mr. 
Dyce's  fresco,  and  also  the  admirable  man- 
ner in  which  Mr.  Maclise  had  accomplished 
his  painting,  would  he  then  maintain  that 
nothing  had  been  done  for  the  promotion 
of  art  ?  The  hon.  Member  for  Marylebone 
had  found  fault  with  the  statues;  but  if  hon. 
Gentlemen  went  into  Westminster  Abbey, 
or  any  other  Gothic  building,  they  would 
find  that  the  statues  were,  as  had  been 
said,  in  a  position  of  rigidity,  and  that  any 
violence  of  action  would  be  totally  at  vari- 
ance with  the  style  of  the  buildings  they 
were  intended  to  adorn. 

Lord  C.  HAMILTON  said,  that  when 
the  commission  was  first  established,  it  was 
not  understood  that  the  New  Houses  of 
Parliament  were  to  be  galleries  for  pic- 
tures and  statues.  The  whole  proceedings 
connected  with  the  erection  of  the  New 
Houses  had  been  marked  by  the  most  dis- 
graceful bungling,  and  an  utter  absence  of 
everything  like  management.  At  first  it 
was  a  question  whether 200,0001.,  300,000^. 
500,000^,  or  700,000^.,  should  be  expend- 
ed in  all.  The  latter  estimate  was  ulti- 
mately selected,  and  how  closely  it  had  been 
followed,  the  House  and  the  country  were 
now  aware.  If  the  object  were  to  build  a 
House  of  Parliameut  which  should  serve 
as  a  picture  gallery  and  a  sculpture  gallery, 
let  an  architect  be  appointeil  who  could 
adapt  the  building  for  those  purposes,  and 
not  one  who  prepared  niches  for  figures  so 
small  that  they  were  obliged  to  be  denuded 
of  their  arms  and  shoulders  before  they 
could  be  got  in  them.  Then,  they  were 
told  of  the  importance  of  encouraging  his- 
torical, painting  in  the  decoration  of  these 
buildings.  He  did  not  understand  much 
of  the  fine  arts,  it  was  true,  and  that  might 
account  for  his  being  totally  at  a  loss  to 
see  how  placing  these  pictures,  illustrative 
of  the  chase,  in  the  refreshment  rooms, 
where  they  would  be  concealed  from  the 


public,  could  be  any  encouragement  to  his- 
torical painting.  With  regard  to  the  hon- 
our which  would  be  done  to  the  genius  of 
Mr.  Edwin  Landsecr,  by  giving  him  the 
order  to  paint  these  pictures,  it  was  well 
known  that  that  eminent  painter  was  con- 
stantly solicited  in  vain  to  paint  bj  noble- 
men and  others,  who  were  anxious  to  be- 
come possessed  of  his  pictures  at  any  price; 
and  to  ask  him  to  pain  pictures  for  the 
purpose  of  decorating  the  walls  of  a  dark 
room,  which  would  be  closed  the  greater 
part  of  the  year,  and  where  they  could  be 
seen  for  scarcely  two  hours  a  day  when 
open,  was  absurd.  Instead  of  encouraging, 
this  looked  very  like  burying  high  art. 
Unless  they  opened  the  Houses  of  Parlia- 
ment, including  galleries,  lobbies,  and  re- 
freshment rooms,  wherever  there  were  pic- 
tures, all  the  year  round  to  the  public  free, 
and  without  the  necessity  of  applying  for 
tickets,  it  was  useless  to  talk  of  it  as  a 
national  encouragement  t3  the  fine  arts. 
He  should  vote  fer  the  proposition  of  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  Westminster, 
not  with  the  view  of  casting  any  slur  on  the 
commission,  or  of  disputing  the  high  art  of 
Mr.  !E)dwin  Landseer,  but  because  of  the 
unfitness  of  the  room  in  which  the  pictures 
were  to  be  placed. 

Colonel  DUNNE  protested  against 
sums  being  lavished  upon  objects  of  na- 
tional vanity,  while  the  hospitals  of  Dub- 
lin were  to  be  robbed  of  the  trifling  sum 
they  had  hitherto  received.  He  appealed 
to  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  Ar- 
magh, and  every  Irish  Member,  whether 
they  could  vote  for  such  an  appropriation 
of  public  money.  Much  as  they  were  in 
Ireland  called  blunderers,  he  did  not  think 
they  would  there  have  erected  a  hall  for  a 
particular  purpose,  and  then  find  out,  when 
it  was  built,  that  it  would  not  hold  the  650 
Members  who  were  to  assemble  in  it. 

Colonel  RAWDON  said,  it  was  most 
unjust  to  him  to  let  it  go  forth  to  Ireland 
that  he  wished  to  rob  the  hospitals  of  Dub- 
lin to  lavish  the  money  on  the  refreshment 
room  of  the  House  of  Lords.  There  was 
no  hon.  Member  more  anxious  for  the  pros- 
perity of  those  establishments. 

Colonel  DUNNE  assured  his  hon.  and 
gallant  Friend  that  he  never  supposed  that 
he  wished  to  rob  the  hospitals  :  he  had  the 
sincerest  regard  for  his  hon.  Friend. 

Sir  De  L.  EVANS  did  not,  by  the  pro- 
position which  he  had  made,  intend  to  cast 
any  reflection  on  the  Commission  of  the 
Fine  Arts,  or  on  the  distinguished  artist 
who  had  bocn  named.     He  ob^ecti^d  tA  ^io^^ 
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subject  of  the  pictures,  while  so  many  other 

more  suitable  pictures  illustrative  of  events 

in  the  history  of  this  country,  in  Europe, 

or  the  East,  could  be  placed  there. 

Afterwards  Motion  made,  and  Question 

put — 

'*That  a  sum,  not  cxceedino^  103,660/.  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum  ne- 
oessary  to  defiray,  to  the  Slat  day  of  March,  1851, 
the  Expense  of  the  Works  at  the  Now  IIouscs  of 
Parliament." 

The  Committee  divided  :  —  Ayes  94; 
Koes  75 :  Majority  19. 

List  of  the  Ates. 


Adderley,  C.  B. 
Alcook,  T. 
Arohdall,  Gapt.  M. 
Arkwright,  G. 
Bailoy,  J. 
Baldock,  E.  U. 
Baldwin,  C.  B. 
Bankes,  6. 
Bass,  M.  T. 
Berkeley,  hon.  U.  F. 
Best,  J. 

Blaokstone,  W.  S. 
Blandford,  Marq.  of 
Boldero,  H.  G. 
Bouverio,  hon.  E.  P, 
Boyd,  J. 
Broadley,  H. 
Carew,  W.  U.  P. 
Castlcreagh,  Visct. 
Cavendish,  hon.  G.  II. 
Cayley,  E.  S. 
OhapUn,  W.  J. 
Childers,  J.  W. 
CUfford,  11.  M. 
Cobdon,  R. 
Colvilc.  C.  R. 
Crawford,  W.  S. 
Dalrympio,  Oapt. 
Disraeli,  B. 
Dodd,  G. 
Drummond,  H. 
Duncan,  G. 
Donne,  Col. 
Du  Pro,  C.  G. 
Estcoort,  J.  B.  B. 
Evans,  J. 
Fagan,  W. 
Farrer,  J. 
Goddard,  A.  L. 
Granger,  T.  C. 
Greene,  J. 
Grogan,  E. 
Hall,  Sir  B. 
Hamilton,  Lord  C. 
Hardcastle,  J.  A. 
Hastio,  A. 
Heyworth,  L. 
Hildyard,  R.  C. 
Hood,  Sir  A. 


Hotham,  Lord 
Johnstone,  Sir  J. 
Keating,  R. 
Kershaw,  J. 
lung,  hon.  P.  J.  L. 
Langston,  J.  H. 
Law,  hon.  C.  E. 
Lennox,  Lord  H.  G. 
Lushington,  C. 
Maokie,  J. 
M  icnaghten.  Sir  £. 
Manners,  Lord  J. 
Milner,  W.  M.  E. 
Molesworth,  Sir  W. 
Mowatt,  F. 

Newry  &  Mome,  Visct. 
Ogle,  S.  C.  H. 
Ord.W. 

Pechell,  Sir  G.  B. 
Plowden,  W.  II.  C. 
Repton,  G.  W.  J. 
Romilly,  Col. 
Salwey,  Col. 
Sandars,  G. 
ScuUy,  F. 
Shafto,  R.  D. 
Sibthorp,  Col. 
Smith,  rt.  hon.  R.  V. 
Smollett,  A. 
Stanley,  E. 
Stanley,  hon.  E.  H. 
Stan8field,W.  R.C. 
Stuart,  Lord  D. 
Tenison,  E.  K. 
Thicknesse,  R.  A. 
Thompson,  Col. 
ToUemachc,  J. 
Trollope,  Sir  J. 
Turner,  G.  J. 
Waddington,  H.  S. 
Walmsley,  Sir  J. 
Westhead,  J.  P.  B. 
Williams,  J. 
Wood,  W.  P. 
Wyld,  J. 

TBLLER8. 

Evans,  Sir  D.  L. 
Osborne,  R.  B. 


List  of  the  Noes, 


Adair,  R.  A.  S. 
Anson,  hon.  Col. 
ArmMtroDg,  Sir  A, 


Armstrong,  R.  B. 
Baines,  rt.  hon.  M.  T. 
Bellew,  R.  BC. 


Berkeley,  Adm. 
Bowles,  Adm. 
Brockman,  E.  D. 
Brothcrton,  J. 
Busfield,  W. 
Butler,  P.  S. 
Campbell,  hon.  W.  F. 
Clay,  J. 
Clay,  SirW. 
Cockbum,  A.  J.  E. 
Cowpcr,  hon.  W.  F. 
Craig,  Sir  W.  G. 
Dundas,  Adm. 
Dundas,  rt.  hon.  Sir  D. 
Ebrington,  Visct. 
Elliot,  hon.  J.  E. 
Ferguson,  Sir  R.  A. 
Forster,  M. 
Freestun,  Col. 
Grace,  0.  D.  J. 
Greene,  T. 
Grey,  rt.  hon.  Sir  G. 
Grey,  R.  W. 
Grosvenor,  Lord  R. 
GrosTenor,  flarl 
Harris,  hon.  Capt. 
Harris,  R. 
Hatchell,  J. 
Hawes,  B. 

Hayter,  rt.  hon.  W.  G. 
Hobhouse,  rt.  hon.  Sir  J. 
Hobhouso,  T.  B. 
Hope,  H.  T. 
Howard,  hon.  £.  G.  G. 
Jervis,  Sir  J. 
Jones,  Capt. 


Labouchcre,  rt.  hon.  H. 
Lascelles,  hon.  W.  S. 
Lewis,  G.  C. 
Lindsay,  hon.  Col. 
M'Neil,  D. 
Mahon,  Visct. 
Blatheson,  J. 
Matheson,  Col. 
Maule,  rt.  hon.  F. 
Mitchell,  T.  A. 
Mundy,  W. 
Parker,  J. 
Pelham,  hon.  D.  A. 
Rawdon,  Col. 
Rich,  H. 
Romilly,  Sir  J. 
Russell.  F.  C.  H. 
Soholefiold.  W. 
Seymour,  Lord 
Sheil,  rt.  hon.  R.  L. 
Simeon,  J. 
Smith,  J.  A. 
Smith,  M.  T. 
Somerville,  rt.hn.SirW. 
Stanford,  J.  F. 
Tancred,  H.  W. 
Thornely,  T. 
Townshend,  Capt. 
Williamson,  Sir  H. 
Wilson,  J. 
Wilson,  M. 
Wood,  rt.  hon.  Sir  C. 
Wyyill,  M. 

TBLLSaS. 

HiU,  Lord  M. 
Howard,  Lord  E. 


The  tiro  next  votes,  namely,  (5.)  300^, 
Works,  Isle  of  Man;  (6.)  92,874Z.,  Holy- 
head Harhour,  were  agreed  to. 

SUPPLY— PUBLIC  WORKS  (IRELAND). 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed — 

"  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  18,093^  he  granted 
to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray  the  Expense  of  main- 
taining the  several  Public  Buildings  in  the  Dc<. 
partment  of  the  Commissioners  of  Public  Works 
in  Ireland  ;  also  the  Expense  of  Inland  NaTiga- 
tion  and  other  Services  under  the  direction  of  the 
said  Commissioners,  to  the  31st  day  of  March, 
1861." 

Mr.  COBDEN  called  attention  to  the 
fact,  that  there  was  comprised  under  this 
vote  one  item  of  12,000^  for  the  repair  of 
the  road  from  Holyhead  to  Shrewsbury. 
He  could  not  understand  on  what  pretext 
it  could  be  justified  that  the  cost  of  repair- 
ing the  road  in  question  should  be  charged 
upon  the  imperial  resources  of  the  coun- 
try. 

Ma.  HAYTER  explained  that  the  duty 
of  keeping  the  road  in  repair  devolved  by 
Act  of  Parliament  on  the  Commissioners; 
and,  as  they  had  no  funds  out  of  which 
to  defray  the  expense  of  such  an  un- 
dertaking, they  had  no  alternative  but  to 
apply  to  that  House  for  an  estimate. 

Mr.  COBDEN  thought  that  the  sooner 
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the  Act  was  altered  or  repealed,  the  bet- 
ter it  would  be  for  the  country.  The  road 
from  Holyhead  to  Shrewsbury  was  not  a 
uational  institution,  and  there  was  no 
sufficient  reason,  that  he  could  see,  why 
the  expense  of  keeping  it  in  repair  should 
be  charged  on  the  Imperial  Excnequer. 

Sir  J.  TROLLOPE  concurred  in  this 
opinion.  He  could  see  no  reason  why  the 
road  in  question  should  be  treated  differ- 
ently from  the  Great  Northern  road,  or  any 
other  highway  in  the  country.  The  ex- 
pense of  repairing  it  ought  to  be  defrayed 
from  local  charges. 

The  CHANCELLOR  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER  explained.  It  was  true  that  the 
road  from  Holyhead  to  Shrewsbury  had 
ceased  to  be  the  main  line  of  communica- 
tion between  Dublin  and  London,  and  he 
admitted  it  was  objectionable  that  the  ex- 
pense of  keeping  it  in  repair  should  be  de- 
frayed out  of  the  public  funds.  He  would, 
therefore,  direct  his  early  attention  to  the 
matter,  with  a  view  to  see  whether  it  might 
not  be  possible  to  introduce  some  improved 
arrangement  for  the  future;  but  in  the 
mean  time  it  was  desirable  that  the  present 
vote  should  be  agreed  to,  in  order  that  cer- 
tain liabilities  might  be  discharged  which 
had  been  incurred  under  the  Act. 

Colonel  DUNNE  wished  to  know  what 
was  to  be  done  with  Dublin  Castle.  He 
found  that  under  the  present  vote  was 
comprised  an  item  of  4,000^.  for  the  re- 
pairs of  that  building,  and  he  certainly 
should  like  to  know  what  it  was  intended  to 
do  with  that  venerable  edifice.  It  was  un- 
derstood that  the  Phoenix-park  was  to  be 
kept  up  for  the  service  of  the  Queen,  in 
the  event  of  Her  Majesty  visiting  Her  Irish 
dominions;  but  what  was  to  be  done  with 
Dublin  Castle  ?  Was  it  intended  that  the 
fourth  Irish  Secretary  should  reside  there  ? 
He  also  wished  to  be  enlightened  as  to  the 
intentions  of  the  Government  with  re- 
spect to  the  Royal  Hospital  at  Kilmain- 
ham.  He  hoped  there  was  no  truth  in 
the  report  that  that  institution,  established 
in  the  reign  of  Charles  II.,  for  the  relief 
of  Irish  pensioners,  was  to  be  broken  up, 
and  that  the  inmates  were  to  be  transferred 
to  Chelsea. 

The  CHANCELLOR  or  the  EXCHE- 
QUER  replied,  in  reference  to  the  first  in- 
terrogatory of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gen- 
tleman, that  no  matter  what  might  become 
of  the  Bill  at  present  on  the  table  of  the 
House  for  the  abolition  of  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenancy, it  was  at  all  events  certain  that 
the  Castle  would  be  occupied  during  the 


present  year,  and  that  the  House  would 
have  to  defray  the  current  expenses  for  the 
repairs  of  that  building. 

Colonel  SIBTHORP  wanted  to  know 
if  Dublin  Castle  could  not  be  conveniently 
sold  to  the  highest  bidder  ? 

Mr.  M.O'CONNELL  looked  on  the  item 
as  an  omen  that  Government  were  getting 
ashamed  of  their  Bill;  but  if  they  meant 
to  do  away  with  the  Lord  Lieutenancy, 
why  pay  4521.  for  Castle  furniture  in  ono 
year  ?  Who  was  to  make  use  of  that  fur- 
ture  ? 

Mr.  B.  OSBORNE  said,  he  observed 
an  item  of  5Sl,  for  the  repair  of  Irishtown 
church.  The  Protestant  Church  in  Ireland 
had  quite  enough  money  to  repair  their  own 
churches,  and  he  should  like  some  expla- 
nation of  the  item. 

Mr.  HAYTER  said,  the  building  to 
which  the  hon.  Member  referred  was  a 
small  church  in  one  of  the  worst  localities 
in  Dublin.  It  was  attended  by  the  mili- 
tary in  the  neighbourhood,  and  the  repairs 
had  always  been  included  in  the  estimates. 

Mr.  B.  OSBORNE  thought  that  was  a 
very  good  reason  why  they  should  be  in- 
cluded no  longer.  As  it  was  a  matter  of 
principle,  he  would  suggest  that  the  sum 
of  5Sl.  be  disallowed. 

Mr.  GROGAN  begged  to  ask  if  the 
Castle  of  Dublin  was  to  be  maintained  as 
an  occasional  residence  for  Her  Majesty  ? 
Imagination  ran  fast  in  Dublin,  and,  as 
persons  seemed  to  think  the  Castle  would 
be  a  second  Hampton  Court,  it  might  bo 
well  to  set  the  question  at  rest. 

Sir  G.  grey  replied,  that  he  had  no 
certain  information  on  the  point,  but  it 
was  clear  that  it  would  be  necessary  the 
State  apartments  should  be  kept  up,  as,  in 
case  Her  Majesty  visited  Ireland,  the  only 
reception  rooms  were  in  the  Castle. 

Captain  TAYLOR  hoped  Government 
would  give  some  intimation  of  what  was  to 
be  done  with  Kilmainham. 

Mr.  F.  MAULE,  in  reply,  said,  an  im- 
pression had  gone  abroad  that  it  was  in- 
tended to  withdraw  the  establishment  at 
Kilmainham;  but  the  fact  was  that  no  de- 
cision had  been  come  to.  The  Committee 
had  directed  their  attention  to  the  subject, 
and  had  inquired  if  all  the  purposes  of  the 
establishment  might  not  be  answered  by 
Chelsea  Hospital;  but,  as  yet,  they  had 
only  taken  evidence,  had  formed  no  opin- 
ion, and  had  made  no  communication  to 
Government.  After  they  had  reported,  it 
would  be  for  Government  to  adoi^t  iVv^Vs. 
recommeudalvoTi,  Si  \\.  '^w^  ^wx\^\.  ^X* 
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Mr.  M.  O'CONNELL  could  only  hope 
any  proposition  to  withdraw  the  hospital 
would  be  met  in  the  same  way  as  a  similar 
proposal  seventeen  years  ago. 

Colonel  SIBTHORP  said,  that  the  vote 
for  public  works  in  Ireland  was  18,0932. 
Now,  in  that  total  sum  there  appeared  an 
item  of  1,2402.  IO5.  for  maintenance  and 
repairs  of  the  College  of  Maynooth,  and 
he  begged  to  move  that  that  vote  be  ncga* 
tived. 

Mr.  HAYTER  said,  that  the  Act  of 
the  8th  and  9th  of  Victoria,  cap.  8,  di- 
rected that  the  Commissioners  of  Public 
Works  in  Ireland  should  cause  the  build- 
ings of  the  College  of  Maynooth  to  be 
kept  in  repair;  but  that  Act  did  not  pro- 
vide any  means  whereby  the  expenses  of 
those  repairs  were  to  be  defrayed;  a  vote 
for  that  purpose,  therefore,  became  neces- 
sary every  year. 

Lord  J.  MANNERS  inquired  if  they 
were  to  have  a  vote  of  1,2002.  every  year 
for  the  College  of  Maynooth  ? 

The  CHANCELLOR  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER :  Such  sum  as  might  bd  necessary 
every  year;  this  year  it  was  1,2402.  10«. 

Mr.  HAYTER:  It  was  1,1142.  last 
year. 

Mr.  REPTON  said,  that  no  repairs 
were  now  going  on  in  the  old  buildings  at 
Maynooth. 

Mr.  DRUMMOND  objected  to  trying 
the  whole  Maynooth  question  by  a  side 
TOte;  neither  would  he  consent  to  the  pur- 
chase of  new  buildings  under  the  pretence 
of  repairing  the  old. 

Mr.  HAYTER  again  referred  to  the 
Act  of  Pariiamcnt  in  consequence  of  which 
the  vote  was  proposed,  and  repeated  that 
it  was  for  the  repair  of  old  buildings. 

Lord  J.  MANNERS  should  not  object 
to  the  vote  if  it  were  for  bond  fide  repairs, 
but,  as  no  repairs  were  now  going  on,  some 
suspicion  attached  to  the  matter. 

Mr.  HAYTER  could  not  allow  it  to  be 
supposed  that  the  Commissioners  of  Public 
Works  would  be  guilty  of  such  a  gross 
breach  of  duty  as  to  obtain  money  for  one 
purpose  and  apply  it  to  another. 

Afterwards  Motion  made,  and  Question 
put — 

*'  That  ft  sum,  not  exooedin?  16,8522.  be  grant- 
ed to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray  the  Expense  of  main- 
taining the  several  Public  Buildings  in  the  De- 
partment of  the  Commissioners  of  Public  Works 
in  Ireland  ;  also  the  Expense  of  Inland  Naviga- 
tion and  other  Services  under  the  direction  of  the 
laid  CommissioQcrSy  to  the  Slst  day  of  March, 
JSJJ. " 


\ 


The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  47; 
Noes  124  :  Majority  77. 

Lizi  of  the  Ayes. 

Adderley,  C.  B.  Hood,  Sir  A.  ^ 

Archdall,  Capt.  M.  Jones,  Capt. 

Arkwright.  G.  Kershaw,  J. 

Baidock,  E.  U.  King,  hon.  P.  J.  L. 

Blackstone,  W.  S.  Manners,  Lord  J. 

Blandford,  Marq.  of  Mundy,  W. 

Brockman,  E.  D.  Newport,  Visct. 

Brooke,  lyord  Newryand  Momc,Vi8cti 

Carew,  W.  II.  P.  Plowden,  W.  U.  C. 

Cliflford,  11.  M.  Salwey,  Col. 

Colvile,  C.  R.  Seymer,  II.  K. 

Disraeli,  B.  Smyth,  J.  G. 

Dodd,  G.  Smollett,  A. 

Drummond,  H.  Stanford,  J.  F. 

Duncan,  G.  Stanley,  £. 

Farrer,  J.  Stanley,  hon.  E.  II. 

Forbes,  W.  Taylor,  T.  E. 

Fox,  S.  W.  L.  TroUope,  Sir  J. 

Goddard,  A.  L.  Verner,SirW. 

Grogan,  E.  Waddington,  H.  S. 

Hai^castle,  J.  A.  Walmsley,  Sir  J. 

Harris,  hon.  Capt.  Williams,  J. 
Harris,  R.  tillers. 

Hastie,  A.  Sibthorp,  Col. 

Heyworth,  L.  Repton,  G.  W.  J. 

OrigiDal  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

(8.)  10,788i.,  Kingston  Harhour.  Vote 
agreed  to. 

Resolutions  to  he  reported  on  Monday 
next. 

Committee  to  sit  again  on  Monday  next. 

REGISTRATION  OF  DEEDS  (IRELAND) 

BILL. 

Order  for  Third  Reading  read. 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  moved 
the  Third  Reading  of  the  Bill. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'*That  this  Bill  be  now  read  a  Third 
Time." 

Mr.  p.  wood  asked  when  the  House 
might  expect  the  long-promised  report  of 
the  Commission  appointed  three  or  four 
years  ago  to  consider  the  question  of  a 
registry  for  England  ? 

Sir  G.  GREY  had  been  in  hopes  that 
the  report  would  have  been  presented  long 
ago  ;  but  the  Commissioners  having  been 
engaged  in  preparing  it,  he  expected  that 
it  would  at  an  early  period  be  put  in  pos- 
session of  the  House. 

Mr.  DRUMMOND  would  take  that  op- 
portunity of  stating  the  course  which  he 
intended  to  pursue  with  regard  to  the  Real 
Property  Transfer  Bill,  which  stood  for 
the  second  reading  that  night.  lie  had 
brought  forward  a  similar  Bill  last  year, 
but  was  recommended  to  withdraw  it  till 
the  report  of  the  Commission  was  hiid  on 


365         Deanery  of  Sl  Burian        { MAt  27  \ 


Linisum  Bttl 


366 


the  table.  Ho  believed  the  real  cause 
why  that  report  had  not  been  received  was 
that>  with  idl  their  learning,  the  Commis- 
sioners had  not  got  common  sense  enough 
to  know  that  it  was  possible  to  describe  a 
piece  of  ground  by  other  means  than  by  a 
map,  or  by  taking  the  latitude.  It  was 
quite  clear  that  it  was  next  to  impossible 
for  an  independent  Member  to  carry 
through  a  Bill  of  this  sort;  and  if  he  asked 
the  House  to  discharge  the  order  for  the 
second  reading  of  his  Bill,  it  was  because 
ho  thought  it  better  to  trust  to  a  really 
tine  reforming  law  officer  of  the  Grown,  an 
animal  as  extraordinary  as  a  Whig  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  with  a  shilling  in 
his  pocket.  He  thanked  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  (Solicitor  General) 
for  this  measure,  and  hoped  that  they 
would  have  a  good  Kegistration  Bill  for 
England  next  year* 

Colonel  DUNNE  said,  the  opinion  in 
Ireland  as  to  the  value  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman's  law  reforms  was  very 
different  from  that  expressed  by  the  hon. 
Member  who  had  spoken.  A  Member  of 
that  House,  whom  he  did  not  see  in  his 
place,  told  him  that  the  substitution  which 
was  proposed  for  the  present  simple  mode 
of  registration  in  Ireland,  was  one  of  the 
most  complicated  and  difficult  description, 
which  he  doubted  if  the  hon.  and  learned 
Solicitor  General  understood  himself.  He 
referred  to  the  operation  of  the  Incumbered 
Estates  Act,  and  said  tliat  there  was  no 
such  thing  as  property  now  recognised  in 
Ireland — that  there  had  not  been  such  a 
court  in  Ireland  for  the  last  700  years* 
He  would  not,  however,  oppose  the  Bill. 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  depre- 
cated  the  system  of  dragging  in  the 
working  of  the  Incumbered  Estates  Bill 
on  the  discussion  of  a  question  like  the 
present ;  but  as  it  had  been  done,  he. 
wished  to  refer  to  a  statement  made  a 
few  nights  ago  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Roscommon,  to  the  effect  that  the  Com- 
missioners had  sold  land  as  belonging  to 
one  esUttc,  which  actually  formed  part  of 
another.  The  circumstances  were  these : 
The  ancestors  of  the  gentleman  whose 
estate  was  sold  had  leased  the  adjoining 
estate,  and  had  confused  the  boundaries 
between  them.  The  Commissioners,  there- 
fore, iu  selling  the  estate,  had  sold  it  sub- 
ject to  the  proper  boundaries  being  after- 
wards ascertained;  so  that,  in  point  of  fact, 
they  had  not  sold  any  part  of  the  adjoining 
estate. 

Bill  read  3S  And  passed. 


The  House    adjourned    at  half   after 
Twelve  o'clock  till  Monday  next. 
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MiNVTKs.]    PuBUc  Bills. — 1*  Sunday  Fairs  Pre- 
Tontion  ;    Registration    of  Deeds    (Ireland)  ; 
Deanery  of  St.  Burian  Division. 
8*  I>efbct8  in  Leases  Act  Amendment. 

DEANERY  OF  ST.  BURIAN  DIVISION 

BILL. 

LoBD  PORTMAN,  as  one  of  the  Council 
of  His  Royal  Highness  the  Prince  of 
Wales,  rose  to  present  a  Bill  to  divide  the 
Deanery  of  St.  Burian,  and  said :  The 
Deanery  of  St.  Burian  appears,  from  an* 
cient  historical  accounts,  to  have  heen 
founded  hy  King  Athelstan,  who  *^  having 
set  his  heart  upon  the  conquest  of  Corn- 
wall, thought  it  could  not  he  completed 
unless  he  reduced  the  Scilly  Islands,  which 
he  had  a  view  of  from  the  western  pro- 
montories;  he  vows,  therefore,  a  religious 
house  in  case  he  returned  with  victory; 
and  heing  returned  according  to  his  wish, 
he  acted  according  to  his  vow.  He  huilt 
a  collegiate  church  in  sight  of  those  islands, 
and  dedicated  it  to  St.  Burian,  a  holy  wo- 
man of  Ireland  (who  had  at  that  time  an 
oratory,  and  was  huried  here),  placing  * 
dean  and  three  prehends  in  the  college.'* 
The  deanery  is  supposed  to  he  exempt 
from  all  ecclesiastical  jurisdiction,  and  that 
no  appeal  lies  from  the  registry  court,  hut 
immediately  to  the  King  in  Council.  And^ 
as  stated  in  a  note  in  Oliver's  MonciHtcon 
Viocesis  Exoniensis,  "  It  has  lost  all  its 
lands.  The  prehends  are  merged  in  the 
deanery,  and  the  deanery  itself  is  in  sub- 
stance only  a  rectory,  including  thre6 
parishes  served  by  curates  appointed  by 
the  dean."  The  three  parishes  are  those 
of  St*  Burian,  St.  Levan,  and  Sennen. 
From  the  remote  and  exposed  situation  of 
the  deanery  in  the  most  western  promon- 
tory of  England,  the  want  of  resident 
landowners,  with  the  appropriation  hitherto 
of  the  tithes  by  a  non-resident  dignitary  of 
the  Church,  a  state  of  things  has  arisen 
which  cannot  but  be  lamented,  and  affords 
strong  grounds  for  the  changes  that  are 
now  proposed.  The  dilapidated  and  muti-* 
lated  condition  of  St.  Burian  and  the  other 
two  churches  is  a  subject  of  great  regret. 
It  is  melancholy  to  see  the  havoc  that  has 
been  made  of  the  rich  carvings,  gildings,  and 
ornamental  decorations.  Sufficient,  how* 
ever,  remains  to  give  an  idea  of  their  pris  • 
tine  beauty»  and  to  exoite  «el  asLiLvaosb  4s^- 
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Bire  for  their  restoration.  The  Ilonourahle 
and  Reverend  Fitzroy  Henry  Richard 
Stanhope,  the  present  incumhent,  who  is 
aged  about  sixty-three  years,  became  dean 
of  St.  Burian  upon  the  death  of  Dr. 
Jenkin  in  1817.  Mr.  Stanhope  has  never 
resided  in  the  deanery,  nor  is  there  now 
any  residence  br  glebe  lands  either  in  St. 
Burian  or  in  the  parishes  of  Sennen  or 
St.  Levan.  The  deanery  of  St.  Burian, 
consisting  of  the  three  parishes  of  St. 
Burian,  St.  Levan,  and  Sennen,  forming 
together  the  western  extremity  of  the 
county  of  Cornwall,  and  for  the  most  part 
bounded  by  the  sea,  is  a  donative  and  pe- 
culiar, of  which  the  patronage  belongs  to 
His  Royal  Highness.  The  population,  ex- 
tent, and  ecclesiastical  revenues  of  these 
three  parishes,  are  as  follows : — 


St.  Burian 
St.  Levan.. 
Sennao 


Popula- 
tion. 


1,911 
531 
659 


Commutation 
Tithe  Rents. 


£570 
250 
230 


Acreage. 


6,964 
2,230 
2,328 


The  deanery  has  its  own  spiritual  court, 
and  is,  in  fact,  an  extra-diocesan  benefice, 
governed  in  ancient  times  by  a  dean  and 
chapter.  All  the  glebe  and  other  church 
lands  having  been  alienated  long  ago,  and 
there  being  no  parsonage-house  in  any 
part  of  the  deanery,  the  deans,  for  300 
years  and  upwards,  have  been  non-resident, 
while  their  chapter  has  become  wholly  ex- 
tinct, and  the  spacious  collegiate  church 
of  St.  Burian,  formerly  highly  ornamented, 
has  been  materially  defaced  and  injured 
for  want  of  proper  ecclesiastical  superin- 
tendence. Since  the  deanery  lost  its  re- 
sidenti  beneficed  clergy,  the  ecclesiastical 
duties  of  the  three  parishes  have  been  per- 
formed by  two  curates,  of  whom  one  offici- 
ates in  St.  Burian,  the  other  having  the 
conjoint  charge  of  St.  Levan  and  Sennen. 
The  general  objects  contemplated  by  the 
Bill  are,  the  abolition  of  the  deanery  upon 
the  next  avoidance,  and  the  establishment 
of  a  distinct  rectory  in  each  of  the  three 
parishes  of  St.  Buriau,  St.  Sennen,  and 
St.  Levan  ;  the  appropriation  to  each 
rectory  of  the  ecclesiastical  revenues  aris- 
ing within  the  parish,  and  making  the 
incumbent  of  each  subject  to  the  ordinary 
jurisdiction  of  .the  Bishop  of  Exeter,  and 
making  provision  for  the  acquisition  of 
parsonage-houses  and  glebes ;  also  the 
abolition,  on  the  next  avoidance  of  the 
deanery,  or  sooner,  with  the  consent  of  the 
J>uchj  of  Cornwall,  the  Bishop  of  Exeter, 


and  the  present  Dean  of  the  present  Re- 
gistry Court,  and  the  peculiar  and  exempt  ju- 
risdiction of  the  Dean,  and  placing  the  wholo 
under  the  ecclesiastical  jurisdiction  of  the 
Archdeacon  of  Cornwall  and  the  Bishop  of 
Exeter,  as  in  other  parishes  in  the  county  of 
Cornwall;  and  the  transfer  of  all  registers, 
records,  wills,  &c.  to  the  Registry  of  the 
Archdeaconry  of  Cornwall.     If  the  eccle- 
siastical revenue  arising  within  each  parish 
is  given  to  the  incumbent,  three  livings, 
with  what  would  appear  to  be   sufficient 
endowments,  may  be  provided.     In   this 
case,  the  incnmbent  of  St.  Burian  would 
have  an  income  of  570^,  with  a  district  of 
6,964  acres,  containing  a  population  of 
1,911 ;   the  incumbent  of  St.  Levan,  an 
income  of  2502.,  a  district  of  2,230  acres, 
and  a  population  of  531 ;  and  of  Sennen, 
an  income  of  2302.,  a  district  of  2,328 
acres,  and  a  population  of  659.     The  in- 
come of  each  of  the  incumbents  would,  of 
course,  for  a  time  be  diminished  in  the 
event  of  a  loan  being  obtained  from  Queen 
Anne's  Bounty  Fund  towards  the  erection 
of  parsonage-houses.    It  is  considered  pro- 
bable that  there  would  not  be  material  dif- 
ficulty in  providing  sites  for  suitable  resi- 
dences, and  that  the  assistance  which  could 
be  obtained  from  Queen  Anne's  Bounty 
would  be  sufficient  for  the  erection  of  the 
buildings.     The  advantage  likely  to  be 
derived  from  the  proposed  changes  gene- 
rally can  scarcely  be  over-estimated,  cal- 
culated, as  they  would  be,  most  materially 
to  improve  the  condition  of  the  population, 
and  at  the  same  time  remove  a  considerable 
public  scandal,  detrimental  to  the  Church 
not  only  in  the  deanery  itself,  but  in  the 
surrounding  vicinity.     The  abolition  of  the 
registry  court  would  relieve  the  inhabitants 
from  what  is  considered  a  great  grievance 
and  abuse. 

•  Bill  rend  I* ;  and  referred  to  the  Stand- 
ing Order  Committee,  on  Thursday,  6th 
June. 

ANSWER  TO  TOE  ADDRESS. 
The  Marquess  of  WESTMINSTER, 
as  Lord  High  Steward,  intimated  that  he 
bad  laid  before  Her  Majesty  the  Address 
which  their  Lordships  voted  on  the  Birth 
of  another  Prince,  and  that  Her  Majesty 
had  condescended  to  receive  it  most  graci- 
ously, and  to  return  the  following  answer: — 

«*Mjr  Lords, 
•<  I  hAve  received  your  lojral  and  affection- 
ate Address  with  much  satisiaotion.      I  thank 
you   most    cordially  for    your    Congratulations 
on   the  Birth  of  another  Prince,  and  for  the 
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Mflurances  of  the  interest  70a  take  in  M7  domes- 
tie  happiness." 

On  the  Motion  of  Lord  Campbell,  the 
Answer  to  the  Address  was  ordered  to  be 
entered  on  the  Journals  of  the  House. 

THE  COURT  OF  CUANCERT. 

Lord  BROUGHAM  then  rose  to  move 
for  certain  returns  connected  with  the  state 
of  business  in  the  Court  of  Chancery. 
He  did  this,  be  said,  in  consequence  of 
having  beard  it  reported,  and  even  seen  it 
publicly  stated,  that  there  was  an  enormous 
arrear  of  business  in  the  court  which  was 
presided  over  by  his  noble  and  learned 
Friend  (the  Lord  Chancellor),  who,  from 
indisposition,  was  not  present  on  this  occa- 
sion :  he  gave  a  positive  denial  to  those 
statements.  The  an'cars  in  this  House 
consisted  of  little  more  than  the  causes 
that  had  been  entered  this  Session  ;  and 
the  arrear  in  the  appeal  business  had  sel- 
dom been  less  than  it  was  at  present.  He 
might  add  that  it  was  not  desirable  to 
have  the  appeal  business  without  arrear, 
as  it  frequently  happened  that  a  case 
which  was  at  first  appealed  from  the  other 
courts  was  afterwards  withdrawn  on  more 
calm  and  mature  deliberation;  and  this  of 
course  would  be  prevented  if  the  case  were 
taken  up  as  soon  as  it  was  entered.  The 
business  was  not  quite  in  the  same  state  in 
the  Court  of  Chancery,  but  still  the  arrears 
were  much  less  than  when  he  took  the 
Great  Seal  in  November,  1830.  All  this 
would  be  shown  by  the  returns,  and  he 
thought  it  was  only  justice  to  his  noble 
and  learned  Friend  that  they  should  be 
brought  forward.  He  could  not  make  this 
statement  without  expressing  his  deep 
sorrow  that  his  noble  and  learned  Friend 
was  not  likely  soon  to  resume  his  useful 
and  invaluable  labours  in  the  Court  of 
Chancery.  He  deeply  lamented  that ;  and 
whatever  arrangements  of  a  temporary 
nature  it  might  be  necessary  to  maJie,  he 
earnestly  hoped  that  this  fitting  opportunity 
would  be  taken,  which  would  greatly  di- 
minish the  sorrow  that  all  felt  in  the  pros- 
pect of  being  deprived  of  the  services  of 
that  able  and  learned  and  in  all  respects 
admirable  Judge,  of  making,  on  good  and 
sound  principles,  a  permanent  arrangement 
— in  which  the  public  and  the  profession, 
and  the  law,  and  the  lawgiver  were  all 
alike  interested — to  remodel  the  duties  of 
that  high  officer  of  State,  who  was  also  the 
head  Minister  of  justice  in  this  country. 

BeturnB  ordered. 
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The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY  pre- 
sented a  petition  agreed  to  at  public  meet- 
ing of  the  county  of  Hertford,  complain- 
ing of  agricultural  distress,  and  praying 
for  a  return  to  protection.  The  noble  Lord 
said,  that  he  had  delayed  presenting  this 
petition,  after  the  indifferent  manner  in 
which  the  subject  was  treated  in  the  Speech 
from  the  Throne,  and  until  he  had  made 
the  fullest  inquiry  into  the  statements 
made  by  the  noble  Lord  (Earl  Grey)  oppo- 
site on  the  subject  in  question,  and  also  by 
certain  Members  of  the  Government  else- 
where. The  noble  Marquess  then  read 
extracts  from  the  second  annual  report  of 
the  Poor  Law  Board,  1849,  and  from  other 
documents,  to  show  that  the  general  pros- 
perity of  the  country  was  on  the  whole  less 
now  than  in  1846.  The  first  document  show- 
ed that  the  return  from  558  unions  proved 
that  the  amount  expended  on  relief  to  pau- 
perism during  the  half  year  ending  Mi- 
chaelmas last  was  1,653,0612.,  being  a  re- 
duction of  only  97,0982.,  or  5i  per  cent  as 
compiired  with  1848.  The  property  tax 
returns  (as  well  as  could  be  gathered)  were 
less;  the  number  of  paupers  had  increased 
from  829,533  in  1846.  to  1,373,367  in  the 
week  ending  25th  March,  1850 — an  in- 
crease mainly  attributable  to  agricultu- 
ral distress;  while  the  cost  of  maintenanoo 
for  the  poor  had  risen  from  2,000,0002. 
or  thereabouts  in  1843,  to  6,000,0002.  in 
1849.  The  noble  Marquess  said,  that  the 
boasted  prosperity  of  the  manufacturing 
districts  was  unrealt  for  that  in  Manchester 
and  other  towns  of  that  character,  the 
average  among  the  working  population 
was  one-third  employed  in  the  whole  year, 
two-thirds  unemployed.  The  wages  of 
labour  likewise  had  fallen  at  least  10  per 
cent  lower  than  they  were  in  1840,  though 
he  had  always  understood  that  the  pros- 
perity of  a  country  depended  upon  the 
establishment  of  a  high  rate  of  wages  to 
the  working  classes.  In  proof  of  this  pro- 
position the  noble  Marquess  road  the  fol- 
lowing return : — 

The  Labourer  Had.  Tho  Labourer  Has. 

44  wks  wages,  44  wks  wages, 

128 £26    8  0        98    £19  16  0 

4  wks  hay,  16s   3    4  0  4  wks  hay,  Ids   2  12  0 

4  wks  harvest,  4  wks  harvest, 

20s 4    0  0        20s 4    0  0 


Has. 


£33  12  0 
.    26    8  0 


£26    8  0 


£7    4  0    21  per  cent  reduction 
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21  per  cent  reduction 
in  yalue. 


Paid  for  flour, 

26  bushels, 

at  lOs.  Id. 

£13  2  2 

Pays  for  ditto, 

98.  Od. 

£12  7  0 


.   0  15    2 
£6    8  10 


The  Labourer  Uad. 
44  wkii  wages, 

lis £24    4  0 

4wk8ha7,158   3    0  0 


4  wks  harvest, 
908 


4    0  0 


Deduct  advantage  in 
price  of  flour  28.  5|d. 
per  week,  or  18  per 
cent  loss. 

The  Labourer  Has. 
44  wks  wages, 

08    £10  16  0 

4   wks   hay, 

12s.  3d 2    0  0 

4  wks  harvest, 

16B.4d.......    3    5  4 


£31     4  0 
25  10  4 


£25  10  4 


£  5  13  8 


Paid  for    26 

bush.  9s  4d 

£12  2  8 

Pays  for  ditto, 
78.  £9  2  0 


18J  per  cent,  reduction 
on  value  of  labour. 


8    0  8 


Deduct    Advantage    in 

flour  Is.  per  week,  or 

£2  13  0        9  per  cent  reduction. 

This  calculation  is  taking  the  average  of  a 
lahourer's  family  to  consist  of  five  persons 
who  would  consume  half  a  hushel  of  flour, 
(28  lbs.)  weekly.  He  contenJed  that  a 
depreciation  of  manufacturing  interests  had 
occurred,  as  well  as  of  t^e  agricultural 
interest;  in  proof  of  which  he  read  the 
following: — 

ConoN  Mahvfaotubbs — Imports. 


Not  made  up. 
East  India  piece  goods... 
Deer.  onl848...11,090^ 
Incr.  on  1849...  5,448/. 

Other  articles    

Incr.  on  1848. ..69,6741. 
Ditto  on  1849. ..70,860/. 
Wholly  or  in  part 
made  up. 

Cotton  manufactures 

Incr.  onld48...8,10lZ. 
Ditto  on  1849...2,097/. 

Cotton  yarn    

Incr.  on  1848. ..8,326/. 
Ditto  on  1849. ..4,652/. 


Total. 


Three  Months  ending 
April  5. 


1848. 


£. 
23,302 


30,982 


1849. 


1850. 


£. 
10,769 


£. 
12,212 


6,427 


5,320 


20,796    100,656 


12,621 


8,944 


66,031  162,080 


14,618 


13,646 


Jan.  I840,estlmat.  populat...  15,736,000 
Jan.  1850,     „  „        ...15,945,000 


141,132 


200,009orlperct. 

Quantity  of  Tea  entered  for  IIoue 
Consumption. 

lbs. 
3  months  cndg.  Apr.  5, 184 9...  12,066,744 
Ditto        ditto       1850...  12.245,121 


With  respect  to  the  general  condition  of 
the  people  the  following  document  told  its 
own  tale,  and  indicated  clearly  enough  a 
£^roat  depreeit^tAOXk ; — 


Increase 


•  •  •      «•# 


178,377  or  li 


»> 


Sugar.  Cwts. 

3  months  endg.  Apr.  5, 1849...  1,469,672 
Ditto        ditto      1850...  1,413,054 


Decrease 


••«      •#•      •••      ••• 


56,618  or   4 


f» 


Coffee.  lbs. 

3  months  endg.  Apr.  5, 1849...  9,386,255 
Ditto        ditto      1850...  7,465,884 


Decrease 


•  ••      •••      •••      ••• 


1,920,371  or  22 


)» 


Cocoa. 
3  months  endg.  Apr.  5, 1849... 
Ditto        ditto      1850... 


lbs. 
922,665 
724,240 


Decrease 


•  #■     •••     «•• 


198,425  or  22 


}» 


Currants. 
3  months  endg.  Apr.  5, 1849... 
Ditto        ditto       1850... 


Cwts. 

88,673 

66,528 


Decrease 


...      ...      ...      ..k 


22,145  or  25 


ff 


Raibinb. 
3  months  endg.  Apr.  5, 1849... 
Ditto        ditto       1850... 


Cwts. 

32,029 

21,698 


Decrease 


•  •«     •••     •••     •«• 


10,431  or  80 


}» 


The  nohle  Marquess  quoted  extracts  from 
the  Letters  on  Labour  and  the  Poor^ 
which  have  appeared  at  various  times  in 
the  Morning  Chronicle,  and  concluded  hy 
asking  the  nohle  Earl  opposite  (Earl  Grey) 
how  long  the  experiment  of  free  trade  was 
to  he  continued  ? 

Earl  GREY  replied  that  he  was  not 
aware  that  the  Act  of  1846  contained  any 
clause  limiting  the  operation  of  that  mea«> 
sure  to  any  definite  period,  nor  had  he 
ever  heard  the  remotest  intention  express- 
ed in  any  quarter  of  making  any  alteration 
in  that  Act. 

The  EARLof  MALMESBURY  taid,  his 
nohle  Friend  had  got  just  the  same  answer 
from  the  Government,  as  one  with  which 
he  (the  Earl  of  Malmesbury)  had  been  fa- 
voured on  a  similar  occasion.  He  thought 
that  if  the  noble  Earl  meant  what  he  had  just 
said — and  he  believed  the  noble  Earl  was 
a  man  who  generally  said  what  he  meant, 
and  meant  what  he  said — he  was  a  Minis- 
ter  better  fitted  for  the  ancient  empire  of 
the  Modes  and  Persians*  than  for  the  con- 
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Btitutional  goyefnment  of  Great  Britain. 
The  noble  Earl  seemed  to  entertain  a  great 
dislike  for  these  discussions;  but  so  long  as 
the  different  Parliamentarj  papers  were 
delivered  to  their  Lordships  for  their  per- 
usal, he  must  expect  to  have  them  thus  in- 
cidentally discussed.  The  information  con- 
tained in  the  papers  recently  delivered  was 
at  once  important  and  most  alarming.  The 
return  of  all  the  indoor  and  outdoor  paupers 
for  each  year,  from  the  year  1 846  to  the  year 
1 850,  was  most  appalling.  It  proved  the  en- 
tire fallacy  of  the  dictum  of  the  noble  Lord 
in  that  House,  that  pauperism  had  decreased 
in  the  last  ^ve  years.  On  the  contrary,  its 
increase  in  England  and  Wales  within  that 
period  had  reached  to  the  vast  amount  of 
125,000  persons.  The  last  year  of  pro- 
tection was  the  year  1846 — the  last  of  free 
trade  was  the  year  1850.  In  1846  the 
price  of  wheat  was  54*.;  in  1850  it  was 
o8«.  a  quarter;  and  yet,  when  the  price  of 
wheat  was  one-third  less  than  it  was  for- 
merly, the  nnmber  of  paupers  was  125,000 
more.  The  free-trade  Government  had 
made  two  promises  to  the  people,  when 
they  deluded  them  into  the  repeal  of  the 
corn  laws.  They  had  given  them  a  pro- 
mise of  reciprocity,  and  they  had  given 
them  a  promise  of  the  prosperity  of  the 
lower  classes.  Reciprocity  they  had  not 
got;  the  prosperity  of  the  lower  classes 
had  not  happened.  He  had  expected  at 
any  rate,  after  all  the  promises  they  had 
received,  to  find  something  like  prosperity 
in  the  agricultural  districts;  but  in  going 
through  this  list  [holding  out  a  paper  in  his 
hand]  he  found  no  signs  of  prosperity  either 
in  the  agricultural  or  manufacturing  dis- 
tricts. In  Cheltenham,  which  was  not  ex- 
clusively cither  an  agricultural  or  a  manu- 
tnring  place,  there  were,  in  1846,  the  last 
year  of  protection,  909  paupers;  \n  1850, 
the  last  year  of  free  trade,  there  were 
1820.  In  Liverpool,  in  1846,  there  were 
12,200  paupers;  in  1850,  there  were 
17,800.  In  Manchester,  in  1846,  there 
were  13.900;  1850,  13,926.  In  Preston, 
in  1846,  there  were  3,021  paupers,  and  in 
1850,  5,187.  He  would  not  enter  into 
other  details  on  this  subject,  for  it  was  the 
same  everywhere;  but  he  would  give  their 
Lordships  just  one  specimen  from  a  dis- 
trict purely  agricultural.  In  the  Isle  of 
Portsea.in  1846,  there  were  3,200  paupers; 
in  1850,  there  were  6,200,  or  nearly  double. 
[A  Noble  Lord  :  Look  to  Newcastle.]  He 
had  been  referred  to  Newcastle.  Well,  he 
would  read  the  entry  under  the  town  of  New- 
castle. In  1846  the  number  of  paupers  was 


4.946;  and  in  1850.  there  were  7,966.  In 
Morpeth,  in  1846,  there  were  882  paupers; 
in  185(\  there  were  1.056.  The  last  two 
were  places  which  the  noble  Earl  was 
doubtless  well  acquainted  with.  With 
these  facts  before  them,  it  was  impossible 
for  noble  Lords  opposite  to  argue  that  their 
policy  had  turned  out  beneficially.  He 
then  read  to  their  Lordships  various  re- 
turns recently  laid  on  their  table,  all  of 
which,  he  insisted,  conspired  to  establish 
the  same  point.  For  instance,  in  1845, 
when  the  old  com  laws  were  in  force,  the  re- 
turns of  com  sold  in  England  and  Wales 
were  5,700,000  odd  quarters  of  wheat;  in 
1849,  the  last  year  for  which  the  same  re- 
turns had  been  received,  they  were  only 
4,500,000,  80  that  the  decrease  of  the  com 
sold  in  England  and  Wales  between  the 
years  1845  and  1849  was  just  1,200,000 
quarters.  With  these  papers,  showing  that 
all  their  promises  had  failed — that  they  had 
not  gained  the  advantages  of  reciprocity 
by  their  generous  system  towards  th6 
foreigner,  that  they  had  not  diminished 
the  amount  of  pauperism,  and  that  their 
low  prices  had  not  checked  the  importa- 
tion of  foreign  corn — he  did  not  think  that 
he  was  wasting  the  time  of  the  House  in 
calling  Us  attention  to  the  facts,  or  in  de- 
claring that  the  old  com  laws  must  be  re- 
stored, if  their  Lordships  had  any  hope 
of  seeing  the  country  restored  to  its  forme): 
prosperity. 

Earl  GREY  replied,  that  the  noMo 
Lords  opposite  must  not  be  surprised  if  the 
Government  refused  to  enter  into  these  in- 
cidental debates  on  the  com  laws  until  it 
was  acquainted  with  the  real  object  sought 
to  be  achieved  by  them.  It  had  been 
stated  on  a  former  occasion,  that  when 
the  com  laws  were  on  the  point  of  being 
repealed,  the  advocates  for  their  repeal 
had  perpetually  discussed  the  policy  of 
them  with  a  view  of  influencing  public 
opinion,  and  without  submitting  any  regu- 
lar Motion  to  the  House.  But,  at  that 
time,  there  was  no  doubt  as  to  the  object 
of  such  discussions — it  was  either  the 
qualified  or  the  total  repeal  of  the  corn 
laws.  At  present,  however,  they  stood  in 
a  different  situation.  He  was  ready,  when- 
ever the  noble  Lord  opposite  (Lord  Stan- 
ley) pleased,  to  debate  the  question  whe- 
ther the  measure  of  1846  ought  to  be 
changed  or  not;  but  when  he  entered  upon 
such  a  debate  he  wished  to  know  distinctly 
what  were  the  views  of  noble  Lords  on  the 
other  side;  for  their  Lordships  were  at  ^x^- 
sent  in  a  &m|;Q\aT  T&VA^A^^X^g^'rdxskSi.^tstk^^ 
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subject.  Not  one  of  the  noble  Lords  oppo- 
site bad  yet  stated  distinctly  whether  they 
wished  to  go  back  to  the  old  sliding  scale 
of  1828  or  not.  Did  the  noble  Lord  (Lord 
Stanley)  wish  simply  to  repeal  the  Act  of 
1846,  and  return  to  the  law  under  which 
they  had  the  agricultural  distress  of  1833, 
1835,  and  1836,  or  did  he  want  something 
else  ?  In  another  place  it  had  been  de- 
clared, upon  very  high  authority,  that  what 
was  desired  was  a  fixed  duty  of  85.  upon 
wheat — the  measure  so  scornfully  rejected 
in  1841.  Another  Gentleman  in  that  place 
had  said  what  ho  wanted  was  an  alteration 
of  the  various  burdens  upon  land;  but,  on 
the  other  hand,  that  notion  of  relief,  by 
altering  tax<^tion,  had  been  denounced  as 
altogether  nugatory  and  delusive  by  the 
noble  Lord  opposite  (Lord  Stanley),  in  a 
very  eloquent  and  remarkable  speech  which 
he  made  in  reply  to  certain  memorials  that 
had  been  presented  to  him.  What,  then, 
did  noble  Lords  opposite  want  ?  A  fixed 
duty,  a  sliding  scale,  or  a  change  of  taxa- 
tion ?  What  alteration  in  the  existing  po- 
licy of  the  country  did  they  mean  to  pro- 
pose ?  He  could  only  say  that  when  the 
Government  knew  the  specific  measures 
which  were  to  be  proposed,  he  had  no 
doubt  they  would  be  able  to  show  good 
reasons  against  their  adoption.  His  own 
opinion  remained  unshaken.  He  firmly 
believed  that  to  the  alteration  of  their  com- 
mercial policy  in  1846  they  were,  under 
Providence,  indebted  for  the  safety  in  which 
this  country  had  passed  through  a  period 
of  unexampled  difficulty.  The  noble  Earl 
(the  Earl  of  Malmesbury)  had  quoted  re- 
turns with  respect  to  the  number  of  paupers 
relieved  in  England  and  Wales  during  the 
last  five  years;  and  he  had  endeavoured  to 
show  that  the  number  of  paupers  now  re- 
ceiving relief  was  considerably  greater  than 
the  number  relieved  in  1846,  the  last  year 
of  protection.  But  if  the  noble  Earl  looked 
at  the  return,  he  would  find  that,  though 
there  was  now  an  increase  in  the  number 
of  paupers,  as  compared  with  1846,  yet 
that  the  year  1850  showed  a  reduction  in 
the  number  as  compared  with  1847,  1848, 
and  1849.  For  instance,  the  total  number 
of  paupers  relieved  in  England  and  Wales 
in  1847  was  908.000  ;  in  1848, 993,000  ; 
in  1849,  943,000  ;  and  in  1850,  890,000. 
The  noble  Earl  was,  however,  well  aware 
that  there  were  circumstances  in  the  con- 
dition of  the  country,  independently  of  the 
price  of  corn,  which  might  account  for  the 
difiterence  between  the  number  of  paupers 
relieved  thisjear  and  in  1846.     The  year 


1846  was  the  very  height  of  the  railway 
mania,  and  he  believed  that  at  that  time 
the  companies  expended  millions  of  money 
mainly  in  labour.  Now,  however,  there 
were  not  as  many  hundred  thousands  of 
pounds  expended  in  such  labour  as  there 
were  then  millions.  Since  1846  also  they 
had  had  to  encounter  all  the  consequences 
of  the  famine  in  Ireland;  and  it  was  noto- 
rious that  that  famine  had  been  the  means 
of  bringing  into  all  our  great  manufactur- 
ing towns  very  large  numbers  of  Irish 
paupers,  for  whose  relief  it  was  necessary 
to  provide.  He  thought  these  circum- 
stances would  fully  account  for  the  in- 
crease of  paupers  this  year  as  compared 
with  1846.  When  he  found  the  revenue 
prospering  to  an  unexampled  extent,  when 
he  saw  trade  sound  and  active,  notwith- 
standing all  the  difficulties  arising  from  a 
short  crop  of  cotton,  and  when  he  looked 
at  the  general  state  of  the  country,  he  did 
not  think  the  returns  to  which  the  noble 
Lord  had  alluded  gave  the  slightest  reason 
to  doubt  the  success  of  the  policy  of  1846. 
The  noble  Earl  had  referred  to  a  return  of 
the  quantities  of  wheat  that  had  been  sold 
in  different  years,  and  had  stated  that  the 
sales  of  1849  showed  a  falling-off  as  com- 
pared with  1845  of  some  1,200,000  quar- 
ters. He  should  have  thought  that  his 
noble  Friend  must  have  seen  how  fallacious 
that  comparison  was;  for  the  return  for 
1849  showed  mainly  the  sales  of  the  crop 
of  1848;  and  it  was  notorious  that  that 
crop  in  the  south  of  England  was  one  of 
the  most  defective  that  had  been  known. 
The  crop  of  1849  would  not,  of  course,  ap- 
pear in  the  return  until  the  latter  part  of 
the  year;  and  he  believed  that  the  agricul- 
tural distress  now  so  much  and,  he  ad- 
mitted, so  justly  complained  of,  had  much 
more  to  do  with  the  consequences  of  the 
very  bad  crop  of  1848  than  with  the 
change  in  the  law.  If  the  noble  Earl  com- 
pared the  quantity  of  corn  sold  in  the  last 
six  months  with  the  quantity  sold  in  the 
corresponding  six  months  of  the  year  be- 
fore perfect  free  trade  was  established,  he 
woula  find  that  since  the  harvest  of  1849 
came  inte  operation,  there  had  been  a  very 
large  increase  in  the  amount  of  com  sold 
as  compared  with  the  latter  period.  He 
would  only  add,  that  he  considered  this  a 
question  far  too  important  to  be  argued 
upon  the  imperfect  data  of  the  occurrences 
of  a  few  months.  He  believed  that  those 
who  would  dispassionately  and  carefully 
examine  into  the  practical  effects  of  pro- 
tection, as  it  bad  been  tried  under  various 
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modifications  during  a  period  of  thirty 
years,  and  would  look  to  the  melancholy 
consequences  which  had  resulted  from  rais- 
ing expectations  on  the  part  of  the  farmers 
which  were  constantly  disappointed,  would 
admit  that — judging  even  at  this  early 
period  of  their  experience  of  the  new  po- 
licy— it  was  impoBsihlc  to  say  that  the  in- 
terests of  agriculture  had  heen  disadvan- 
tageously  aifected.  He  believed  there 
never  was  a  time  when  greater  exertions 
were  made  to  improve  the  system  of  culti- 
vation, and  to  diminish  the  cost  of  obtain- 
ing agricultural  produce,  and  he  was  satis- 
fied that  those  efiorts  would  meet  the  suc- 
cess they  deserved. 

Lord  STANLEY  :  My  Lords,  I  am  not 
surprised  to  hear  the  noble  Lord  express  an 
opinion  that,  notwithstanding  all  that  is 
passed,  ho  remains  entirely  convinced  of 
the  merits  of  the  system  of  free  trade; 
that  he  sees  nothing  in  the  state  of  the 
country  which  causes  him  the  smallest  ap- 
prehension or  alarm;  that  he  believes  the 
interests  of  all  classes  are  prospering  great- 
ly; that  although  the  agriculturists  may  be 
suffering  a  little,  yet  in  general  there  is 
great  prosperity;  and  I  am  not  surprised 
that  he  says,  if  we  will  only  tell  him  what 
it  is  we  propose,  and  without  knowing  what 
we  propose,  for  the  relief  of  agriculture,  he 
is  quite  satisfied  that  he  could  give  us  a 
good  reason  against  the  proposition.  The 
noble  Earl  says,  that  previous  to  the  re- 
peal of  the  corn  laws,  incidental  discussions 
took  place  in  Parliament,  and  that  the  ob- 
ject of  those  discussions  was  clear  and  in- 
telligible; that  it  was  to  prepare  the  public 
mind  for  an  alteration  of  the  then  existing 
state  of  the  law.  I  take  the  liberty  of  say- 
ing, that,  even  agreeing  with  the  noble 
Earl  that  this  question  is  not  to  be  decided 
upon  the  incomplete  information  which  we 
possess,  and  that  we  should  not  call  upon 
your  Lordships  to  come  to  a  decision  or 
make  any  alteration  in  the  present  state 
of  the  law  upon  that  information,  I  will 
tell  the  noble  Earl  that  our  intention  is  by 
these  discussions,  as  the  intention  was  by 
the  discussions  previous  to  the  repeal  of 
the  corn  laws,  to  impress  upon  the  public 
mind,  week  by  week,  and  day  by  day,  if 
need  be,  the  practical  operation  and  work- 
ing of  the  system  which  you  have  intro- 
duced—entirely remitting  all  import  duties 
upon  agricultural  produce.  My  Lords,  I 
will  not  answer  the  noble  EarFs  question, 
of  what  form  of  duty  or  what  amount  of 
duty  wo  may  propose  when  we  shall  think 
it  right  to  introduce  the  question;  but  this 


I  will  say,  that  I  am  satisfied  that  a 
change  is  coming  over  the  public  mind.  I 
do  not  expect  it  to  come  over  the  mind  of 
the  noble  Earl :  far  be  it  from  me  to  enter- 
tain any  such  exaggerated  expectations  ! 
But  the  public  are  watching  the  progress 
of  events,  and  that  portion  of  the  public 
who  suffer  under  these  events,  notwith- 
standing the  declaration  of  the  noble  Earl, 
are  beginning  to  open  their  eyes  to  the  real 
effects  of  the  system  of  so-called  fi*ee  trade. 
They  are  watching  the  progress  of  that 
experiment — a  most  dangerous  and  fear- 
ful experiment — and  are  gradually  arriving 
at  the  conviction,  that  in  some  shape  or 
another,  and  in  some  mode  or  another,  an 
alteration  must  be  made  in  that  experi- 
ment, and  that  we  must  revert  to  the  sys- 
tem which  shall  afford  moderate  protection 
to  British  industry.  The  noble  Earl  quar- 
rels with  my  noble  Friend  behind  me. 
What  we  say  is,  "  You  promised  us  great 
results — ^you  promised  us  universal  em- 
ployment— you  promised  us  high  wages*- 
you  promised  us  increased  consumption — 
you  promised  us  universal  prosperity;  and 
we  find,  and  we  prove  from  your  own  pa- 
pers and  figures,  that  these  promises 
have  not  been  fulfilled,  and  that  you  are 
compelled  now,  not  to  point  triumphantly 
to  the  successful  issue  of  your  predic- 
tions, but  to  apologise,  and  to  assign  rea- 
sons, picked  up  hei*e  and  there,  why  your 
predictions  have  not' been  verified,  and  why, 
in  spite  of  free  trade,  you  have  not  the 
prosperity  which  you  expected  to  have." 
Will  the  people  of  England — at  least  will 
those  whose  eyes  are  not  already  opened 
by  suffering,  continue  blind?  My  noble 
Friend  has  called  the  attention  of  your 
Lordships  to  the  difference  between  the 
pauperism  of  this  country  in  the  year  1850 
and  in  the  year  1846.  What  is  the  noble 
Earl's  answer  ?  The  answer  of  the  noble 
Earl  is — **  True,  pauperism  in  the  year 
1850  is  greater  than  it  was  in  1846;  but 
then  it  is  less  than  in  the  year  1849;  1849 
was  less  than  1848;  and  1848  was  less 
than  1847."  Well,  but  it  is  quite  true  that 
in  the  year  1850  we  had  an  abundant  har- 
vest at  home.  In  1847,  1848,  and  1849, 
in  addition  to  the  blessing  of  free  trade, 
we  had  the  blessings  of  famine  also;  and, 
consequently,  it  is  not  very  extraordinary 
that,  with  the  cessation  of  famine,  and 
with  an  abundant  harvest  in  1850,  pauper- 
ism should  be  less  now  than  in  the  years 
1849,  1848.  and  1847.  But  1847,  1848, 
1849,  and  1850,  were  all  of  them  years  of 
free  trade.     They  were  all  of  ihA\^  -^^^x^ 
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of  free  importation  of  corn,  and  the  last 
three  of  them  years  of  very  low  prices 
for  com.  My  noble  Friend  took  the 
amonnt  of  pauperism  in  the  year  1846 — 
the  last  year  of  import  duties,  and  the  last 
year,  comparatively  speaking,  of  high  prices 
for  corn,  and  contrasted  it  with  the  amount 
of  pauperism  in  the  year  185^^,  the  year 
of  ^ee  trade  and  low  prices,  and,  upon  com- 
parison, showed  that  the  amount  of  pau- 
perism in  the  year  of  import  duties  and 
high  prices  was  less  than  the  amount  of 
pauperism  in  the  year  of  free  trade  and 
low  prices.  And  then  ray  noble  Friend 
says  —  '*  But  I  am  happy  to  congratulate 
my  noble  Friend — let  liim  look  to  his  own 
immediate  district,  and  he  will  see  a  dimi- 
nution of  pauperism."  We  have  shown  an 
iDcrease  of  from  4,000  to  7,000  in  one 
place,  and  from  3,000  to  6,000  in  another 
• — and  we  have  shown  this  even  by  the 
papers  upon  your  Lordships'  table,  which 
•zhibit  by  far  too  low  au  estimate,  for 
they  only  give  tho  number  of  paupers  ac- 
tually receiving  relief  in  1850,  as  compared 
with  statements  made  of  the  number  of 
paupers,  with  their  families,  who  received 
relief  in  previous  years.  So  that  the  real 
increase  of  pauperism  is  greater  than  ap- 
pears by  these  returns.  But,  setting  that 
aside,  the  noble  Earl  opposite  says  that 
my  noble  Friend  will  find  a  diminution  of 
pauperism  even  in  his  own  immediate  dis- 
trict ;  and,  on  referring  to  the  papers,  and 
comparing  the  amount  for  the  year  1846 
with  that  for  the  year  1850,  it  appears 
that  the  glorious  result  to  which  the  noblo 
Earl  pointa  so  triumphantly  is  a  diminu- 
tion of  pauperism  in  the  agricultural  dis- 
trict of  Cbristchurch  to  the  extent  of  one 
single  individual  I  But  we  point  to  other 
circumstances,  independent  of  the  amount 
of  pauperism,  and  we  say — if  these  things 
do  not  arise  from  free  trade — if  they  do 
not  arise  from  diminished  means — ^if  they 
do  not  arise  from  the  poverty  of  the  home 
market,  and  the  inability  to  consume,  the 
results  of  free  trade,  we  are  entitled  to  ask 
Her  Majesty's  Government  from  what  it  is 
they  do  proceed  ?  Accounts  are,  1  know, 
sometimes  deceptive,  and,  among  others, 
I  would  call  your  attention  to  the  accounts 
of  the  exports.  Great  credit  has  been 
taken  for  an  increase  in  tho  declared  value 
of  the  exports  between  1845  and  1849, 
apparently  of  above  five  millions  ;  and  of 
ten  millions,  or  more,  between  1848  and 
1849.  But,  when  we  come  to  sift  these 
papers,  we  find  that,  for  the  first  time,  in 
ihe  jrcar  18^9,  there  are  introduced  into 


the  papers  from  which  the  comparison 
purports  to  be  made,  a  number  of  addi- 
tional articles,  amounting  to  no  less  than 
two  millions  and  a  half  sterling,  which 
articles  did  not  exist  at  all  in  the  ac- 
counts from  which  these  papers  were 
prepared  ;  consequently,  the  increase 
from  53,i»00,U0Oi.  in  the  year  1845  to 
58,000,000/.  in  the  year  1849  must  have 
a  reduction  made  from  it  to  the  amount 
of  2,500,000/.  or  3,000,000Z. ;  and  to 
that  extent  the  papers,  which  show  the 
state  of  the  export  trade,  afford,  in  my 
mind,  a  most  fallacious  view  of  the  case. 
But  it  is  not  alone  to  the  export  trade  that 
1  look.  1  admit  that  your  export  trade 
may  have  increased,  and  has  increased  ; 
but  1  say,  and  those  who  act  with  me  say, 
that,  important  as  your  export  trade  un- 
doubtedly is  per  se,  it  is  unimportant  as 
compared  with  the  amount  of  your  home 
trade;  and,  unfortunately,  though  you  have 
the  statistical  means  of  ascertaining  the 
amount  of  your  export  trade,  you  have  not 
the  corresponding  means  of  obtaining  the 
amount  of  consumption  in  the  home  mar- 
ket; and  it  is  my  firm  belief  that  whatever 
advantage  the  manufacturing  and  com- 
mercial interests  may  have  derived  from 
an  increase  of  exports,  these  advantages 
have  been  far  more  than  counterbalanced 
by  a  diminution^-the  amount  of  which  we 
are  unable  to  guess,  but  the  effects  of 
which  we  see  in  every  part  of  tho  country, 
and  practically  feel  in  every  direction — qf 
the  power  of  the  home  consumer  to  tako 
up  manufactured  articles.  Take  the  case 
of  cotton,  for  example.  1  hold  in  my  hand 
an  account  of  the  imports  of  cotton,  and 
find  that,  whilst  in  the  first  three  months 
of  1849  the  imports  of  cotton  were  547,000 
bales,  in  the  corresponding  period  of  1850 
they  had  fallen  to  468,000  bales.  The 
consumption  of  cotton  in  the  home  market 
from  the  1st  of  January  to  the  12th  of 
April,  1849,  was  432,500  bales  ;  but  for 
the  same  period  in  1850  tho  consumption 
had  fallen  from  432.500  to  338,000  bales, 
being  a  decrease  of  94,500  bales,  or  of 
twenty-one  per  cent  upon  the  whole  con- 
sumption of  the  first  three  months  of  1850, 
as  compared  with  the  corresponding  pe- 
riod of  1849.  With  regard  to  the  exports 
of  cotton  goods,  it  is  true  that  in  the  year 
1848  there  were  22,000,000/..  and  in 
1849,  26,000.000/.,  the  increased  ex- 
portation amounting  to  4.000,000/.  Now, 
of  that  increased  exportation  there  was  to 
foreign  countries  1,735,000/. — we  pre- 
sume excluaive  of  exports  to  slave-trading 
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countries — and  I  pray  you  to  observe,  as 
one  of  the  principal  effects  of  the  free-trade 
system,  that  the  increased  exports  to  the 
three  slave-trading  points  alone  exceeded 
2,000,000?.  I  know  how  wearisome  your 
Lordships  must  be  with  figures;  but  re- 
member it  is  upon  figures  that  this  ques- 
tion mainly  turns,  and  by  figures  alone  we 
can  show  the  effects  of  the  present  sys- 
tem o'f  free  trade  upon  the  country.  Our 
object  is  to  show  that  under  free  trade 
the  consuming  power  is  diminishing,  and 
if  the  consuming  power  is  diminishing,  and 
you  contend  that  it  is  not  in  consequence 
of  free  trade,  on  you  rests  the  onus  of 
showing  to  what  that  diminished  consump- 
tion is  to  be  attributed,  you  having  pro- 
mised us  a  large  increase  of  consumption 
as-  the  consequence  of  free  trade.  With 
regard  to  the  sale  of  wheat,  barley,  and 
oats  in  England,  I  tell  the  noble  Mar- 
quess, who  moved  for  them  to  show  that 
the  decrease  in  price  is  owing  to  the 
goodness  of  the  harvest,  that  they  will 
not  answer  his  purpose.  Why,  my  Lords, 
this  paper  which  has  been  laid  upon  the 
table  of  your  Lordships*  House,  so  far  as 
it  is  good  for  anything,  is  valuable  as 
proving  the  very  opposite  of  that  which 
the  noble  Marquess  wished  to  demonstrate 
when  he  called  for  its  production.  It  may 
be  true  that  the  amount  of  corn  sold  in 
1849  exceeded  that  sold  in  1848;  but  let 
the  noble  Marquess  opposite  refer  to  the 
year  1850,  the  first  four  months  of  which 
he  justly  describes  as  the  produce  of  the 
harvest  of  1849,  and  he  will  find  that, 
with  the  exception  of  the  first  four  months 
of  1849 — which  is  the  produce  of  the  de- 
fective harvest  of  1848 — this  boasted  con- 
sumption of  corn  in  the  British  markets 
is,  in  1850 — with  that  single  exception  of 
1849 — lower  week  by  week,  and  lower 
on  the  whole,  than  it  was  in  any  other 
year  mentioned  in  the  paper  moved  for 
by  the  noble  Marquess.  This  document, 
therefore,  if  I  have  read  it  aright,  is  fatal 
to  the  very  purpose  for  which  it  was  pro- 
duced. It  goes  to  prove  the  very  reverse 
of  the  argument  which  it  is  the  object  of 
the  noble  Marquess  to  maintain.  Free 
trade  has  impaired  the  condition  and 
straitened  the  circumstances  of  the  labour- 
ing classes  of  this  empire.  Such  is  the 
position  which  I  am  prepared  to  take  up, 
and  I  trust  that  your  Lordships  will  not 
deem  it  irrelevant  if  I  should  take  leave  to 
justify  myself  in  that  position  by  referring 
to  the  diminished  consumption  of  some 
few  articles  of  domestic  use  amongst  those 


classes  of  our  population  who  have  hereto- 
fore been  placed  beyond  want.  The  arti- 
cles to  which  I  allude  are  not  absolute  ne- 
cessaries— they  are  luxuries  of  an  humble 
description — perhaps  it  would  be  more 
correct  to  describe  them  as  comforts — but 
they  are  articles  the  diminished  consump- 
tion of  which  is  an  evidence  as  melancholy 
as  it  is  incontestable  of  the  petty  shifts  to 
which  our  people  are  obliged  to  have  re- 
course, and  of  the  small  economies  they 
are  compelled  to  exercise  in  order  to  make 
both  ends  meet  under  the  system  of  uni- 
versal prosperity  which  has  been  estab- 
lished amongst  us  under  the  designation 
of  **free  tr^e.'*  The  ^\g  articles  in 
question  do  not  furnish,  I  admit,  an  infal- 
lible testimony  as  to  the  general  working 
of  the  free-trade  system;  but  I  do  think 
that  they  are  precisely  those  articles  the 
increase  or  diminution  in  the  consumption 
of  which  supplies  a  fair  criterion  of  the 
extent  to  which  our  poor  people  arc  en- 
abled to  enjoy  the  small  and  homely  com- 
forts of  life.  They  are  cocoa,  coffee,  dried 
fruits,  including  currants,  figs,  and  raisins, 
unrefined  sugar,  and  tallow.  Now,  let  us 
see  how  the  consumption  of  these  articles 
has  varied  during  stated  periods  in  each 
of  the  last  three  years.  The  consumption 
of  coffee  during  the  first  three  months  of 
1848  was  877,u001bs.;  during  the  corres- 
ponding period  of  1849  it  was  922.000  lbs., 
and  during  the  corresponding  period  of  1 850 
it  was  724,000  lbs.  The  consumption  of 
coffee  has  fallen  from  9,900.0001bs.  in  the 
first  three  months  of  1 848  to  9.368.0001b8., 
in  1849,  and  to  7,460.000  lbs.  in  1850. 
Currants  have  fallen  in  the  following  pro- 
portion ;  In  the  first  three  months  of  1848 
the  consumption  was  73,000  cwt.;  in  1849 
it  was  88.000 cwt.;  and  in  1850  it  had 
sunk  to  66,000  cwt.  Of  figs  there  were 
consumed,  in  1848,  47,046  lbs.;  in  1849, 
53,004 lbs.;  in  1850,  only  39,01 1  )bs.  Of 
raisins  there  were  consumed  only  21,000 
cwt.  in  1850,  against  32.000  cwt.  in  1849, 
and  37,000  cwt.  in  1848.  The  decline  in 
the  consumption  of  sugar  is  also  remark- 
able. There  were  consumed,  in  the  first 
three  months  of  1848,  1,494.000  cwt.; 
in  1849,  1 ,469,000  cwt. ;  and  in  1850, 
1,41 3,000  cwt.  The  retiu-ns  under  the 
head  of  tallow  give  a  result  not  less  dis- 
heartening. There  were  imported  for 
home  consumption,  in  the  first  three 
months  of  1848,  292,000 cwt.;  and  in  the 
three  first  months  of  1849.  313.000  cwt.; 
while  in  1 850  the  importation  did  not  ex- 
ceed 194,000  cwt.    Moreover  it  is  wortb"^ 
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of  remark  that  the  diminution  in  quantity 
taken  into  home  consumption  was  co-exist- 
ent with  a  large  exportation  in  the  shape 
of  candles  and  soap.  Now,  my  Lords, 
these  facts  may  possibly  be  coincident  with 
a  state  of  great  prosperity — I  do  not  say 
they  are  conclusive  evidence  of  the  failure 
of  your  free-trade  system,  but  they  are 
evidence,  and  particularly  when  taken  in 
conjunction  with  increased  pauperism  and 
diminished  employment — for  the  noble 
Earl  will  not  venture  to  deny,  though  he 
spoke  of  the  prosperity  of  the  manufactur- 
ing districts,  that  an  increased  and  in- 
creasing number  of  mills  are  working  short 
time,  that  wages  in  the  manufacturing 
districts  have  fallen,  and  that  in  the  agri- 
cultural districts  they  have  fallen,  and 
must  and  will  fall  still  further — I  say, 
when  we  have  these  facts  before  us,  indi- 
cating a  diminished  power  of  consumption 
in  the  home  market,  we  cannot  agree  to 
congratulate  the  noble  Earl  on  the  success 
of  that  which  I  will  still  call  "  an  experi- 
ment;*' and  we  will  continue  to  point  the 
attention  of  the  Government  and  the  coun- 
try to  the  practical  working  of  that  expe- 
riment, and  leave  it  to  Her  Majesty's 
Ministers  to  justify  their  perseverance  in 
that  policy  to  its  full  extent,  notwithstand- 
ing the  failure  which  it  manifests  in  its 
effects — notwithstanding  the  diminished 
consumption  of  the  country — notwithstand- 
ing the  increased  distress  and  ruin  which 
have  been  brought  by  that  system  upon  a 
large  portion  of  the  community.  We  do 
not  bring  forward  a  specific  measure;  but 
if  it  will  be  any  satisfaction  to  the  noble 
Earl  to  hear  again  the  declaration  to  which 
he  has  referred,  and  which  I  had  the  hon- 
our of  making  to  a  numerous  and  impor- 
tant deputation  which  waited  upon  me  a 
short  time  since — I  will  repeat  to  him  my 
confidence  that  this  country  will  not  be  re- 
stored to  a  state  of  prosperity  until  it  does 
not  only  deal  with  the  unjust  taxation 
under  which  certain  interests  of  the  coun- 
try are  labouring,  but  also  until  it  shall 
return  to  a  just,  and  moderate,  and  equita- 
ble system  of  import  duties  for  the  protec- 
tion of  British  industry  of  all  descriptions. 
I  am  satisfied  that  that  policy  will  prevail 
in  the  long  run ;  and  as  confidently  as  the 
noble  Earl  speaks  of  the  success  of  the 
experiment,  so  confidently  do  I  feel  that 
its  failure  is  becoming  day  by  day  more 
manifest,  and  that  in  some  shape  or  an- 
other— I  will  not  gratify  the  noble  Earl 
by  telling  him  in  what  precise  shape — he 
will  hare,  or,  in  defiance  of  him.  Parlia- 


ment will  have  to  retrace  the  steps  they 
have  taken,  and  revert  to  a  sounder  and  a 
wiser  policy. 

Earl  GREY :  I  cannot  help  expressing 
the  satisfaction  with  which  I  have  listened 
to  the  concluding  observations  of  the  no- 
ble Lord.  It  is  clear  from  what  he  has 
said,  that  he  is  desirous  of  returning  to  a 
system  of  moderate  import  duties  for  the 
protection  of  British  interests,  that  the 
noble  Lord  himself  has  given  up  the  slid- 
ing scale  of  1842,  and  that  that  Act  is 
abandoned  by  noble  Lords  opposite. 

Lord  STANLEY :  I  am  glad  that  the 
noble  Earl  is  satisfied  at  hearing  my  state- 
ment ;  but  allow  me  to  say  that  I  hope  I 
may  not  be  judged  by  the  inferences  which 
the  noble  Earl  has  drawn  from  my  observa- 
tions. 

Earl  GREY:  Oh,  I  am  quite  satisfied. 

House  adjourned  till  To-morrow. 
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HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Monday,  May  27,  1850. 

MiHUTxs.l  PcTBuc  BiLLs. — 2*  Petty  Sessions 
(Irolana):  Court  of  Prerogative  (Ireland). 

Reported. — Conviet  Prisons;  Metropolitan  In- 
terments; Municipal  Corporations  (Ireland); 
Vestries  and  Vestry  Clerks;  Acts  of  Parlia- 
ment Abbreviation. 

3®  Court  of  Chancery  (Ireland). 

BIRTH  OF  A  PRINCE— HER  MAJESTY'S 
REPLY  TO  THE  ADDRESS. 

Mr.  LASCELLES  brought  up  Her 
Majesty's  gracious  Answer  to  the  Address 
presented  bj  this  House  on  the  Bii*th  of  a 
Prince : — 

"  I  thank  you  sincerely  for  your  dutiful  and 
affectionate  Address;  and  I  receive  with  much 
satisfaction  your  Congratulations  on  the  Birth  of 
another  Prince,  and  the  assurance  of  the  interest 
you  take  in  My  domestic  happiness.' 


tt 


CHESTER  AND  HOLYHEAD  RAILWAY 

BILL. 

Bill  read  3^ 

Mr.  0.  GORE  moved  a  clause  which,  he 
said,  he  felt  it  his  duty  to  propose  as  chair- 
man of  the  Shrewsbury  and  Birmingham 
line,  and  still  more  so  as  Member  for 
Shropshire — a  county  which,  without  it, 
would  be  seriously  prejudiced  by  being  de- 
prived of  due  means  of  communication 
with  the  north.  Unless  Parliament  pre- 
vented railways  from  becoming  monopolies, 
they  would  become  the  greatest  curses  to 
the  country.    The  clause  was  proposed 
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only  to  prevent  monopoly,  and  ought  to 
have  been  acceded  to  on  the  part  of  the 
promoters  of  the  Bill.  If  the  Bill  passed 
without  the  clause,  the  traffic  of  the 
Shrewsbury  and  Birmingham  Company 
might  be  stopped  at  Chester,  by  the  pro- 
moters of  the  present  Bill,  the  Icyiathan  of 
railway  companies,  the  London  and  North 
Western  Company,  which  exercised  a  huge 
and  unjust  monopoly,  and  lived  upon  liti- 
gation, selfishly  and  constantly  oppressing 
the  smaller  companies,  as  in  the  present 
instance.  Irish  Members  were  as  much 
interested  as  he  was  in  resisting  such  a 
system,  and  supporting  the  proposed  clause, 
which  had  originally  been  inserted  in  the 
Bill,  and  had  been  omitted  by  mistake. 

Clause  brought  up  and  read  1°. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  put,  "  That 
the  said  Clause  be  now  read  a  Second 
Time." 

Mr.  GLYN  entered  into  a  defence  of 
the  proceedings  of  the  London  and  North 
Western  Company.  He  wished  the  House 
to  understand  that  the  London  and  North 
Western  Company  were  not  the  promoters 
of  the  present  Bill.  The  Bill  had  origi- 
nated with  the  Chester  and  Holyhead 
Company,  in  the  full  belief  that  unless  the 
leasing  to  the  London  and  North  Western 
was  sanctioned,  or  unless  Government 
came  forward  with  assistance,  it  would  be 
impossible  to  complete  that  great  under- 
taking. He  could  assure  the  House  it  was 
not  his  desire  or  wish  to  see  the  Bill  pass 
in  its  present  form,  for  he  thought  it  would 
be  more  advantageous  to  the  London  and 
North  Western  Company  to  have  existing 
arrangements  between  the  two  companies 
remain  in  their  present  state.  He  objected 
to  the  insertion  of  the  clause,  as  it  had 
been  sanctioned  by  the  Committee  on 
ex  parte  evidence,  and  would  operate  in- 
juriously. 

Mb.  SLANEY  said,  that  this  clause  had 
been  recommended  by  the  Committee.  He 
hoped  it  would  be  adopted.  As  for  the 
stopping  of  the  express  trains,  he  was  au- 
thorised to  say  the  opposers  of  the  Bill 
were  ready  to  give  up  that  point. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  sup- 
ported the  clause.  It  had  been  unanimous- 
ly inserted  by  the  Committee,  and  had  been 
expunged  by  an  accident :  if  the  House 
was  not  disposed  to  reinsert  it,  he  thought 
they  at  least  ought  not  to  reject  the  pro- 
position of  the  hon.  Mover,  and  refer  the 
question  to  the  Railway  Commissioners. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  in  such  a  case 
as  this,  where  one  railway  ran  into  ano- 
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thor,  which  formed  the  continuance  and 
the  line  of  communication  of  both,  there 
must  be  conflicting  interests,  and  it  was 
possible  that  the  interests  of  the  public 
might  be  prejudiced.  The  question  was 
one  of  great  difficulty,  and  which,  in  1844, 
had  been  considered,  and  the  conclusion 
arrived  at  had  been  that  it  was  impossible 
to  settle  it  by  any  general  regulation?  It 
was  now  proposed  to  leave  it  to  the  Rail- 
way Commissioners  to  adjust  and  regulate 
the  traffic  at  the  point  of  junction;  but  he 
warned  the  House  against  deciding,  in  the 
case  of  a  particular  Bill,  what  ought  to  be 
decided  on  general  principles.  The  House 
had,  indeed,  already  declined  to  sanction 
a  general  measure  founded  on  the  same 
principle — the  Bill  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Stoke — and  he  thought  they  would  do  well 
to  reject  this  clause. 

Mr.  SHEIL  wished  Shrewsbury  to  be 
in  close  communication  with  Dublin,  and 
apprehended  that,  if  the  clause  were  re- 
jected, and  the  London  and  North  Western 
Company  were  left  to  its  own  ideas  of  self- 
interest,  the  communication  might  be  in- 
tercepted. The  Committee  had  sanctioned 
the  clause,  and  he  should  abide  by  it. 

Mr.  C.  VILLIERS  said,  the  Shrews- 
bury  line  had  authorised  him  to  agree  to  a 
proviso  referring  to  the  Railway  Commis- 
sioners, not,  indeed,  as  erroneously  stated 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  the  University  of  Oxford,  the  regula- 
tion of  the  traffic,  but  the  settlement  of 
such  points  of  difference  as  might  arise 
between  the  two  companies. 

Lord  R,  GROSVENOR  said,  he  had 
before  this  had  experience  of  the  manner 
in  which  the  larger  companies  were  prone 
to  oppress  the  smaller;  and  the  London 
and  North  Western  Company  had  actually 
made  it  a  stipulation  of  their  amalgama- 
tion with  another  company  that  all  facili- 
ties should  be  withdrawn  from  the  Shrews- 
bury and  Birmingham  line.  The  Earl  of 
Dalhousie's  scheme  for  giving  the  great  com- 
panies the  power  of  supplying  the  smaller 
Hues  had  been  rejected,  on  the  ground  of  its 
interfering  with  competition;  but  if  the 
House  desired  to  retain  a  rag  or  shred  of 
competition  in  this  case,  it  must  protect 
the  Shrewsbury  Company  by  inserting  this 
clause. 

Sir  C.  DOUGLAS  wished  to  know 
whether  the  Committee  who  had  sanctioned 
the  clause  were  aware  that  it  was  in  contra- 
vention of  other  decisions  of  Committees. 

Captain  DUNCOMBE  said,  between 
conflicting  decisions  they  had  e\vdftv%^\a^\ 
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to  take  the  course  oonsistent  with  common 
aense  and  justice. 

Mr.  ROCHE  said,  the  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Dungaryon  had  supported  the  clause 
for  the  sake  of  communication  between 
Shrewsbury  and  Dublin.  He  (Mr.  Roche) 
opposed  it  for  the  sake  of  communication 
between  London  and  Dublin.  The  Ches- 
ter iTnd  Holjhead  Company  w6re  unable  to 
oarry  on  their  line  without  the  advance  of 
500, 000^  from  the  London  and  North 
Western  Company^  who  could  not  adrance 
the  money  on  the  terms  to  be  imposed  by 
this  clause. 

Mb.  T.  EGERTON  said^  he  belieTcd 
the  Bill  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Stoke  had 
been  brought  in  because  the  London  and 
North  Western  Company  would  not  make 
Home  fair  concessions  to  the  South  Staf- 
fordshire Company  (of  which  the  hon. 
Member  was  chairinan),  and  had  been 
withdrawn  because,  under  that  oompulsioni 
the  London  add  North  Western  Company 
had  conceded  what  they  had  before  re- 
fttsed. 

Mr.  G.  H.  cavendish  pronosed,  as 
A  compromise^  that  the  clause  should  be 
withdrawn,  if  the  Chester  and  Holyhead 
Company  Would  gire  up  its  leasing 
powers. 

Mr.  JACKSON  acceded  to  this  propc 
litioui  and  declared  that,  if  the  Bill  was 
not  passed  and  acted  on  (as  it  could  not  bd 
if  the  clause  were  agreed  to),  there  would 
be  no  chance  of  the  Chester  and  Holyhead 
Company  completing  their  line. 

The  House  divided:' — Ayes  118;  Noes 
137:  Majority  19. 

Bill  passed^ 

RIVER  LEE  TRUST  BILL— SUPPLY  OF 
WATER  TO  THE  METROPOLIS. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Motion  mftde,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  Second 
Time." 

Mr.  MOWATT  would  more,  that  the 
Bill  be  read  a  second  time  that  day  six 
months.  He  did  so  for  this  reason — all 
the  bond  fide  schemes  for  supplying  the 
metropolis  with  water  had  been  put  off 
because  the  House  was  not  in  a  condition 
to  legislate,  inasmuch  as  they  were  daily 
expecting  some  report  from  the  Board  of 
Health  of  some  getieral  scheme^  This 
Bill  did  not  propose  to  remedy  the  great 
defects  of  the  existing  systems  of  supply, 
but  simply  proposed  to  bolster  up  the  ex- 
isting companies,  by  diverting  a  large  por- 
tioD  of  the  Rirer  Lee  for  the  purpose  of 


supplying  the  New  River  Company.  It 
was  supported  on  the  false  grounds  of 
remedying  the  navigation  of  the  River 
Lee,  it  being  notorious  that  the  Rirer  Lee, 
so  far  fi'om  not  being  iu  the  position  of  af<- 
fording  sufficient  accommodation »  already 
furnished  aocommodation  fur  thtee  times 
the  amount  of  traffie  it  could  ever  possibly 
have. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the 
word  now,"  and  at  the  end  of  the  Question 
to  add  the  words  "  upon  this  day  six 
months." 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  word 
'  now '  dtand  part  of  the  Question." 

Major  BERESFORD  said,  that  only 
one  out  of  the  forty^seven  clauses  of  the 
Bill  related  to  the  supply  of  water « 

Mr.  MOWATT  said,  if  that  clause  was 
struck  out,  he  would  withdraw  his  opposi-> 
tion. 

Major  BERESFORD  coiitended  that 
the  objection  to  the  one  clause  was  the 
best  reason  for  allowing  the  Bill  to  go  be- 
fore a  Select  Committee«  He  denied  that 
it  was  a  Bill  for  regulating  the  Water  sup- 
ply; its  great  object  was  the  improvement 
of  the  ntivigation. 

Mr.  COWPER  said,  the  lowering  of 
the  bed  of  the  river,  and  other  improve- 
ments, would  create  a  gteat  surplus  of 
pure  rirer  water,  which  the  clause  in  ques^ 
tion  would  empower  the  company  to  sell. 
It  was  in  no  respect  a  Bill  for  supplying 
the  metropolis  with  water,  like  the  Hetaley 
Bill,  or  the  Watford  Bill^  to  which  refer- 
ence had  been  made.  The  money  received 
for  the  sale  of  the  water  Would  be  applied 
to  the  improrement  of  the  nayigation.  No 
ground  whatever  had  been  shown  for  inter- 
fering with  the  regular  course  pursued  with 
private  Bills.  Should  this  Bill  be  carried 
in  its  present  form,  it  would  not  at  all  in- 
terfere with  any  measures  which  the  Sani- 
tary Commissioners  might  adopt  for  tlie 
water  supply  of  the  metropolis. 

Sir  W.  MOLBSWORTH  saw  no  valid 
reason  for  opposing  the  second  reading  of 
this  Bill.  While  improving  the  naviga- 
tion of  the  Lee,  it  would  give  a  better  sup- 
ply of  water  to  the  metropolis. 

Ma.  BRIGHT  said,  the  Bill  appeared 
to  have  come  before  the  House  under  false 
pretences.  Only  a  majority  of  two  in  a 
meeting  of  fifty  trustees  had  agreed  to 
promote  this  Bill;  and  of  those  present 
fifteen  were  ex  officio  trustees,  and  a  great 
number  took  no  active  part  in  the  business 
of  the  trust.  The  owners  of  mill  property 
on  the  Lee  complained  that  they  would  be 
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serioDHly  injured  by  the  Bill  in  its  present  '  rOftcbed  him  was  an  extract  from  the  pro- 
form.  He  shoold  therefore  second  the  ceedisge  of  the  board  of  guardians  contain- 
ing a  resolution  to  the  effect  that,  in  their 


Skid, 


Sift  J.  DUKE,  M  one  of  the  trustees,  '  opinion,  the  charge  brought  against  the 
' '     '      should   support   the  Bill.      He  I  matron  was  irhollj  unsubstalitiated.     But 


denied  that  so  large  a  number  of  ex  officio 
trustees  had  been  prevent  at  the  meeting' 
referred  to. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
Bill    read  2°,  and  committed,  and  re- 
ferred to  the  Committee  of  Selection. 

RELIGIOUS   PERSECUTION   BT   THE 
NEWRT  BOARD  OF  GUARDIANS. 

Mr.  0.  H.  HOORB  said,  he  rose  for 
the  pnrpose  of  putting  a  qnestion  to  (he 
right  hoD.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  for 
Ireland,  of  which  be  had  already  given 


he  was  quite  aware  that  that  did  not  meet 
the  charge  against  the  board  of  guardiana 
tbcmselTes,  and  he  hod  already  written  for 
further  information. 

SUPPLY— HOUSES  OF  PARLIAMENT. 

House  in  Committee  of  Snppiy. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed — 

"That  a.  mm,  cot  eiroeding  0S,300I.,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majeitv,  to  pBj  tbs  SaLaries  and 
Expensea  of  tho  two  Uouaci  of  Parliament,  and 
Allowaacea  to  Retired  OScen  of  the  iwo  Hoiues, 
to  the  Slat  da;  of  March,  1851." 

Mb.  HUHE  said,  he  found  there  w 


On  the  Oth  of  April,  four  pauper  I  considerable  increase  in  the  amount  pro- 


children  applied  for  and  obtained  adi 
skm  into  the  Ncwry  workhouse.     '" 
asked  by  the    board  what   retigioi 
profeBaed,  they  replied  that  they  we 
n  Catholics.     But  it  was  almost 


posed  to  bo  votod  s  , 

of  the  House  of  Lords.      Last  year  it  was 
21,9001.;  in   the   present   estimate  it  was 
l^g_    32,400/.     Tho  amount  required  in  aid  of 
'     fee  fund  was  last  year  14,0001.;  in  the 


they 


sihie  to  believe  that,  after  that  plain  avowal,  ■  P^^f  ^y??^  ,t1'S,  t  «t,  *,-„^TtT, 

..     '       .         -        '■  ■        -  E         . .. ,     ■  I      The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  feXCHE- 

that  the  expenditure  of  the 


w,,^  board  putthe  religion  of  those  children    f.j-„„ 

to  the  vote,  and  decided  that  they  were    vUBR 

PreBbyterians— and  that   they  should  '       ""'""' ' 

treated  as  Presbyterians  in  the  workhov 

One  of  these  children,  whose 

the  guardians  thns  cruelly  ignored, 

sixteen  years  old,  according  to  her 


statement:    the  guardians,   he  bel'«'ed,  ^['^«JF|'f«^J|J''Jr«^^^ 

had  decided  her  to  be  fourteen.      ~'  "  ''--""'""'~'  *°    """•"■ 

at  all  events  arrived  at  the  age  of  disore- 


of  Lords  wsB  in  process  of  progres- 
sive reduction.  The  cause  of  the  increase 
in  the  vote  this  year  was,  that  during  the 
last  few  years  there  had  been  a  balance  of 
money  received  from  fees,  which  was  partly 
unexpcndedlastyear,  and  which  was  availa- 
ble forrcducing  this  demand  upon  the  Trea- 
sury.    This  balance  having  been  expended 


tion.    She  might  be  hanged  or  transported    '"*'  J*^"'  "  B'*'*'"  P™P<''-t'on  of  the  salo- 
if  she  bad  committed  a  crime  at  that  age;    "^'t  «'"'  expenses  of  tho  House  of  Lords 
and  if  the  law  held  »  person  of  that  age  to   ^^°ll  ^«  """  *»?  '*■»  ^"^  "O"  ^^^'"^  "" 
be  respoiiaiblo  for  hia  acts,  it 
for  granted   that  she  had 
religious 


^  -™  n™.^  ..„L.uu  u.       ^^-  ^-  SMITH  Bwd,  that  a  very  care- 

A  few  days  after  the   *^"'  report  had  been  made  by  a  Committee 

-    ■      •        ■     ■      "f  'i"-  Wn..oo  jif  Lords  upon  the  salaries  of 

The  Treasury    ought  to 

1.  Members  in   possession  of 

that  they  might  see  how  the 

.evot« 
it  of  the  salaries, 
;  ilic.,  of  the  officers  of  the  House  of  Lords, 
n  order  that  the  Government  might  have 
he  opportunity  of  laying  the  report  of 
beir  Lordships'  Committee  before  the 
House. 

Afterwards  Motion  made,  and  Question 

|PUt— 

I      "  That  a  lum,  not  exceeding  AB.OOOt.,  be  grsnt- 

a  Her  Majestj,  to  paj  the  Salarica  and  Ei- 

,   ,      .,  „  ,   .,  ,     ,        iwusea  of  the  two  llousea  of  Parliament,  nnd  Al- 

inqmry  into   the  matter,  and  the  only  in-    io«„noea  to  retired  Officers  of  the  two  Uousea,  (A 


extraordinary  decision  of  the  board,  shi 
brought  a  charge  against  tho  matron  of '  f'"^'^  officei 
the  workhouse,  for  dragging  her,  against    ''*.*°  P"'  ■" 
her  earnest  entreaties  nnd  protests,  into  a  report,  i 

Presbyterian  place  of  worship.     The  case    ""^''^y  "tt/^'^a- 
was    inquired   into    before  the   boord    ofi      Mr.  HUME  proposed  to  reduce  the 
guardians,  and  they  decided  that  they  had  '  ^y  ^2,«)0i. 
already  voted  that  the  girl  was  a  Presby-  ■     "    "    •  " 
terian,  and  that  the  matron  was  perfectly 
jnstified  in  dragging  her  to  a  Presbyterian 
place  of  worship.     As  these  proceedings 
on  the  part  of  the  board  appeared  to  be  of 
a  most  extraordinary  character,  he  should 
wish  to  be  informed  whether  tho  right  hon 
Gentleman  had  inquired  into  the  matter  ? 
Sir  W.  SOMEUVILLE  had  made  some 

nqniry  into  the  matter,  and  the  only  in-    

formation  of  an  ofGclal  oharacter  wbiab  had  1  the  sitt  dar  of  Mhk^,  m\."' 
02 
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The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER  said,  tbe  Committee  on  Miscellane- 
ous Estimates  expressed  a  hope  that  the 
accounts  and  expenditure  of  the  House  of 
Lords  would  be  submitted  to  a  searching 
revision  bj  a  Committee  of  that  House. 
This  rerision  was  going  on,  and  ho  should 
therefore  oppose  the  Motion. 

Mr.  HUME  replied,  that  the  House 
had  at  present  no  proof  of  this  searching 
investigation. 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  48; 
Noes  110  :  Majority  62. 

Original  Question  put. 

Vote  agreed  to 

SUPPLY— THE  TREASURY. 

On  Vote  (2.),  56,1001.  for  the  salaries 
and  expenses  of  the  Treasury, 

Mr.  FORBES  moved  a  reduction  of  10 
per  cent  upon  the  sums  voted  for  salaries 
in  this  vote,  which  would  reduce  the  entire 
vote  to  50,4902.  He  believed  such  a  reduc- 
tion would  prove  a  benefit  to  the  country, 
and  at  the  same  time  add  to  the  popularity 
of  the  Government;  and  he  should  be  very 
glad  to  think  that  his  constituents  had  not 
lost  more  than  that  by  the  alterations  in 
the  commercial  policy  of  the  country. 

Colonel  THOMPSON  was  in  the  re- 
ceipt of  information  showing  that  his  con- 
stituents, not  by  their  own  wrong,  but  by 
the  occasion  of  a  wrong  inflicted  on  them, 
were  20  per  cent  better  off  now  than  they 
had  been  under  protection.  He  considered 
himself,  therefore,  entitled  to  ask  to  be  set 
off  against  the  hon.  Member. 

Colonel  SIBTHORP  said,  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Stirlingshire  had 
very  properly  excepted  the  salaries  of  the 
First  and  junior  Lords  of  the  Treasury  and 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  from  his 
Motion,  because  the  salaries  of  those  higher 
officers  were  now  now  under  the  considera- 
tion of  a  Select  Committee.  He  thought, 
however,  that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer was  bound  to  pledge  himself  to 
adopt  the  decision  of  that  Committee,  what- 
ever it  might  be,  and  whatever  reduction 
they  might  recommend  in  the  salaries  upon 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and  his 
Colleagues  had  fattened. 

The  CHANCELLOR  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER  would  not  enter  into  the  question 
whether  Her  Majesty's  Ministers  had 
grown  fat  or  lean  since  their  accession  to 
office.  But  if  the  Committee  upstairs 
should  recommend  a  reduction  of  the  sala- 
ries paid  to  high  political  officers,  those 
saJanea  would  he  reduced  from  that  time. 


Mr.  HUME  should  not  be  disposed  to 
agree  to  a  reduction  of  10  per  cent  in  the 
salaries  of  the  forty-five  junior  and  other 
clerks,  who  were  now  in  the  receipt  of 
from  90^.  to  200^.  or  400^.  per  annum. 
He  was  favourable  to  a  reduction  of  the 
number  of  the  clerks,  rather  than  of  their 
salaries.  He  trusted  that  some  examina- 
tion would  bo  instituted  into  their  qualifi- 
cations before  clerks  were  admitted,  be- 
cause young  men,  very  unfit  to  enter  the 
Treasury,  were  sometimes  appointed.  Was 
there  any  necessity  to  have  twenty  mes- 
sengers in  the  Treasurv,  at  a  cost  per  an- 
num of  2,315^  ? 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER  agreed  with  his  hon.  Friend,  that 
the  true  principle  of  reduction  in  the  Trea- 
sury was  rather  a  reduction  of  numbers 
than  of  salaries.  A  reduction  of  5,800L 
in  the  salaries  and  expenditure  of  the 
Treasury  had  been  made  within  the  last 
few  years.  He  did  not  think  the  number 
of  messengers  too  great. 

Mr.  MCGREGOR  believed  that  at  the 
Treasury,  as  well  as  at  the  Board  of  Trade, 
there  were  too  few  messengers,  instead  of 
being  a  superabundance. 

Mr.  DISRAELI  said,  the  hon.  Member 
who  introduced  the  Motion  could  see  from 
the  manner  in  which  it  was  received  what 
were  its  chances  of  success.  There  were 
two  circumstances  which  made  any  proposi- 
tion coming  from  his  side  of  the  House,  on 
the  subject  of  economy  in  the  public  ex- 
penditure, not  likely  to  be  very  successful. 
One  was  the  existence  of  the  Committee 
which  was  sitting  on  the  subject,  and  an- 
other was  the  existence  of  the  Reform 
Financial  Association.  As  long  as  those 
two  bodies  were  at  work,  it  was  not  pro- 
bable any  economical  proposition  from  the 
Opposition  side  of  the  House  would  be  suc- 
cessful. He  should  therefore  recommend 
his  hon.  Friend  to  withdraw  his  Motion. 

Mr.  FORBES  said,  that  his  hon.  Friend 
had  stated  what  he  believed  to  be  a  melan- 
choly truth,  and  as  it  was  of  no  use  to  divide 
the  House,  he  would  withdraw  the  Motion. 

Colonel  THOMPSON  hoped  that  the 
financial  reformers  would  never,  without 
great  consideration,  agree  to  any  Motion 
for  a  reduction  in  the  expenditure  coming 
from  the  Opposition  side  of  the  House,  which 
was  prefaced  by  the  assertion  that  the 
proposition  was  founded  on  the  sufferings 
of  the  country  arising  out  of  the  recent 
changes  in  our  commercial  legislation. 
The  financial  reformers  were  always  ready 
to  contend  that  the  people  were  a  great 
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deal  more  able  to  meet  any  expense  than 
they  were  before;  though  that  would  form 
no  reason  for  needless  expenditure. 

Mb.  HUME  protested  against  the  doc- 
trine of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Colonel.  He 
(Mr.  Hume)  would  support  a  proposal  for 
economy  coming  from  any  sido  of  the 
House.  The  only  question  at  present  be- 
fore them  was,  whether  the  salaries  given 
were  more  than  was  necessary,  considering 
the  amount  of  business  done. 

Mr.  COBDEN  said,  he  was  anxious  that 
the  country  should  exactly  understand  the 
difference  between  the  financial  reformers 
and  the  hon.  Member  for  Buckinghamshire 
and  those  who  followed  him.  Ho  was 
anxious  that  no  mistake  should  exist  on 
the  point.  The  proposition  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Stirlingshire 
was  this,  that  the  country  ought  no  longer 
to  continue  to  pay  the  same  salaries  to 
those  who  were  in  its  service  as  formerly, 
because  they  no  longer  enjoyed  the  bless- 
ings of  the  com  law.  That  was  the  pro- 
position ;  and  the  proposition  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Oxfordshire — for  it  all  origi- 
nated with  him — was  this,  that  they  should 
reduce  the  wages  of  all  their  public  ser- 
vants, whatever  was  their  yearly  salary  or 
weekly  wages,  and  that  they  should  not 
stop  till  they  came  down  to  the  postmen 
who  delivered  them  their  letters  at  10s. 
a  week.  Hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  in 
thus  discussing  that  question,  founded  their 
arguments  on  the  assertion  that  the  coun- 
try was  now  less  able  to  pay  the  same 
salaries  in  consequence  of  the  recent 
change  in  their  commercial  policy.  There 
he  (Mr.  Cobden)  parted  company  with  the 
financial  reformers  on  the  other  side,  and 
he  was  willing  to  join  issue  on  the  subject 
before  the  country.  It  was  proposed  to 
reduce  the  wages  of  all  the  servants  em- 
ployed under  the  Government,  which  was 
by  far  the  largest  employer  of  labour  of  all 
kinds  in  the  country.  They  employed 
8,000  or  9,000  men — shipbuilders,  car- 
penters, and  labourers  in  the  dockyards, 
and  tens  of  thousands  were  employed  in 
the  Post  Office,  and  it  was  proposed  to 
give  the  signal  to  the  entire  country  of  a 
universal  reduction  of  wages.  He  called 
that  a  war  upon  wages.  Unless  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen were  prepared  to  carry  the  same 
principle  into  all  the  private  establishments 
in  the  country,  how  in  common  justice 
could  they  propose  to  cut  down  the  salaries 
and  wages  of  the  Government  servants? 
Did  they  mean  to  deal  with  the  servants  of 
the  Government  in  a  different  manner  from 


those  who  were  employed  in  private  estab- 
lishments? And  if  they  meant  that  there 
should  be  a  universal  reduction  of  wages 
throughout  the  country,  he  would  not  be  a 
party  to  any  such  reduction.  It  was  not 
necessary,  it  was  not  just,  and  he  doubted 
if  it  was  practicable.  So  far  from  the  late 
commercial  policy  of  the  country  cheapen- 
ing labour  and  diminishing  the  resources 
of  the  country,  he  believed  the  contrary  to 
be  the  truth.  With  respect  to  the  West 
Riding  of  Yorkshire,  where  a  large  amount 
of  labour  was  employed,  he  could  posi- 
tively affirm,  that  never  within  his  know- 
ledge of  that  part  of  the  country  were  the 
people  so  well  employed,  never  had  they 
such  ample  remuneration  when  measured 
by  the  command  which  their  wages  gavo 
them  over  the  necessaries  and  comforts  of 
life.  So  far  from  there  being  a  tendency 
to  reduce  wages  now,  the  tendency  bad 
been  during  the  last  twelvemonths  in  the 
other  direction.  They  were  not,  then,  war- 
ranted in  the  assumption  that  the  people 
were  suffering  from  their  late  commercial 
policy.  The  facts  were  against  them.  If 
the  agricultural  labourers  were  in  a  differ- 
ent condition,  why  not  get  employment  for 
them  ?  There  was  plenty  of  scope  for  it. 
Let  them  be  employed  in  increasing  pro- 
duction. Let  hon.  Gentlemen  find  the 
means  of  bringing  more  capital  upon  the 
soil.  If  they  did  not  choose  to  do  these 
things,  let  them  not  come  to  that  House 
and  proclaim  that  wages  were  reduced, 
and  free  trade  a  failure,  when  the  fact  was, 
that  with  regard  to  employment  and  the 
general  circumstances  of  the  country,  it 
was  signally  successful.  He  would  join 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  in  reducing  inor- 
dinate salaries,  or  any  salaries  where  the 
services  rendered  were  not  sufficient  for 
the  payment  made,  but  he  would  not  join 
them  in  a  cry  for  universal  reduction  of 
wages;  he  would  never  join  in  any  sweep- 
ing and  unreasonable  proposition  of  this 
kind;  he  would  never  join  them  in  a  spite- 
ful and  malicious  vote,  designed  in  a  mise- 
rable spirit  of  retaliation,  in  order  to  make 
the  system  of  free  trade  unfavourable  in 
the  country. 

Mr.  DISRAELI  said,  there  appeared 
more  excitement  on  the  side  of  the  House 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  the  West  Riding 
who  had  just  sat  down,  than  on  the  Opposi- 
tion side.  The  hon.  Member  had  assured 
the  House  of  the  prosperity  of  the  coun- 
try, and  the  great  success  of  the  commer- 
cial changes  which  had  lately  taken  place. 
Now>  although  the  ]^ro<^nti  d^sbR^^^Vs^'OL^^^ 
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not  called  up  by  the  matter  then  UDcler 
consideration,  he  was  sure  the  House  would 
be  glad  to  hear  that,  although,  as  was  ad- 
mitted, there  were  some  districts — parti- 
cularly the  agricultural  districts — which 
were  not  in  so  flourishing  a  state  as  was 
imagined,  there  were  others  which  were 
not  in  a  similar  condition.  But  if  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  West  Riding  appealed  so 
triumphantly  to  the  improvement  of  the 
condition  of  the  labouring  classes,  he  would 
refer  the  hon.  Member  to  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Manchester  for  information  on  that 
point,  and  would  recommend  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  West  Riding  to  ask  the 
hon.  Member  for  Manchester  whether  or 
not  his  mills  were  at  that  moment  closed  ? 
That  was  not  a  circumstance,  however,  of 
an  isolated  character.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Manchester  was  not  a  man  of  that  want 
of  enterprise  or  capital  who  would  unneces- 
sarily resort  to  suoh  a  proceeding  as  the 
closing  of  his  mills.  Now,  that  was  a  fact 
which  was  not  exactly  consistent  with  the 
general  prosperity  in  the  manufacturing 
districts  which  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
West  Riding  described.  He  thought  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  West  Riding  was 
entirely  mistaken  in  the  line  which  he 
supposed  hon.  Gentlemen  at  the  Opposi- 
tion side  of  the  House  were  taking  on 
the  subject  of  retrenchment.  They  did 
not  call  themselves  financial  reformers,  as 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  the 
West  Riding  and  his  friends  did.  They  did 
nothing  of  the  kind.  What  were  the  cir- 
onmstances  of  the  case?  They  found 
great  distress  prevalent  amongst  those 
olaases-— the  middle  classes  he  meant — 
which  the  hon.  Member  for  the  West  Rid- 
ing told  them  were  the  most  important 
classes  of  the  community.  The  hou. 
Gentleman  could  not  deny  that.  The 
agricultural  middle  class  were  in  a  state 
of  distress,  and  they  were  told  that  the 
middle  class  connected  with  trade  and 
commerce  were  equally  so.  An  hon. 
Member  had  lately  told  the  House  that 
no  less  than  a  hundred  millions  sterling 
had  been  lost  in  the  large  towns  which 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  West  Riding 
described  as  in  such  a  state  of  prosper- 
ity. It  being  the  fact,  then,  that  the 
great  body  of  the  middle  olassoa  was  in  a 
condition  of  great  distress,  they  who  re- 
presented the  middle  classes,  and,  for  his 
own  part,  ho  could  say  he  represented 
about  60,000  of  that  body,  felt  it  to  be 
their  duty  on  every  occasion  to  support 
foeh  meaiures  of  Just  and  rational  retrench. 


ment  aa  might  be  brought  forward,  found«> 
ed,  not  upon  statements  merely  hypothetl* 
cal,  like  some  propositions  brought  for* 
ward  by  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  but 
upon  arguments  based  upon  a  full  kuow« 
ledge  of  the  case.  They  had  never  intro- 
duced these  propositions  for  retrenchment 
upon  the  allegation  of  the  condition  of  one 
particular  class,  but  upon  the  considoraT 
tion  of  the  general  state  of  the  country. 
What,  then,  had  they  done  ?  The  hon. 
Member  for  Oxfordshire  had  proposed  a 
measure  for  the  reduction  of  all  fixed 
salaries  to  a  certain  extent.  The  hon. 
Member  for  the  West  Riding  had  come 
forward  upon  that  and  every  similar  occa- 
sion, confounding  the  question  of  wages 
with  fixed  salaries.  On  the  present  occa- 
sion, also,  the  hon.  Member  had  risen 
and  said,  they  at  his  (Mr.  Disraeli's) 
side  of  the  House  were  attacking  wages. 
He  could  assert  that  they  were  not  at- 
tacking wages.  What  they  said  was  this, 
that  seeing  the  altered  position  of  the 
country,  and  the  paying  power  of  those 
classes  which  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
West  Riding  had  described  as  important, 
having  been  reduced — that  class  having 
been  sunk  to  great  distressi—all  fixed  pay- 
ments of  public  salaries  and  expenditure 
ought  to  undergo  rational,  effective,  and 
just  revision.  But  no  one  had  said  a  word 
about  salaries;  and  the  hon.  Gentleman  on 
that  as  on  every  other  occasion,  had  con* 
founded  wages  with  fixed  salaries.  He 
(Mr.  Disraeli)  had  said  that  the  middle 
classes  were  suffering,  and  he  supposed 
no  hon.  Gentleman  woidd  deny  that  state* 
ment.  Would  the  hon.  and  gallant  Mem- 
ber for  Bradford  deny  it  ?  Had  not  his 
constituents  lost  a  good  deal  during  the 
last  few  years  ? 

Colonel  THOMPSON:  On  the  con* 
trary,  they  have  gained  a  great  deal,  and 
they  are  in  a  better  condition  than  they 
ever  were  in  their  lives. 

Mr.  DISRAELI :  The  hon.  and  gal- 
lant  Member  has  made  a  sally  not  quite 
Parliamentary;  but  he  would  ask  whether 
the  constituents  of  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Colonel  had  not  lost  by  railroads  ?  Had 
it  not  been  stated  the  other  night  on  the 
other  side  of  the  House  that  there  was  not 
one  great  town  in  the  north  of  England 
which  had  not  been  half  ruined  by  these 
railroads  ?  And  if  that  were  not  so,  the 
House  ought  certainly  to  view  with  suspi- 
cion the  statements  made  by  those  finan- 
cial reformers.  He  hoped  he  had  clearly 
explained  the  motiTes  which  had  induced 
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hon.  Gentlemen  on  his  side  of  tbo  House  to 
support  reasonable  measures  of  retrench- 
ment. They  were  in  favour  of  such  mea- 
sures, because  they  believed  that  the  pay- 
ing power  of  the  country  was  reduced, 
and  that  it  was  reduced  because  tlie  mid- 
dle classes  were  not  at  present  in  a  condi- 
tion in  which  they  could  maintain  those  ex- 
pensive establishments  which  they  had 
maintained  at  a  preceding  period  and  un- 
der other  circumstances. 

Mr.  V.   SMITH  said,   he   thought  it 
would  be  a  great  misfortune  if  on  every 
subject  of  public  economy  they  were  to 
recur  to  the  questions  of  free  trade  and 
protection.      The    real   point    which  the 
House  b&d  then   to    consider  was,    whe- 
ther  a   certain    sum   would   be   an   ade- 
quate payment  for  certain  services.      He 
did  not  agree  with  the  hon.  Member  for 
Buckinghamshire  that  the    paying  power 
of  the  country  had  of  late  years  become 
reduced  ;    on    the   contrary,    he  thought 
the  state  of  the  revenue    showed  that  it 
had    increased.      He    was    quite    ready, 
however,  to  admit  that  it  would  be  just 
and    reasonable   that  the    House   should 
from   time  to  time   diminish   public  sala- 
ries if  it  should   be  found  that   a  reduc- 
tion  had   taken    place   in    the    prices  of 
commodities.      But    it   appeared   to  him 
that  the  House  had  not'  yet  had  sufficient 
experience  of  the  effects  of  free  trade  to 
justify  its    adoption    of  the   proposal    to 
effect  a  reduction  of  public  salaries.     In 
his   opinion,    a    percentage   reduction   of 
salaries  would  be  ^n  unfair  mode  of  pro- 
ceeding,   and     he    had    therefore    voted 
against  the  proposal  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Oxfordshire  upon  that  subject.     But 
he  certjiinly  thought  that  there  were  ano- 
malies in  the  salaries  paid  to  some  public 
officers,  which  required  revision.  He  round, 
for  instance,  that  the  salaries  of  the  Sec- 
retaries   of    the    Treasury    amounted   to 
2*500^.   a   year,    while   all   the  heads  of 
departments  recently    appointed   were  in 
the  receipt  of  only  2,000/,  a  year;   that 
latter  sum  being  the  aipount  of  the  sala- 
ries of  the   President  of  the   Council,  of 
the  President  of  the  Poor  Law  Board,  and 
of  other  officers  discharging  duties  of  the 
highest  importance.      But  he    could   pot 
help  thinking  that  there  was  a  conclusive 
res^on  why  the  House  should  not  adopt 
the  proposal   then   under  their  consider- 
ation; find  that  was,  that  as  they  had  at 
that  moment  a  Select  Committee  inquiring 
into  the    question    of    public   salaries,  it 
would  not  be  advisable  that  they  should 


adopt  any  particular  measure  of  retrench- 
meut  until  they  should  hayc  received  the 
report  of  that  Committee. 

Mr.  NEWDEGATB  said,  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  North- 
ampton had   entirely  misrepresented   the 
grounds   on   which   his   hon.  Friend   the 
Member  for  Oxfordshire  had  proposed  the 
reduction  he  had  submitted  to  the  House. 
That  proposal  had  been  supported  distinct- 
ly on  this  ground,  that  as  a  great  and  per- 
manent reduction  had  taken  place  in  the 
cost  of  all  consumable  articles  in  this  coun- 
try, it  was  just  and  reasonable  that  a  pro- 
portionate reduction  should  take  place  in 
the  salaries  of  public  officers.    The  anoount 
of  these  salaries  had  been  raised  in  the 
years   1801,  1810,    1812,  and  1816,    in 
consequence  of  increased  prices;  and  he 
thought  it  but  fair,  that  as  a  fall  in  prices 
had  recently  taken  place,  the  House  should 
accommodate  salaries  to  the  altered  cir- 
cumstances of  the  recipients,  and  of  thq 
country  generally.     The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Northaippton  had 
said    that    his  (Mr,    Newdegate  s)   hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Oxfordshire  had 
proposed    a   percentage    reduction,    with- 
out reference  to  the  anomalies  which  ex- 
isted in  the  amount  of  the  different  salaries, 
computed  according  to  analogous  cases  of 
employment,  and  the  labour  performed.  Bnt 
his  hon.  Friend  had  done  no  such  thing. 
He  had  merely  proposed  that  there  should 
be  a  reduction  of  salaries  such  as  the  filter- 
ed circumstances  of  the  recipients  and  of 
the  country  would  justify,  and  that  the 
cases  should  be  taken  sipgularly,  onp  by 
one,  into  consideration  according  to  their 
respective  merits.     He  (Mr.    Newdegate) 
should  like  to  know  on  what  principle  the 
hon.  Gentlepan  the  Member  ror  the  West 
Riding  based    his  proposals  for  financial 
reform  and  retrenchment.     The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman  seemed  to   discard  the   principle 
that  the  public  officers  should  receive  re- 
muneration accoqimodated  to  the  circunc)- 
stances  in  which  those  officers  were  plaqedt 
and  to  the  nature  of  the  duties  they  had  to 
perform.     Was  this  the  fact  ?     The  hon. 
Gentleman   was  silent;  but  if  he  rejected 
that  principle,  then  he  (Mr.  Newdegate) 
should   ask,  op   what   other  principle  he 
based    his   proposals    for    retrenchment  9 
Those  proposals,  it  should  be  observed,  were 
aln)ost  exclusively  confined  to  our  military 
and  navi^l  defensive  establishipents;    and 
no  sooner  did  any  hon.  Member  on  that 
(the  Opposition)  side  of  the  Hou^e  propose 
a  reduction  in  the  civil  service^  l^%>\i  >3si^ 
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bon.  Member  shrank  from  tbeproposftl,  and 
declared  tbat  it  was  a  malicious  clap-trap 
got  up  by  a  discontented  faction.     Why 
was  the  hon.  Member  so  tender  to  the  civil 
service,  and  so  severe  to  the  military  ser- 
Yice?  Was  it  possible  tbat,  speculating  upon 
future  contingencies,  be  thought  the  time 
might  come  when  he  should  have  reason  to 
lament  a  reduction  in  the  salaries  of  the 
civil  servants  of  the  country  ?     Or  was  it 
that  the  hon.  Member  was  animated  solely 
by  a  desire  to  reduce  our  defensive  estab- 
lishments ?    Did  the  hon.  Member  wish  to 
see   our  trade  unprotected  ?     The  other 
night  the  hon.  Member  had  certainly  shown 
himself  the  advocate  of  pirates;  but  he  had 
only  been  supported  by  a  small  minority  of 
about  twenty   Members.       Did  the  hon. 
Member  wish  to  see  our  China  trade  unpro- 
tected ?      Or  was  be   so  jealous  of  the 
greatness  of  this  country  among  the  na- 
tions of  the  world  that  he  was  endeavour- 
uigt   by   destroying  our  defensive  estab- 
lishments, to  verify  his  own  saying  in  that 
House,  that  "  it  was  time  for  us  to  leave  off 
singing  '  Rule  Britannia  ?'  "     If  the  hon. 
Gentleman  merely  wished  to  adapt  the  sa- 
laries of  public   servants  to  the  circum- 
stances of  the  country,  and  of  those  ser- 
vants themselves,  why  was  he  so  hostile  to 
any  proposal  for  retrenchment  that  ema- 
nated from  that  (the  Opposition)  side  of  the 
House,  and  reject  the  co-operation  which 
was  spontaneously  tendered  to  him  in  the 
cause  of  economy.     One  thing  was  clear, 
namely,  that  they  should  never  look  for  the 
cordial  co-operation  of  the  hon.  Member  in 
any  attempt  to  reduce  the  salaries  of  those 
who  had  reaped  the  full  advantages  of  the 
reduction  in  prices  consequent  on  the  adop- 
tion of  free  trade — that  was  to  say,  of  those 
public  officers  whoso  position,  as  residents 
in  this  country  had  been  materially  altered 
by  the  measures  which  the  hon.  Gentleman 
bad  promoted. 

Vote  agreed  to,  as  was  also  a  Vote  (3.) 
for  26,000^.  for  the  salaries  and  expenses 
of  the  office  of  Her  Majesty's  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department. 


SUPPLY— FOREIGN  OFFICE— THE 
PASSPORT  SYSTEM. 

(4.)  71,0002.  for  the  salaries  and  ex- 
penses of  the  office  of  Her  Majesty's  Sec- 
retary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 

Viscount  MAHON  said,  there  was  a 
matter  in  connexion  with  this  vote  which 
seemed  to  him  anomalous  and  defective, 
namely,  the  passports  granted  to  Her  Ma- 
jesty's subjects  about  to  visit  foreign  States. 


He  made  no  charge  against  the  Foreign 
Secretary,   nor  did  he  attach  any  blame 
whatever  to  him,  for  the  fault  lay  in  a  sys- 
tem which  was  of  old  standing,  and  the 
predecessor  of  the  noble  Lord  had  taken 
the  same  course  as  himself.     But  for  that 
very  reason,  the  question  being  free  from 
any  party  considerations,  he  (Viscount  Ma- 
hon)  asked  the  noble  Lord  and  the  House  to 
consider  whether  the  present  mode  of  grant- 
ing passports  was  not  susceptible  of  great 
improvement.     Happily  and  wisely,  we  re- 
quired no  passports  from  our  fellow-sub- 
jects travelling  from  one  part  of  the  king- 
dom to  another,  nor  from  foreigners  who 
landed  upon  our  shores;  but  in  all  continen- 
tal States  a   different   system   prevailed. 
They  required  a  passport  from  British  sub- 
jects.     We,  then,  might  take  one  of  two 
courses  :  either  say  that  the  system  was 
foreign  to  our  habits  and  feelings,  and  that, 
therefore,  we  would  take  no  part  in  grant- 
ing passports  ;  or  else  take  such  measures 
that,  though  not  for  ourselves  nor  for  our 
own  objects,  our  own  authorities  should 
grant  them.     We  should  either  not  grant 
passports  at  all,  or,  if  we  did  grant  them, 
let  us  do  so  under  a  proper  and  intelligible 
principle.      The  present  mode  was  most 
inconvenient.      We  approved   of   foreign 
Ministers   residing   in   England    granting 
passports  to  British    subjects,  and  we  at 
the    same    time   issued   passports  at   the 
Foreign  Office;  but  the  passport  was  given 
gratuitously  by  the  Foreign  Minister,  whilst 
by  our  own  Minister  a  large  premium  was 
exacted.     When  he  (Viscount  Mahon)  was 
Under   Secretary   of   State  for    Foreign 
Affairs  under  the  Duke  of  Wellington,  he 
had  an  opportunity  of  seeing  bow  the  sys- 
tem  worked;  and   it   now   remained   the 
same.     A  fee  of  two  guineas  and  a  half  on 
each  passport  was  demanded  at  the  Foreign 
Office.     The  result  was  that  of  the  thou- 
sands or  tens  of  thousands  of  British  sub- 
jects proceeding  yearly  to  the  Continent, 
only    an    insignificant    number    obtained 
passports  from  the  Foreign  Office,  being 
deterred  by  the  expense.   There  were  some, 
indeed,  who  thought  it  desirable  to  travel 
under  the  passport  of  the  British  authori- 
ties ;  but  even  these  persons  might  easily 
evade  the  charge  which  the  Foreign  Office 
made.  Suppose,  for  instance,  that  a  person 
was    desirous   of  travelling  to  Madrid  or 
Vienna,  and  applied  at  the  Foreign  Office 
at  home  for  a  passport,  the  charge   was 
two  guineas  and   a  half;   but  if  he   ob- 
tained a  passport  from  the  French  Ambas- 
sador in  London,  so  far  as  Paris,  be  might 
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when  once  at  Paris,  obtain  from  the  British 
Ambassador  a  passport  to  Madrid  or  to 
Vienna  for  nothing.     Whilst  21.  12«.  was 
charged   at  home,    the  British    Legation 
abroad  gave  the  passport  free  of  charge. 
So  that  the  present  system  was  not  only 
defective  and  anomalous,  but  led  to  eva- 
sion.    He  thought  it  would  be  much  better 
to   reduce  the  charge  to  4^.  or  5s,,  and 
then  the  passports  of  the  Foreign  Office 
here  would  bo   eagerly  sought  after,  for 
British   subjects   would   prefer    travelling 
directly  under  the  passport  of  the  Foreign 
Office.     The  present  high  charge  of  two 
guineas  and  a  half  defeated  itself ;  it  was 
neither  a  source  of  emolument,  nor  a  gua- 
rantee of  security.     It  was  also  to  be  ob- 
served that  Austria  alone,  of  continental 
States,  refused  to  receive  a  passport  not 
regularly  vised  by  Her  own  Ministers  and 
functionaries.      One    might    travel    from 
Munich  to  Berlin  under   the  passport  of 
the  British  Minister  without  any  visi  from 
any  Prussian  functionary,  but  could   not 
proceed  to  Vienna  without  a  vUS  by  the 
Austrian   Ambassador.      The  time  which 
the  granting  of  passports  occasioned  occu- 
pied a  great  portion  of  the  time  of  our 
foreign  legations,   and   it  would  be  more 
cheaply,  more  efficiently,  and  more  satis- 
factorily done  at  home.     He  had  the  au- 
thority of  our   late  lamented  Minister  in 
Sweden,   Sir  Thomas  Cartwright — whom 
he  might  be  allowed  to  name  as  a  most  up- 
right and  most  intelligent  servant  of  the 
State — that    while  he    was   stationed    at 
Frankfort  as  Minister,  Frankfort  being  a 
central  point  where  thousands  of  English 
passed  continually,  almost  the  whole  time 
of  one  of  the  gentlemen  in  his  legation  was 
consumed  in  granting  passports  and  vises. 
As  regarded  the  system  of  passports  gen- 
erally, he  would  be  very  glad  to  see  them 
entirely  done  away  with  by  foreign  Powers 
— for  experience  had   proved    that  they 
gave  no  protection  or  security  to  the  State 
which  required  them,  and  that  they  only 
led  to  inconvenience,  annoyance,  and  delay 
to  individuals.      There  was  a  disposition 
in  France  some  time  ago,  he  believed,  to 
abolish  the  system;  and  the  distinguished 
Personage  who  presided  over  France  was 
anxious  to  get  rid  of  it;  he  only  regretted 
that  his    wishes  were   not   accomplished. 
He  was  quite  sure  the  noble  Lord  would 
give  the  subject  his  best  attention,  and  in 
another  Session  of  Parliament  the  ques- 
tion might,  he  thought,  be  not  unworthy 
the  inquiry  and  consideration  of  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  House,  for  which  he  (Viscount 


Mahon)   might,   perhaps,    be   inclined  to 
move. 

Viscount  PALMERSTON  said,  it  was 
quite  true,  as  his  noble  Friend  had  remark- 
ed, that  there  was  an  anomaly  in  the  pre- 
sent system  of  arrangement  regarding 
passports,  and  that  the  sum  paid  to  the 
Foreign  Office  was  higher  than  that  re- 
quired by  any  Foreign  Minister  residing 
here,  if,  indeed,  the  latter  charged  any  feo 
at  all.  But  his  noble  Friend  must  know 
that  the  sum  charged  for  passports  at  the 
Foreign  Office  consisted  partly  of  the 
stamp  duty  and  partly  of  the  fee  which 
was  paid  into  the  aggregate  fee  fund,  out 
of  which  the  expenses  of  the  offices  of  the 
three  Secretaries  of  State  were  paid.  If 
the  charge  at  the  Foreign  Office  was 
smaller,  it  would  probably  happen  that  a 
larger  number  of  persons  would  seek  pass- 
ports there  ;  but  the  consequence  would 
be,  that  a  greater  number  of  clerks  would 
be  required  there  ;  indeed,  a  considerable 
addition  would  be  needed  to  the  present 
staff  there,  which  was  already  inadequate 
to  the  performance  of  the  duties  at  present 
imposed  on  it.  Thus  the  adoption  of  the 
plan  would  interfere  materially  with  the 
transaction  of  other  more  important  busi- 
ness, and  would  increase  the  expense  of 
the  establishment.  And  even  as  to  the 
convenience  of  individuals,  he  was  not  sure 
that  it  would  be  productive  of  any  very 
material  advantage.  No  British  subject 
who  at  present  went  abroad  was  in  want  of 
a  passport.  He  could  obtain  them  from 
the  Belgian,  French,  or  Spanish  Embassies 
when  travelling  to  those  countries,  and  ex- 
change them  abroad  for  British  passports 
upon  easy  terms.  A  British  passport 
might  be  easily  obtained  in  Paris,  and, 
considering  the  great  number  of  British 
subjects  who  travelled  only  short  distances 
on  the  Continent,  he  could  not  see  any 
great  improvement  in  the  change  pro- 
posed. Seeing,  therefore,  that  the  plan 
suggested  by  his  noble  Friend  would  occa- 
sion considerable  additional  expense  in  the 
establishment  over  which  he  presided;  that 
there  was  not  room  there  for  more  than 
the  present  number  of  clerks;  and  that  no 
practical  inconvenience  existed — he  did  not 
think  it  would  be  desirable  to  alter  the 
present  system. 

Mr.  HUME  did  not  think  it  was  con- 
sistent with  the  dignity  of  England  that 
her  subjects  should  travel  under  foreign 
passports.  He  remembered  travelling  on 
the  Continent  some  years  ago,  and  he  was 
the  only  person  out  of  a  ^art^  of  tv^^V^- 
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two  who  carried  the  passport  signed  hy 
the  British  Minister  at  home.  English- 
men ought  always  to  travel  under  their 
own,  and  not  under  foreign,  colours.  As 
to  the  expense,  he  thought  a  charge  of  two 
or  three  shillings  on  each  passport  would 
defray  the  whole  of  it.  He  knew  no  man 
in  that  House  more  anxious  to  maintain 
the  dignity  and  honour  of  England  than 
the  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Foreign 
Office ;  yet  this  was  an  anomaly  which  he 
thought  the  noble  Lord  had  not  given  suf- 
ficient reasons  for  not  removing.  He  wished 
to  know  from  the  noble  Lord  how  many 
passports  had  last  year  been  issued  by  the 
Foreign  Office  ? 

Mr.  roebuck  hoped  the  noble  Lord 
would  not  answer  that  question.  The  per- 
Bon  who  travelled  with  a  British  passport 
travelled  under  the  protection  of  the  British 
flag,  which  guaranteed  him  a  character. 
Now,  he  wished  to  ask,  was  that  protec- 
tion and  that  character  to  be  obtained  for 
half-a-crown,  or  a  crown,  or  even  two 
guineas  ?  He  advised  the  noble  Secretary 
opposite  not  to  place  the  British  passport 
in  the  hands  of  every  man  who  had  money 
to  command  it.  He  (Mr.  Roebuck)  wished 
to  Bee  the  system  abolished  altogether,  and 
that  the  English  nation  would  set  the  ex- 
ample to  the  rest  of  Europe,  by  declaring 
she  would  grant  no  more  passports.  Eng- 
Und  should  proclaim  the  non-necessity  of 
them,  and  declare  that  every  man  who 
travelled  did  so  under  the  safeguard  of  the 
law,  and  that  wherever  he  went,  as  a  sub- 
ject of  England,  the  power  of  the  law  pro- 
tected him,  so  that  he  consequently  re- 
quired no  passport.  They  wore  not  neoes- 
Bary,  for  the  rogue  and  the  evil-designed 
oould  ever  have  one.  Throughout  the 
thirty  republics  of  America  there  was  no 
passport ;  and  he  thought  the  same  system 
should  be  adopted  in  England.  Therefore, 
in  his  opinion,  the  noble  Lord  ought  not 
to  answer  the  question  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Montrose,  because  the  fewer  passports 
he  gave  the  better. 

Mr.  COBDEN  said,  his  experience  of 
the  Foreigu  Office  passports  showed  him 
that  they  were  not  superior  or  better  in 
any  way  to  the  passports  given  by  the 
Consuls.  He  had  tried  both,  and,  whilst 
having  to  pay  21.  2s.  for  the  Foreign  Office 
passport,  he  had  nothing  to  pay  for  the 
passport  of  the  Consul. 

Mr.  V.  SMITH  said,  that  if  the  sug- 
gestion of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Sheffield  were  acted  on,  it  might  lead 
to  gteeX  inconvenience  to  British  subjeotB, 


and  therefore  the  consideration  should  bo, 
whether  a  better  system  of  granting  pass- 
ports could  not  be  adopted.  As  there  ap- 
peared to  be  a  general  wish  for  the  aboli- 
tion of  passports  altogether,  and  as  he  un- 
derstood there  had  been  some  negotiation 
on  the  subject  with  France,  he  would  ask 
the  noble  Lord  whether  he  had  had  any 
communication  with  any  other  Power  of 
Europe,  and  whether  there  was  any  pro- 
bability of  that  most  absurd  system  of 
passports  being  abolished  ? 

Viscount  PALMERSTON  said,  he 
certainly  had  a  very  good  reason  for  not 
answering  the  question  of  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Montrose,  as  he  was  not 
able  to  do  so;  but  he  could  say  that  a  very 
small  number  of  passports  had  been  granted 
at  the  Foreign  Office.  As  to  the  question 
of  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Northampton,  there  had  been  no  communi- 
cation made  by  Her  Majesty's  Government 
to  any  foreign  Government  in  regard  to 
this  matter,  which  peculiarly  belonged  to 
their  own  internal  regulations.  He  did  not 
know  of  any  ground  upon  which  we  should 
be  justified  in  asking  any  foreign  Govern- 
ment to  dispense  with  regulations  which 
they  adopted  for  their  own  internal  pur- 
poses; but  certainly,  some  time  ago,  there 
was  reason  to  think  that  the  French 
Government  was  going  to  reconsider  these 
arrangements.  He  had  not  heard  that 
they  had  carried  that  intention  into  effect, 
nor  had  he  heard  that  any  other  Govern- 
ment had  any  intention  of  abolishing  the 
system  of  passports. 

Mr.  roebuck  wished  to  know  whe- 
ther there  was  any  passport  between  this 
country  and  Belgium  ? 

Viscount  PALMERSTON  believed 
that  passports  continued  to  be  given. 

Viscount  MAHON  said,  the  system 
to  which  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Sheffield  referred  still  existed,  but  was 
leniently  administered.  Passports  were 
required,  but  were  not  often  asked  for. 
The  noble  Lord  the  Foreign  Secretary, 
however,  had  not  met  the  objection  of  the 
facility  of  evading  the  expense  of  obtaining 
British  passports  at  the  Foreign  Office 
under  the  present  system. 

Mr.  HUME  begged  to  call  the  atten- 
tion of  the  noble  Lord  to  the  charge  of 
22,000^  for  Queen's  messengers  and  extra 
couriers.  He  thought,  since  the  facilities 
of  travelling  by  railway  had  been  afforded, 
that  expense  might  be  considerably  re- 
duced; though  certainly,  his  desire  would 
bo  to  reduce  the  number  of  despatches. 
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Viscount  PALMERSTON  said,  that 
both  at  home  and  abroad  considerable 
reductions  had  been  recently  made  in  the 
amount  of  trayelling  charges  for  messsen- 
gers  and  couriers. 

Mr.  roebuck  understood  that  Eng- 
lish messengers  travelled  much  more  slowly 
than  foreign  messengers;  and  that  they 
generally  arrived  two  days  later  than  any 
other.  The  cause  of  that  was,  that  the 
English  messenger  was  paid  a  certain  mile- 
age, and  instead  of  travelling  like  other 
couriers,  on  horseback,  he  travelled  in  a 
carrriage.  Instead  of  going,  like  a  Spanish 
or  French  messenger,  to  Madrid  or  Athens 
on  horseback,  he  went  in  a  carriage,  and 
travelled  like  a  gentleman,  instead  of  tra- 
velling as  a  courier.  If  that  could  be  done 
away  with  it  would  be  a  good  thing. 

VisoouifT  PALMERSTON  could  as- 
sure the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
that  he  was  misinformed  when  he  said  that 
the  British  messengers  were  at  all  less  ex- 
peditious than  the  messengers  of  other 
countries.  They  always  went  by  railway 
when  that  mode  of  travelling  was  available, 
otherwise  they  travelled  in  carriages.  It 
was  impossible  they  could  carry  their  bags 
containing  despatches  on  horseback.  As 
a  proof  of  the  seal  with  which  these  messen- 
gers rendered  their  services  to  the  Govern- 
ment of  this  country,  he  would  mention  an 
instance  in  which  a  gentleman  (for  they 
were  gentlemen)  performed  his  duty  on  an 
occasion  when  it  was  required  that  he 
should  make  an  extraordinary  effort.  One 
of  the  Queen*8  messengers,  Colonel  Town- 
ley,  in  order  to  carry  a  despatch  of  very 
considerable  importance  from  the  Foreign 
Office  to  Constantinople  at  the  time  when 
a  question  was  pending  between  Russia 
and  Turkey,  was  three  days  and  three 
nights  in  the  saddle  without  quitting  it, 
and  performed  that  journey  in  the  worst 
weather  and  under  the  greatest  possible 
difficulties.  This  showed  that  these  ser- 
vants of  the  public  were  willing  to  perform, 
and  capable  of  performing  duties,  when 
required  of  them,  which  one  would  think 
it  was  almost  irnpossible  that  any  human 
being  would  be  able  to  go  through.  He 
was  glad  at  having  this  opportunity  of 
doing  justice  to  that  excellent  courier 
whose  great  exertions  he  had  mentioned, 
and  whose  leal  had  not  been  surpassed  by 
any  person  employed  in  that  department  of 
the  public  service. 

Mr.  ROEBUCK  had  no  doubt  of  the 
truth  of  the  noble  Lord*8  statement;  still 


he  understood  that  while  the  distance  be- 
tween Paris  and  Madrid  was  performed  by 
foreign  couriers  in  five  days,  an  English 
messenger  always  took  seven  days  to  ac"' 
complish  the  journey.  He  was  informed 
also  that  an  English  messenger  always 
took  some  person  with  him,  who  paid  tho 
expenses  of  the  journey  to  the  messenger, 
altiiough  that  messenger  was  paid  by  the 
British  Government.  This  was  a  sort  of 
stigma  upon  the  public  service  of  England; 
and,  at  the  same  time,  made  it  appear  that 
our  messenger  system  was  used  to  sub* 
serve  the  private  interest  of  individuals,  to 
the  detriment  of  the  public  service. 

Viscount  PALMERSTON  said,  it 
very  often  happened  that  it  was  of  great 
advantage  to  the  public  service  that  the 
messenger  should  have  some  one  with  him. 
The  messenger  never  allowed  the  bags 
containing  the  despatches  to  be  out  of  his 
possession,  and  yet  his  presence  was  ne- 
cessary at  different  places  in  order  to  show 
his  passports,  to  hire  horses,  and  so  forth. 
It  would  be  very  difficult  for  him  to  do  this 
and  to  carry  his  bags  with  him.  It  was 
therefore  very  convenient  and  useful  to 
have  some  person  with  him.  He  did  not 
believe  that  the  British  messengers  were 
slower  travellers  than  the  messengers  of 
other  countries.  They  were  required  to 
state  the  time  of  their  arrival  at,  and  of 
their  departure  from,  every  place;  and  his 
impression  was  that  the  opinion  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  was  not  founded 
upon  a  true  state  of  facts. 

Mr.  HUME  asked  how  it  was  that 
1,345^  were  charged  for  two  librarians  at 
the  Foreign  Office  ?  He  did  not  know  that 
the  extent  of  the  library  there  required 
two  librarians  at  such  an  expense  to  thq 
country. 

Viscount  PALMERSTON  replied  that 
these  gentlemen,  besides  their  duties  as 
librarians,  were  employed  to  arrange  and 
index  the  despatches  and  records  of  the 
office;  and  that  the  present  staff,  so  far 
from  being  excessive,  was  inadequate  to 
the  duties  to  be  performed. 

Vote  agreed  to,  as  were  the  following 
votes ; — 

(5.)  37,400Z.  for  the  salaries  and  expenses 
of  the  Office  of  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies. 

(6).  2,0002.  to  pay  the  salary  of  the  Lord 
Privy  Seal. 

(7.)  24,I00Z.  for  the  salaries  and  contin- 
gent expenses  of  the  Postmaster  General. 
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SUPPLY— COMPTROLLERS  OF  THE 
EXCHEQUER. 

(8.)  6,5762.  for  paying  salaries  and  ex- 
penses of  the  Department  of  Conaptroller 
General  of  the  Exchequer. 

Colonel  SIBTHORP  considered  that 
this  was  one  of  the  most  gross  johs  that 
ever  was  practised  hj  any  Government. 
By  Lord  Monteagle's  appointment  to  the 
office  of  Comptroller  General,  the  noble 
Lord  got  what  he  (Col.  Sibthorp)  called 
something  comfortable  to  pop  into.  When 
the  noble  Lord  was  appointed,  a  notori- 
ous defalcation  took  place  with  regard  to 
the  Exchequer  bills ;  and  ho  (Col.  Sib- 
thorp) moved  for  the  number  of  days  the 
noble  Lord  was  in  his  office,  and  where  he 
was  when  he  was  not  in  his  office.  He 
thought  he  had  done  some  good;  for  since 
he  had  moved  for  those  annual  returns  the 
noble  Lord  was  to  be  found  more  in  his 
office,  and  they  should  have  more  returns, 
they  might  depend  upon  it.  He  had  made 
the  noble  Lord  work  for  his  pay.  They 
had  there  a  sum  of  6,5762.  put  down,  but 
the  salary  of  the  Comptroller  General  was 
charged  upon  the  Consolidated  Fund.  He 
wished  it  was  charged  in  that  vote,  for  if 
it  were  he  would  take  the  sense  of  the 
House  on  a  Motion  that  it  be  struck  off 
forthwith.  The  expense  of  that  office  was, 
in  fact,  8,5762.,  and  the  whole  of  the  busi- 
ness might  be  performed  by  the  Bank  of 
England  much  more  satisfactorily,  and 
with  more  security,  than  at  the  present 
board.  He  would  not  object  to  give  5002. 
a  year  to  the  assistant  comptroller  if  he 
could  knock  off  the  salary  pf  tho  Comptrol- 
ler General. 

Mr.  HUME  thought  the  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Member  might  with  great  propriety 
have  struck  off  the  assistant  comptroller. 
[Colonel  Sibthorp  :  Oh,  no,  he  is  the  bet- 
ter man  of  the  two.]  They  could  not  re- 
move the  Comptroller,  for  the  appointment 
was  under  Act  of  Parliament;  but  he  con- 
sidered that  evils  arose  from  tho  appoint- 
ment of  the  assistant  comptroller.  By  that 
means  it  had  been  made  a  sinecure  office, 
and  there  should  be  no  office  now  where 
duties  were  not  done.  There  was  a  chief 
clerk  at  9002.  a  year,  and  an  accountant 
at  5502.,  and  a  considerable  number  of 
others.  There  were  also  the  officers  of 
weights  and  measures,  and  he  did  not  see 
what  duties  they  had  to  perform.  Ho 
would  suggest  to  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
that  coDsiderablo  alterations  and  improve- 
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ments  might  be  made  with  respect  to 
them. 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER was  understood  to  say  the  subject 
was  under  consideration. 

Vote  agreed  to;  as  was  also  Vote  (9.), 
for  2,7002.  for  salaries  and  expenses  in  tho 
State  Paper  Office. 


SUPPLY— ECCLESIASTICAL  COMMISSION. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed — 

"  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  3,640/.,  be  granted 
to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray  a  portion  of  the  expcnsds 
of  the  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners." 

Mr.  V.  SMITH  said,  this  vote  ought 
not,  in  his  opinion,  to  appear  in  the  miscel- 
laneous estimates.  The  Committee  which 
sat  on  those  estimates  in  1848  had  declared 
that  the  expenses  might  fairly  be  defrayed 
out  of  the  funds  at  the  disposal  of  the  Com- 
mission. On  the  15th  of  March,  1844, 
the  Commission,  in  a  reply  addressed  to  a 
communication  from  the  Treasury,  agreed 
to  throw  on  the  property  entrusted  to  them 
such  portion  of  the  salary  and  expenses  as 
might  be  considered  to  be  immediately 
connected  with  its  possession  and  manage- 
ment; and  as  all  the  proceedings  connected 
with  the  Commission  had  to  do  cither  with 
the  possession  or  the  management  of  the 
property,  that  was  virtually  a  consent  to 
defray  the  entire  cost  of  management. 
Since  the  report  of  the  Committee  of  1848 
was  made,  the  Ecclesiastical  Commission 
had  not  been  exhibited  in  such  a  Wsht  before 

o 

the  public  as  to  justify  the  present  demand. 
The  time  was  come  when  they  might  very 
fairly  ask  the  Commissioners  to  take  this 
expense  upon  themselves.  His  only  reason 
for  not  opposing  the  vote  was,  that  there 
was  a  Bill  pending  with  regard  to  the  Ec- 
clesiastical Commission,  and  that  it  was 
not  desirable  to  raise  the  question  involved 
in  that  Bill  on  that  occasion.  It  was  de- 
sirable, however,  that  the  House  should 
have  some  information  with  respect  to  the 
Bill  to  which  he  referred. 

Sir  B.  hall  agreed  with  his  right  hon. 
Friend  that  the  House  should  be  informed 
when  the  Bill  would  be  proceeded  with. 
They  should  have  as  little  to  do  with  the 
Commissioners  as  the  Commissioners  de- 
sired to  have  to  do  with  them.  Three 
years  had  elapsed  since  the  Commissioners 
had  made  any  report.  From  the  moment 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  Cockermouth,  in 
1847,  made  any  observations  on  the  mode 
in  which  the  Commission  was  managed, 
the  Commissioners  had  declined  making. 
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as  they  were  bound  to  do,  their  report  to 
the  House.  On  the  first  of  that  month  \ 
orders  for  returns  were  agreed  to  by  the  ■ 
House ;  within  a  few  days  after  those 
orders  were  issued  to  the  episcopal  body 
from  the  Office  of  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department,  but  as  yet  there 
was  no  result.  Similar  delay  occurred  last 
year.  His  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Macclesfield  having  moved  for  certain  re- 
tunis  with  regard  to  Welch  bishoprics, 
nine  months  (not  a  very  uncommon  period 
of  gestation)  elapsed  before  those  returns 
were  obtained  from  the  Bishop  of  St.  Da- 
vid's. It  was  understood  that  the  noble 
Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Government  would 
bring  forward  the  subject  of  the  Ecclesias- 
tical Commission  on  Monday  next,  and  this 
vote  ought  to  be  postponed  until  the  Bill 
had  been  discussed.  The  episcopal  body 
had  expended  143,0142.  in  building  their 
own  palaces  in  eight  dioceses,  and  during 
the  period  which  had  been  thus  occupied, 
they  had  applied  only  the  miserable  sum  of 
8,0002.  to  the  augmentation  of  the  smaller 
livings. 

Sir  G.  grey  said,  that  with  regard  to 
the  Bill  which  had  been  referred  to,  he 
could  assure  the  House  that  there  was  not 
the  slightest  intention  on  the  part  of  the 
Government  not  to  proceed  with  it.  Whe- 
ther they  should  do  so  or  not  on  Monday 
next,  must  depend  on  the  state  of  public 
business.  As  the  subject  of  the  Ecclesias- 
tical Commission  had  arisen,  he  was  quite 
willing  that  the  vote  should  be  postponed 
until  after  the  Bill  had  been  discussed. 
With  respect  to  the  returns  refeiTcd  to  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Marylebone,  he  must 
say  they  were  returns  with  which  the 
Ecclesiastical  Commissioners,  as  such,  had 
nothing  whatever  to  do;  they  were  to  be 
obtained  by  the  bishops  from  the  clergy  of 
their  respective  dioceses. 

Motion  withdrawn. 

SUPPLY— POOR  LAW. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed — 

**  That  a  Bum,  not  exceeding  227,500/.,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray  Expenses  con- 
nected with  the  administration  of  the  Laws  relat- 
ing to  the  Poor,  to  the  Slst  day  of  March,  1861." 

Colonel  SIBTHORF  said,  the  office  of 
the  Poor  Law  Commission  had  now  been 
established  about  twenty  years,  and  he 
would  like  to  know  what  good  it  had  ever 
done.  Instead  of  nine  assistant  commis- 
sioners, there  were  now  thirteen  inspectors; 
but,  though  the  names  differed,  the  nui- 
sance remained.    When  the  poor  fell  under 


misfortune,  they  were  still  incarcerated  in 
bastilles,  and  subjected  to  the  most  revolt- 
ing treatment,  and  it  was  time  that  some 
check  were  put  to  the  system.  On  the 
first  establishment  of  the  New  Poor  Law 
system,  he  had  predicted  that  it  would 
confer  no  benefit  on  the  poor,  but  quite  the 
contrary;  and  experience  had  proved  the 
truth  of  his  prediction.  The  time  had 
come  when  some  check  should  be  put  to 
the  expenditure  under  this  head;  and  if 
he  did  not  despair  of  success,  he  would  di- 
vide the  Committee.  The  Treasury  bench 
had,  however,  not  only  the  aid  of  its  own 
Members,  but  of  those  financial  reformers 
who  were  great  economists  on  the  hustings 
at  least,  and  said  they  would  insist  on  a  re- 
duction in  the  expenditure  of  10,000,000^. 
He  would  content  himself,  therefore,  with 
protesting  against  the  vote. 

Colonel  DUNNE  wished  to  call  the  at- 
tention of  the  House,  and  of  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers particularly,  to  the  fact,  that  in  Eng- 
land the  amount  of  the  salaries  of  the  me- 
dical officers  and  schoolmasters  and  school- 
mistresses attached  to  the  poor-law  were 
paid  out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund.  Such 
was  not  the  case  in  Ireland,  where  the 
taxes  pressed  so  grievously.  No  assistance 
of  that  kind  was  given  in  that  country,  and 
he  would  ask  the  House  to  consider  whe- 
ther it  was  not  highly  unjust  that  such 
should  continue  to  be  the  case. 

Mr.  HUME  said,  that  ho  would  rather 
have  those  charges  withdrawn  from  the 
Consolidated  Fund.  He  agreed,  however, 
with  the  hon.  and  gallant  Colonel  that  not 
a  shilling  should  be  charged  on  the  Conso- 
lidated Fund  in  England,  without  a  corre- 
sponding charge  as  far  as  Ireland  was  con- 
cerned. With  regard  to  Scotland,  he  was 
sorry  to  say  that  such  an  establishment 
had  been  introduced  into  that  country.  It 
demoralised  the  people,  and  removed  that 
care  and  prudence  which  were  th^  peculiar 
characteristics  of  the  Scotch  character. 

Mr.  BRIGHT  said,  that  he  wished  for 
a  moment  to  make  an  allusion  to  the  sala- 
ries paid  to  the  secretaries  of  the  Poor  Law 
Commission.  Looking  at  the  estimates  ho 
found  that  the  president  of  the  Poor  Law 
Board  had  2,000Z.  a  year,  while  the  two 
secretaries  had  1,500^  a  year  each.  He 
was  suro  that  it  would  be  no  disparagement 
to  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Ply- 
mouth, who  was  one  of  the  secretaries, 
and  had  a  seat  in  that  House,  if  he  were 
to  say  that  it  was  absurd  that  he,  as  secre- 
tary, received  the  salary  of  1,500^  a  year, 
while  the  president  had  ool^  'Z^QQAl«  ^^^;^« 
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The  president  should  he  a  man  of  higher 
standing,  and  having  a  greater  degree  of 
responsibility.  If  the  secretaries  were  to 
have  1,000^.  a  jear,  and  the  president's 
salary  to  remain  where  it  was,  they  would 
be  abundantly  paid.  He  was  quite  satis- 
fied that  the  salaries  of  the  secretaries  were 
far  too  high,  and  he  wished  to  bring  the 
natter  under  the  consideration  of  the  Com- 
mittee* 

Mr.  DRUMMOND  wished  to  impress 
oti  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Montrose  the  necessity  of  having  some 
central  board  of  authority.  There  would 
be  very  much  neglect  if  such  were  not  the 
case.  He  was  surprised  to  hear  the  hon. 
Gentleman  say,  that  he  rogretted  that  the 
establishtnetit  of  the  poor-law  in  Scotland 
was  injurious  to  that  country.  He  hoped 
that  there  were  persons  in  that  House  who 
had  relid  the  reports  which  had  been  made 
00  the  working  of  the  poot--law  in  that 
country,  and  heard  the  statement  made 
by  the  learned  Lord  Advocate  on  the  sub- 
ject last  year.  They  would,  no  doubt>  hold 
a  different  impression  < 

Mr.  Aldbamaic  SIDNEY  remarked  that, 
independent  of  salaries,  the  thirteen  inspec^^ 
tors  were  allowed  7002.  a  year  each  for 
travelling  expenses.  If  they  travelled  300 
days  out  of  the  365,  this  charge  for  travel- 
ling expenses  was  very  much  beyond  what 
it  should  be. 

Mr.  BAINES  said,  the  present  secre- 
taries, with  the  president,  were  to  be  con- 
sidered as  representing  the  board  of  com- 
missioners which  formerly  existed.  The 
former  board  consisted  of  three  commis- 
sioners at  2,000^.  a  year  each,  that  tvas 
6,000^.;  whereas  the  expense  of  the  pre- 
sent board  was  but  5,000^.,  making  a 
saving  of  l,000i.  per  annum.  With  re- 
upect  to  the  inspectors,  the  whole  of  the 
duties  of  the  original  commissioners  had 
been  thrown  upon  them;  and  to  the  ex- 
ertions of  that  valuable  body  of  men 
Were  to  be  attributed  the  degree  of  suc- 
cess which  had  attended  the  work- 
ing of  the  poor-law.  He  was  perfectly 
certain  that  those  gentlemen  who,  in  the 
capacity  of  guardians,  had  rendered  most 
▼aluable  and  at  the  same)  time  gratuitous 
services,  would,  from  their  being  brought 
BO  frequently  into  contact  with  the  inspec- 
tors, be  exactly  that  class  which  would  be 
best  able  to  appreciate  the  value  of  the  du- 
ties rendered  by  those  gentlemen.  The 
inspectors  were,  in  fact,  the  eyes  and  ears 
of  the  central  department  in  each  of  those 
di$trU!tB  io  irbicn  thejr  were  Appointed. 


They  were  constantly  applied  to  by  the 
boards  of  guardians  for  advice  and  infor- 
mation upon  the  most  difficult  and  delicate 
subjects  connected  with  the  working  of  the 
poor-law.  They  were  bound  to  investigate 
the  conduct  of  the  union  officers,  and  the 
treatment  of  the  paupers;  and  Were,  in 
fact,  always  on  the  spot  ready  to  discharge 
their  duties  whenever  any  grievance  exist- 
ed of  which  it  was  necessary  for  the  central 
board  in  London  to  inform  itself  accurate- 
ly. In  addition  to  these  services,  their 
time  was  fully  occupied  in  looking  after 
the  general  affairs  of  the  union,  giving  ad- 
vice to  the  guardians,  in  inspecting  the 
unions  to  see  that  all  things  were  properly 
conducted,  and,  in  fact,  in  making  the 
poor-law  work  as  harmoniously  and  effec- 
tually in  their  districts  as  possible.  His 
belief  was,  that  at  this  moment  there  was 
not  in  England  a  body  of  more  valuable 
and  intelligent  public  servants  than  those 
employed  as  inspectors  under  the  Poor  Law 
Board;  and  those  hon.  Members  who  had 
had  opportunities  of  personally  witnessing 
their  exertions,  would  know  that  he  was 
not  employing  the  language,  of  undue  eu- 
logy when  he  applied  that  character  to 
them.  The  number  of  assistant  commis- 
sioners under  the  former  Act  was  9;  un- 
der the  present  it  was  unlimited,  and  his 
predecessor  had  made  the  number  13. 
With  respect  to  the  travelling  expenses, 
th«  rate  of  allowance,  in  addition  to  the 
salaries*  was  a  guinea  per  day  for  travel- 
ling and  incidental  expenses,  and  the  ex- 
penses of  actual  locomotion. 

Mr.  K.  SEYMER  said,  that  the  only 
complaint  which  he  had  to  make  of  the  in- 
spectors was,  that  he  did  not  see  them 
often  enough  in  the  country. 

Mr.  bright  said,  that  he  did  tiot 
think  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Poor  Law  Commissioner  had  given  a  satis- 
factory answer  to  cither  the  observation 
made  by  himself  or  by  the  hon.  Member 
ior  Stafford.  He  stated,  that  at  present 
there  were  two  secretaries  and  a  president, 
who  were  to  be  considered  in  the  place  of 
the  board;  that  the  board  formerly  cost 
6,000^.  a  year,  while  they  now  paid  the 
president  and  the  two  secretaries  only 
5,000/.  a  year.  Why  should  they  be  sa- 
tisfied to  pay  5,000?.  a  year  because  they 
once  paid  6,000i.  a  year.  These  secre- 
taries stood  in  the  same  position  to  tho 
right  hon.  Gentleman  as  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  did  to  his  principal.  It  was 
absurd*  then,  that  he  should  only  have 
2,000{.,  and  he  (Mr.  Bright)  did  not  pro* 


413. 


Suppljf^ 


{May  27} 


Poor  Law. 


414 


pose  to  increate  it,  while  tbej  bad  1,5001. 
He  would  not  comment  on  the  capabilities 
of  these  gentlemen.  Thej  might  be  as 
good  as  any  they  knew;  but  their  salaries 
were  too  high.  He  intended,  therefore,  to 
move  that  their  salaries  be  diminished  by 
the  sum  necessary  to  bring  them  down  to 
1,000^.  a  year  each.  With  regard  to  the 
inspectors,  he  would  ask  whether  the  guinea 
a  day  was  not  an  addition  to  their  salaries* 
and  whether  they  had  not  their  expenses 
allowed  besides — that  was,  whether  they 
had  not  a  guinea  a  day  whether  they  tra- 
yellcd  or  not  ?  If  such  were  the  case,  it 
would  be  better  to  have  it  all  charged  as 
salary.  With  regard  to  the  secretaries,  he 
would  ask  the  Government  whether  they 
would  not  consent  to  the  reduction  he  pro- 
posed ? 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER  said,  that  there  were  two  secreta- 
ries, one  in  Parliament,  the  other  not.  The 
latter  used  to  receive  2,000Z.  as  a  commis- 
sioner, had  served  thirteen  years,  and  now 
discharged  duties  as  important  for  1,5002. 
It  would  be  exceedingly  hard  to  deprive 
him  of  that  amount;  a  piece  of  more  false 
economy  could  not  be  proposed.  The 
salary  of  the  secretary  who  held  a  seat 
in  that  House  would  come  for  consideration 
before  the  Committee  on  official  salaries 
recently  appointed,  and  pending  the  in- 
quiry of  the  Committee,  it  would  not  be 
dealing  fairly  with  the  office  for  the  House 
of  Commons  to  interfere.  The  Govern- 
ment were  prepared  to  act  on  the  recom- 
mendations of  that  Committee  when  they 
were  made. 

Mr.  bright  admitted  that  there  was 
some  force  in  the  remark  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  with  reference  to  the 
salary  in  the  second  case  being  under 
consideration  of  the  Committee  on  Official 
Salaries.  All  gentlemen  were  declared 
efficient  when  their  salaries  were  made  the 
subject  of  discussion.  He  should  not  di- 
vide the  House  on  his  proposition. 

Mr.  J.  E.  DENISON  said,  that  the 
principle  of  allowing  the  poor-law  inspec- 
tors a  guinea  a  day  whether  they  travelled 
or  not  was  a  bad  one. 

Mr.  BAINES  said,  that  he  had  no  diffi- 
culty in  stating  that  it  was  his  opinion  that 
the  guinea  a  day  should  be  considel'ed  as 
part  of  the  inspectors*  salary. 

Mr.  MONSELL  reminded  the  House  of 
the  observation  which  was  made  by  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member^'  for  Fortarling- 
too^  referring  to  the  payment  of  certain 


poor-law  officials  in  England  out  of  the 
Consolidated  Fund,  when  such  was  not  al- 
lowed in  Ireland. 

Sir  G.  PECHELL  said,  the  hon.  and 
learned  Attorney  General  had  insisted,  in 
connexion  with  the  Bill  for  extending  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  county  court,  that  the 
judges  should  not  have  more  than  1,0002. 
a  year,  nor  more  than  1 5s,  a  day  for 
their  travelling  expenses.  Now,  he  (Sir 
G.  Pechell)  did  not  see  why  the  poor-law 
inspectors  should  have  a  guinea  a  day  for 
their  expenses,  if  the  judges  of  the  county 
court  were  only  to  have  15«<  He  was 
gratified  in  being  able  to  express  his  satis- 
faction at  the  manner  in  which  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Poor  Law  Board  discharged  bis 
duties. 

Colonel  RAWDON  coroplaitied  of  so 
much  money  being  paid  to  poor-law  offi- 
cers out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund,  while 
no  such  assistance  was  given  to  Ireland. 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  that  in  1846  it  had  been 
arranged  to  pay  certain  charges  for  medi- 
cal officers,  &c.,  out  of  the  Consolidated 
Fund  in  England  and  Scotland,  where  the 
county  police  were  not  paid  by  the  Govern- 
ment. But  the  cost  of  the  constabulary  in 
Ireland  was  paid  out  of  the  public  Exche- 
quer; for  the  year  ending  February  last 
it  amounted  to  574,000^.,  having  in- 
creased upwards  of  90,000^.  within  the 
last  two  years. 

Colonel  DUNNE  said,  that  the  police 
In  Ireland  ought  to  be  reckoned  as  a 
military  force.  The  expense  of  the  poor- 
law  in  Ireland  had  much  increased  since 
the  arrangement  made  in  1846. 

Sir  R.  FERGUSON  reminded  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Excheqner  that  a  por- 
tion of  the  constabulary  expenses  had 
always  been  borne  by  the  Consolidated 
Fund.  The  portion  borne  by  local  tax- 
ation had  never  exceeded  160,000Z.  or 
180,000Z. 

Mr.  BRIGHT  did  not  think  that  Ire- 
land was  so  badly  used  in  this  matter, 
after  all,  seeing  that  last  year  62,800^. 
was  voted  for  the  poor-law  establishment 
of  Ireland,  and  only  35,0001.  for  that  of 
England.  With  respect  to  general  local 
taxation,  he  begged  to  say  that  a  thorough 
reform  of  the  grand-jury  system  would  en- 
able Ireland  to  obtain  a  reduction  of  that 
without  coming  to  that  House. 

Mr.  MONSELL  said,  that  supposing 
the  grand  jury  system  were  reformed,  the 
only  saving  that  could  be  effected  by  that 
means  was  upon  the  1|IQQ,Q^Q\..  Q\5gtvc^ 
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jury  cess;  and  of  that  sum  thchon.  Mem- 
ber would  perhaps  bo  surprised  to  learn 
the  grand  juries  had  the  control  over  one- 
fourth  only,  the  rest  being  compulsory. 
Since  the  period  when  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  T  am  worth  made  the  arrange- 
ments which  were  alluded  to  by  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  the  poor-rates  in 
Ireland  had  increased  from  13,000Z.  to 
14,000Z.  a  year,  which  surely  ought  to 
be  taken  into  account  by  the  House; 
and  it  should  be  recollected  that  the  local 
taxation  in  Ireland  amounted  to  rather 
more  than  5s, ,  whilst  the  whole  amount  of 
local  taxation  in  England,  as  stated  by  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  last  year, 
amounted  to  2s,  4|d.  in  the  pound. 

Mb.  Alderman  SIDNEY  was  anxious 
that  the  President  of  the  Poor  Law  Board 
should  give  the  House  some  distinct  assur- 
ance as  to  the  emoluments  of  inspectors.  A 
great  number  of  gentlemen  gave  their  time 
to  the  administration  of  the  poor-law,  and 
rendered  great  services  without  remunera- 
tion. He  wished  to  know  whether,  of  the 
thirteen  inspectors,  each  inspector  was  to 
have  a  clerk  allowed  to  him  ?  There  were 
other  inspectors  who  had  no  clerks  allowed 
to  them.  There  were  the  inspectors  of 
factories,  and  there  was  scarcely  a  union 
in  England  where  they  were  not  obliged 
to  employ  clerks  for  Parliamentary  returns. 
He  did  not  know  what  was  the  duty  of  in- 
spectors, which  should  require  them  to 
keep  a  clerk.  He  wished  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  state  what  was  the  fixed 
amount  of  salary  which  he  would  in  future 
recommend,  and  whether  he  intended  to 
discontinue  all  allowance  for  travelling  ex- 
penses ?  There  was  one  inspector  for  every 
four  counties,  and  therefore  the  expenses 
of  travelling  were  quite  unnecessary. 

Mr.  V.  SMITH  said,  that  the  poor-law 
was  admirably  managed  in  Scotland,  and 
Sir  M.  O'Neile  received  only  1,200^.  a 
year.  He  begged  to  ask  why  the  Irish 
board  should  keep  an  architect  ? 

Sir  W.  SOMERVILLE  :  In  addition 
to  the  general  duties  of  visiting  and  in- 
specting buildings,  there  were  now  a  num- 
ber of  workhouses  in  the  course  of  erec- 
tion, and  his  duties  became  very  much  in- 
creased. The  building  of  workhouses  was 
undertaken  in  this  country  by  the  board  of 
guardians,  who  employed  their  own  archi- 
tect. In  Ireland  it  was  undertaken  by  a 
person  in  the  employment  of  the  commis- 
sion. 

Mr.  ARKWRIGHT  moved,  as  an 
Amenimeni  upon  the  Vote  then  under 


consideration,  that  instead  of  thirteen  in- 
spectors— eight  at  7001,  a  year,  and  ^ve 
at  5001,  a  year — the  number  should  be 
reduced  to  eight — namely,  three  at  700^. 
a  year  each,  and  five  at  500^. — making  a 
total  reduction  of  3,500Z. 

Afterwards  Motion  made,  and  Question 
put — 

"That  a  sam,  not  exceeding  224,000^.,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray  Expenses  con- 
nected with  the  administration  of  the  Laws  relat- 
ing to  the  Poor,  to  the  3 1st  day  of  March,  1851." 

Mr.  Alderman  COPE  LAND  supported 
the  Motion.  It  was  quite  impossible  that 
taxation  could  go  on  on  the  present  system, 
and  the  Government  ought  to  apply  their 
minds  to  the  question  whether  the  pro- 
perty of  the  country  should  pay  the  taxa- 
tion. 

Sir  R.  price  said,  that  the  question 
was  whether  the  board  was  too  large  for 
the  purposes  for  which  it  was  intended. 
In  his  opinion,  the  poor-law  would  be  of 
little  use  if  they  in  any  degree  diminished 
the  power  of  the  board  in  London.  They 
should  have  a  board  of  supervision  to  keep 
every  part  of  the  country  under  control 
until  one  general  system  was  adopted. 
He  bore  his  testimony  in  favour  of  the 
present  law,  and  in  favour  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  at  the  head  of  the  estab- 
lishment, believing  that  he  was  doing  his 
duty  beneficially  to  the  country,  and  with 
honour  to  himself.  Although  he  did  not 
Say  that  it  might  not  be  possible  to  reduce 
the  number  of  inspectors,  he  said  that  the 
House  was  not  thoroughly  conversant  with 
the  subject,  and  the  board  in  London  would 
be  weakened  if  they  took  away  a  large 
part  of  its  establishment. 

Sir  G.  grey  said,  that  the  increase 
of  the  number  of  inspectors  was  founded 
on  the  recommendation  of  the  Committee, 
which  went  fully  into  the  whole  adminis- 
tration of  the  poor-law.  They  reported 
that  the  number  of  inspectors  was  insuffi- 
cient to  enable  the  central  board  to  exer- 
cise that  supervision  which  was  indispen- 
sable to  the  due  administration  of  the  law. 
Government  had  proposed  the  limit  at 
twelve,  but  the  hon.  Member  for  Somer- 
setshire had  said  that  it  was  indiscreet  to 
fix  the  limit  at  twelve,  thinking  that  a 
larger  number  might  be  necessary  for  the 
due  administration  of  the  law. 

Mr.  BRIGHT  would  not  consent  to 
vote  for  the  proposition  unless  they  had 
some  more  information  on  the  subject. 
He  thought  that  it  was  quite  within  the 
bounds  of  probability  that  thirteen  inspec- 
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tors  were  too  many,  but  it  did  not  appear 
that  eight  would  be  a  sufficient  number. 
If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President 
of  the  Board  would  give  his  opinion  that 
they  could  be  reduced,  he  would  vote  for 
such  reduction. 

Mr.  Alderman  COPE  LAND  said,  he 
had  been  assured  that  in  the  borough  which 
he  had  the  honour  to  represent,  for  every 
shilling  spent  in  the  maintenance  of  the 
poor,  another  shilling  was  spent  in  main- 
taining the  executive. 

Mr.  BAINES  said,  that  with  regard  to 
the  number  of  inspectors  all  he  could  say 
was,  that  when  the  question  came  under 
discussion  in  1847 — there  having  been 
nine  up  to  that  time — Parliament  came  to 
the  conclusion  that  that  number  was  in- 
sufficient. The  next  proposition  went  to 
increasing  the  number  to  twelve,  and  a 
clause  was  introduced  making  that  the 
limit ;  but  it  was  the  opinion  of  the  House 
that  the  limit  of  twelve  should  be  struck 
out,  lest  circumstances  might  at  a  future 
day  require  a  greater  number.  When  his 
predecessor  (Mr.  Buller)  came  into  office, 
he  considered  maturely  the  question  of  the 
number  of  inspectors,  and  when  examined 
before  the  Committee,  gave  it  as  his  de- 
liberate opinion  that  less  than  thirteen 
would  not  be  sufficient.  On  his  responsi- 
bility he  made  the  number  thirteen;  and 
everything  that  had  occurred  to  him  (Mr. 
Baines)  during  the  year  and  a  half  he  had 
been  in  office,  had  led  him  to  believe  that 
thirteen  was  the  proper  number.  But  he 
confessed  he  was  not  surprised  that  this 
Motion  should  come  from  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber, because  a  short  time  since  a  peti- 
tion had  come  up  from  Leominster  for  the 
reduction  of  the  expenditure  at  Somerset 
House;  and  about  a  week  after,  the 
board  was  obliged  to  consider  a  plan,  ema- 
nating from  the  guardians  of  that  union, 
by  which  the  salaries  of  all  its  officers  were 
to  be  reduced  20  per  cent,  in  consequence 
of  the  reduction  in  the  prices  of  agricultu- 
ral produce.  The  board,  although  anxious 
at  all  times  to  treat  the  recommendations 
of  boards  of  guardians  with  respect,  had 
declined  to  agree  to  that  proposal,  alleging 
that  the  salaries  had  not  been  raised  with 
the  rise  in  provisions,  and  that  until  the 
present  state  of  things  had  become  perma- 
nent, it  would  not  be  expedient  to  do  any- 
thing calculated  to  interfere  with  the  effi- 
cient working  of  the  poor-law.  They  had 
given  that  opinion,  and  hence  the  present 
Motion. 

Sir  W.  JOLLIFFE  was  not  disposed 
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to  support  the  Amendment,  considering  it 
necessary  to  have  that  efficient  inspection, 
the  want  of  which  had  been  a  complaint 
especially  prominent  in  the  Andover  Union 
inquiry.  There  were,  however,  many 
items  in  this  enormous  estimate,  which  he 
thought  objectionable.  For  example,  he 
wanted  to  know  how  many  auditors  there 
were,  and  in  what  proportions  the  large 
item  of  13,5001.  was  distributed  among 
them. 

Mr.  baines  could  not  exactly  say  at 
the  moment  how  many  auditors  there  were, 
but  the  salaries  varied  from  250L  to  5002. 
per  annum,  according  to  the  districts.  The 
increase  in  the  charge  under  this  head, 
from  13,000^  to  13,500{.,  was  occasioned 
by  the  expense  of  advertising  the  various 
audits. 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  36  ; 
Noes  157  :  Majority  121. 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

Mr.  Alderman  SIDNEY  objected  to  the 
number  and  expense  of  the  auditors.  The 
expense  of  railway  audit,  which  was  so  intri- 
cate, was  only  about  one-fourth  that  of  the 
poor-law.  He  moved  that  the  sum  be  re- 
duced by  8,000^.,  which  would  leave  suffi- 
cient to  pay  ten  auditors  5002.  a  year 
each. 

Afterwards  Motion  made,  and  Question 
put — 

"  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  219,500/.,  be  grant- 
ed to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray  Expenses  connected 
with  the  administration  of  the  Laws  relating  to 
the  Poor,  to  the  Slst  day  of  March,  I85I." 

Mr.  BAINES  said,  that  recently  a  great 
deal  of  additional  duty  had  been  imposed 
upon  the  auditors,  who  were  not  at  all 
overpaid.  The  salaries  of  some  were  only 
250L,  while  none  were  above  500/.  He 
was  of  opinion  that  there  was  no  room  for 
retrenchment. 

Mr.  Alderman  COPELAND  hoped  that 
his  hon.  Friend  would  not  divide  the  Com- 
mittee, but  still  thought  that  the  subject 
required  investigation. 

Viscount  EBRINGTON  said,  that  the 
number  of  auditors  had  been  the  same  ever 
since  he  had  been  on  the  Poor  Law  Board. 
[Mr.  Alderman  Sidnet:  How  many  are 
there?]     Could  not  say  exactly  how  many. 

Mr.  baines  would  undertake  to  let 
the  hon.  Member  know  by  note  to-morrow 
morning  the  exact  number. 

Mr.  W.  miles  suggested  that  in  future 
the  estimates  should  be  accompanied  by  a 
statement  of  the  number  of  auditors,  their 
salaries,  and  services.  He  must  say,  how- 
ever, that  they  were  a  most  uaeM  «ail 

P 


419 


iS't^Iy— 


{COMMONS} 


Po&r  Law. 


420 


efficient  class  of  serrants  in  the  working  of 
the  poor-law. 

Mh  HUME  would  support  the  Motion, 
on  the  understanding  thftt  the  pajment  of 
the  auditors  should  he  thrown  on  the  unions, 
and  that  each  union  should  pay  for  its  oWn 
auditors. 

Mr.  Aldbrman  GOPBLANDfelt  assured 
that)  in  that  ease^  the  accotints  of  each  union 
would  bd  audited  for  602.  He  knew  it  could 
he  done  in  the  union  of  Stoke-upon-Trent. 
Some  of  his  constituents  waited  upon  him 
last  weekt  and  stated  that  in  that  hordugh 
for  every  shilling  applied  to  the  relief  of 
the  poor  the  executire  cost  another  shil- 
ling. 

Mb.  SLANEY  would  oppose  the  Mo- 
tion on  the  ground  of  economy,  to  which 
he  considered  the  auditors  contributed  in  a 
large  degree.  He  belieyed  that  the  eze- 
cntive  only  cost  20  per  cent  on  the  outlay 
for  the  poor. 

Mr.  JBAINES  said,  that  the  hon.  Al- 
derman would  find  in  the  appendix  to  the 
estimates  all  the  information  he  required 
respecting  the  districts,  the  salaries,  and 
the  number  of  auditors.  The  whole  num- 
ber of  auditors  was  fiftr,  their  salaries  va- 
ried from  90^  to  4502.,  the  average  of 
salaries  being  2702.  The  number  of  unions 
was  upwards  of  600. 

Mr.  Alderman  SIDNEY  said,  that  he 
should  nevertheless  divide,  because,  with 
dnly  six  auditors  in  Ireland,  he  did  not  see 
irhat  was  wanted  in  England  with  fifty. 

Mr.  bright  thou^t  the  explanation 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Commissioner  satisfactory.  The  hon.  Al- 
derman had  said  he  would  undertake  to 
audit  each  union  for  50^;  but  as  the 
unions  were  600,  it  would  appear  by  an 
easy  calculation  that  the  sum  at  present 
paid  was  only  about  22/.  There  would, 
therefore,  be  no  economy  in  adopting  the 
hon.  Alderman's  offer. 

Colonel  SIBTHORP  said,  hon.  Mem- 
bers opposite  gave  a  very  singular  support 
to  Her  Majesty's  Ministers  in  that  House 
on  these  questions,  which  contrasted  very 
oddly  with  their  reform  and  retrenchment 
speeches  on  the  hustings.  But  wherever 
there  was  honey  there  would  be  found  bees 
A^or  rather  drones.  The  conduct  of  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  showed  them  to  be, 
as  far  as  the  principles  of  economy  were 
Goncemed,  mere  shams  and  shadows. 
Every  day  he  passed  through  the  streets 
of  the  metropolis  he  met  persons  who  cau- 
tioned him  to  beware  of  the  traps  of  the 
free-traders,  who  would,  he  hoped,  some 


fine   morning    he   caught   in    their   own 
traps. 

The  Committee  divided : — Ayes  56  ; 
Noes  181 !  Majority  125. 

Mr.  W.  miles  said,  with  regard  to 
the  item  of  35,0002.  for  the  salaries  of 
schoolmasters  and  schoolmistresses  in 
unions,  that  ever  since  the  tiew  systein  of 
the  Government  paying  the  schoolmasters 
and  schoolmistresses,  citme  into  operation 
in  1846,  though  Alterations  might  have 
taken  place  in  the  salaries,  this  item  had 
always  remained  the  same. 

Mr.  BAINES  regretted  that  not  having 
had  notice  of  the  question,  he  was  not  iti  a 
position  to  answer  it ;  and  he  was  not 
aware  that  eiractly  the  same  sum  had  been 
voted  since  1846.  The  right  hon.  Barofict 
who  introduced  the  change  in  1846  did  it 
with  a  view  of  improving  the  character  of 
the  schools,  and  it  was  then  proposed  that 
the  schoolmasters  and  schoolmistresses 
should  be  paid  ottt  of  the  Consolidated 
Fund.  The  highest  salary  giveti  was  602. 
a  year  with  rations,  and  he  believed  they 
ranged  from  102.  to  602.  The  greiitest 
care  had  been  taken  to  increase  the  efii- 
ciency  of  the  schoolmasters  )  there  had 
been  commutiications  between  the  Commis- 
sioti  and  the  Committee  of  Privy  Council 
on  the  subject,  and  he  believed  that  upon 
the  whole  the  character  of  the  schools  had 
been  greatly  improved. 

Mr.  W.  miles  said,  it  really  did  seem 
to  him  that  oh  such  k  vote  as  this  they 
should  have  the  fullest  information.  When 
the  salaries  were  adjusted,  those  school- 
masters and  sohoolmistresses  who  were  in- 
eflicieut,  he  presumed  would  be  discharged. 
He  wished  to  know  whether  that  had  been 
done,  and  whether  the  educatioti  of  the 
poor  was  conducted  in  an  efficient  and  pro- 
per manner  ?  It  was  only  with  this  tiew 
that  he  put  the  question. 

Mr.  BAINES  could  answer  that  that 
had  been  the  case  within  the  last  two 
years.  Of  course  these  improvements  were 
gradual.  There  was  a  constant  course  of 
improvement  now  proceeding. 

Mr.  Alderman  COPELAND  thought 
that  in  the  absence  of  information  it  was 
his  duty  to  move  that  the  Chairman  i^cport 
progress,  and  ask  leave  to  sit  again. 

Mr.  law  hoped  his  hon.  Friend  would 
not  take  the  sense  of  the  House  upon  that 
question,  because^  though  it  might  be  the 
hirthest  from  his  intention,  it  might  seem 
to  amount  to  a  censure  on  the  right  hoti. 
President  of  the  Poor  Law  Commission,  of 
whose  labours  the  House  had  the  highest 
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appreciatioD*  It  was  to  be  lamented  that 
his  right  hon.  Friend  had  not  had  notice  of 
the  question. 

Mr.  W.  MILE^  agreed  entirely  with 
what  had  been  said  bj  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman*  It  was  not  his  intentioti  to 
object  to  this  vote,  but  he  wished  to  get 
some  information.  As  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman was  not  able  to  give  it,  but  still 
said  improvements  were  going  on  in  the 
character  of  the  schools,  that  to  him  (Mr. 
Miles)  was  perfectly  satisfactory,  and  he 
could  only  say  that  the  sum  of  35,0002.  to 
educate  the  60,000  children  who  were  in 
union  workhouses  could  not  bo  better  spent. 

Mr.  Alderman  C0P£LAND  withdrew 
his  Amendment. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

SUPPLY— MINT. 

(11.)  35,000{.  to  defray  the  expenditure 
for  the  sereral  branches  of  the  Mint. 

Mr.  THORNBLY  asked  the  Master  of 
the  Mint  whether  be  had  made  arrange- 
ments for  an  increased  issue  of  florins,  and 
also  whether  it  wais  intended  to  issue  more 
of  the  small  coin  called  threepenny  pieces, 
a  coin  which  he  understood  had  been  found 
to  be  exceedingly  conyenient  ? 

Mr.  SHEIL  replied,  that  with  respect 
to  the  flotin  he  had  already  upon  a  former 
occasion  stated  the  reason  why  the  issue  of 
that  coin  was  suspended.  It  was  intended 
to  issue  the  florin  in  ahother  shape,  with 
those  additions  which  public  opinion  seem- 
ed to  demand.  With  respect  to  the  smaller 
coin  to  which  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  al- 
luded, in  consequence  of  commuoioations 
he  had  had  from  the  hon.  Gentleman,  and 
also  from  the  hon.  Member  for  Westmin- 
ster, he  had  given  directions  that  a  largo 
quantity  be  coined. 

Mr.  Alderman  COPELAND  complained 
that  magistrates  had  day  by  day  persons 
brought  before  them  for  passing  base  coin, 
and  they  found  that  the  Solicitor  to  the 
Mint  alone  was  the  arbitrator  as  to  whe- 
ther a  prosecution  should  take  place  or  not. 
Generally  speaking  it  was  not  respectable 
tradesmen  who  were  the  sufferers,  but  the 
poor.  Nine  times  out  of  ten  the  sellers  of 
fruit  in  the  streets  of  the  metropolis  were 
the  sufferers  by  this  base  coin.  Last  week 
a  case  occurred  before  a  Colleague  of  his, 
in  which  the  Solicitor  to  the  Mint  refused, 
under  any  circumstances,  to  prosecute  a 
party  for  passing  base  coin.  In  many 
dases  where  the  Solicitor  to  the  Mint  had 
refused,  the  City  had  prosecuted,  and  to 
ooUYiction.    This  was  not  a  power  which 


ought  to  be  delegated  to  the  Solicitor  to 
the  Mint.  He  hoped  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman and  the  Attorney  General  would 
attend  to  this  matter,  for  it  was  a  growing 
evil.  It  was  a  painful  thing  for  him  to  sift 
as  a  magistrate,  and  And  a  poor  woman  not 
alone  deprived  of  her  goods — only  a  penny- 
worth of  apples,  perhaps  —  but  also  of 
2$,  5d.  in  money.  Sometimes,  finding  the 
deception  practised  upon  her,  she  took  the 
law  into  her  own  hands,  and  maltreated 
the  man  so  much  that  he  was  kept  to  his 
bed  for  two  or  three  weeks. 

Mr.  HUME  wished  to  know  when  the 
changes  recommended  by  the  Mint  Com- 
mission, now  a  twelvemonth  ago,  would 
take  effect  ?  The  public  expected  some 
fruit  to  arise  from  that  inquiry. 

Mr.  SHEIL  said,  that  in  consequence 
of  the  report  made  by  the  Mint  Commis- 
sion, the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  and 
the  Government  had  directed  their  atten- 
tion to  the  subject;  and  the  result  was 
that  a  representation  had  been  made  to  the 
moneyers  and  assayers,  intimating  that 
their  relation  to  the  Mint  was  to  undergo 
a  very  speedy  and  considerable  change. 
The  Committee  would  not  expect  him  to  go 
into  the  details  of  the  change,  but  no  time 
would  be  lost  in  carrying  it  into  effect. 

Mr.  HUME  asked  if  this  change  could 
be  made  without  an  Act  of  Parliament.  If 
not,  the  sooner  it  was  introduced  the  better. 

Mr.  SHEIL  said,  the  Government  had 
decided  on  the  nature  of  the  changes,  and 
one  was  that  the  body  called  the  moneyers 
were  to  be  deprived  of  what  they  called 
their  privileges;  and,  therefore,  whether 
the  business  was  in  future  conducted  by 
open  contract  or  otherwise,  there  would  be 
a  great  saving  of  the  public  expenditure. 

Mr.  LAW  said,  the  subject  of  the  Mint 
prosecutions  was  well  deserving  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Government  officers.  The  Mint 
stood  in  a  different  position,  in  some  re- 
spects, from  other  bodies.  If  the  magis- 
trates recommended  prosecutions,  the  offi- 
cers of  the  Mint,  on  tlieir  own  responsi- 
bility, either  took  that  course  or  abstained 
from  it.  If  they  came  into  court  without 
sufficient  evidence,  the  court  had  no  means 
of  disallowing  the  expenses,  as  in  ordinary 
cases;  for  as  the  costs  of  the  prosecution^ 
were  defrayed  by  Government,  the  court 
had  nothing  to  do  with  it.  Thus,  the  Mint 
was  in  a  position  to  refrain  froiii  prosecut- 
ing with  impunity  in  cases  where  they 
ought  to  prosecute,  and  they  might  profile- 
cute  in  cases  where  they  ought  not,  and 
still  be  sure  of  their  expenses. 
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The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  said,  he 
believed  it  was  the  universal  practice  for 
no  Mint  prosecution  for  felony  to  be  insti- 
tuted without  his  sanction.  All  the  cases 
were  laid  before  him,  the  circumstances 
deposed  to,  together  with  the  character 
and  description  of  the  witnesses  by  whom 
tbey  were  supported.  And  inasmuch  as 
it  was  of  the  utmost  importance,  in  cases 
of  this  kind,  to  carry  public  opinion  with 
tbem,  as  well  as  to  punish  the  offenders, 
all  the  circumstances  underwent  a  very 
careful  consideration. 

Mr.  law  said,  his  observations  did  not 
apply  to  the  prosecutions  for  felony;  in 
none  of  the  cases  under  the  superintend- 
ence of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
had  there  been  anything  approaching  to 
irregularity.  He  spoke  of  the  ordinary 
cases  of  misdemeanour,  uttering  counter- 
feit coins — though  the  same  offence  became 
felony  on  its  second  commission.  He  had 
had  upwards  of  twenty  years'  experience 
of  these  cases — ^he  had  been  one  of  the 
counsel  to  the  Mint  some  years  ago,  and 
though  these  cases  had  been  better  con- 
ducted of  late  years,  he  must  say  he  had 
seen  a  great  deal  which  he  did  not  like. 
He  spoke  of  the  discretion  which  was 
ordinarily  reposed,  not  in  the  Solicitor  to 
the  Mint,  but  in  a  person  who  was  no  so- 
licitor at  all,  or  even  his  clerk,  the  third 
party  being  the  person  who  usually  exer- 
cised this  discretion. 

Mr.  SHEIL  said,  the  course  which  was 
pursued  in  all  prosecutions  was  this  :  The 
evidence  was  laid  before  the  Solicitor  to 
the  Mint.  He  roughly  investigated  that 
evidence,  and  he  then  appeared  before  the 
board  to  obtain  their  sanction  to  the  pro- 
secutions. No  criminal  was  ever  brought 
to  trial  without  the  sanction  of  the  board. 
It  would  be  found,  upon  inquiry,  that  there 
was  hardly  any  instance — he  believed  not 
one^-of  a  prosecution  having  failed.  A 
change  had  been  recently  effected,  by 
which  the  Solicitor  to  the  Mint  had  been 
got  rid  of,  and  the  whole  of  the  business 
transferred  to  the  Solicitor  to  the  Treasury, 
whose  salary  was  800Z.  a  year.  The  busi- 
ness referred  to  was  now  confided  to  Mr. 
Powell,  a  gentleman  of  great  experience, 
in  whom  the  Government  had  the  fullest 
confidence.  The  Commissioners  had  re- 
commended a  great  change  in  these  pro- 
secutions—amongst other  things,  that  the 
first  offence  of  uttering  should  be  dealt 
with  summarily. 

Mb.  LAW  said,  that  unless  the  practice 
had  been  totally  altered  within  the  last 


few  years,  many  of  the  prosecutions  had 
failed. 

Mr.  SHEIL  said,  that  unless  he  was 
very  much  mistaken  indeed,  there  had 
been  no  instance  of  failure. 

Mr.  Alderman  SIDNEY  said,  the  com- 
plaint was,  not  that  there  were  too  many, 
but  too  few  prosecutions.  In  the  papers  that 
morning  a  case  had  appeared  of  a  notorious 
smasher  being  placed  before  the  magis- 
trates on  Saturday;  and  immediately  on 
his  being  arraigned  at  the  bar,  it  was  inti- 
mated by  the  clerk  of  the  Solicitor  to  the 
Mint  that  no  prosecution  would  take  place. 
The  magistrates  had,  however,  determined 
to  hear  the  case,  and  had  found  sufficient 
evidence  on  which  to  commit  him  for  trial. 
This  was  no  uncommon  occurrence  in  the 
city  of  London.  At  several  recent  ses- 
sions, when  the  Mint  refused  to  prosecute, 
the  magistrate  committed  the  prisoners, 
who  had  afterwards  received  sentence  of 
transportation.  The  complaint  was  that 
the  Government  should  by  their  officers 
connive  at  these  cases. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  said, 
that  the  Government  did  not  connive  at 
there  being  no  prosecution.  It  had  been 
the  practice  so  long  as  he  had  been  in 
office  not  to  throw  the  weight  of  the  Go- 
vernment prosecution  into  cases  of  a  doubt- 
ful character;  still,  if  the  parties  who  had 
suffered,  chose  to  prosecute,  it  was  compe- 
tent for  them  to  do  so.  It  was  a  mistake 
to  suppose  that  the  Government,  or  any 
other  person,  had  withdrawn  the  witnesses 
in  the  case  referred  to  by  the  last  speaker. 
During  the  time  he  had  been  in  office  there 
had  not  been  a  single  acquittal  on  a  charge 
for  felony;  and  he  believed  the  case  was 
the  same  with  the  misdemeanours.  It  was 
of  the  utmost  importance  for  the  public  to 
know  that  the  Goveiiiment  did  not  lightly 
undertake  these  prosecutions.  Other  peo- 
ple might  do  as  they  pleased;  if  a  prose- 
cutor thought  he  had  a  good  case,  there 
was  nothing  to  prevent  him  bringing  it 
before  the  court  in  the  usual  way. 

Mr.  Alderman  COPE  LAND  said,  his 
complaint  was  not  of  the  Attorney  General, 
but  of  the  Solicitor  to  the  Mint  exercising 
his  own  discretion  whether  to  prosecute  or 
not.  These  cases  occurred  to  the  extent 
of  a  thousand  iu  a  year. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

SUPPLY— PUBLIC  RECORDS. 

(12.)  12,678Z.  for  expenses  connected 
with  the  Record  Office. 

Mr.  A.  HOPE  protested  against  th« 
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Tote,  on  the  ground  that  their  condition 
WAS  not  sutisfoctory.  Some  of  them  were 
kept  in  the  Chapter  House  of  Westminster, 
others  in  the  Tower  of  Loudon,  others  in 
the  riding  house  at  Carlton-ride,  wliile  the 
Wilding  erected  for  the  purpose  was  nhol); 
insufficient.  There  was  a  fire-proof  chest 
in  every  parish  church  in  England  ;  but  on 
the  Carlton-rido  a  policeman  was  kept  as 
the  only  preserrative  against  fire.  It  was 
a  disgrace  to  the  country.  He  should  cot, 
however,  divide  the  House  on  the  subject. 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  tiie  EXCHE- 
QUER had  stated,  at  an  early  period  of 
the  Session,  that  it  was  his  intention  to 
ask  a  vote  to  erect  a  hulldiiig  for  keeping 
the  records  on  the  Crown  estate.  He  trust- 
ed, therefore,  that  the  House  would  agree 
to  the  vote  then  before  it. 

CoLOXBL  SIBTHORP  said,  the  records 
were  at  present  in  a  worse  state  than  they 
were  forty  years  since.  Uany  of  these 
estimates  consisted  of  "  misceilaDeoDs  " 
and  "  contingencies,"  so  that  he  was  ut- 
terly at  a  loss  to  understand  what  such 
general  terms  meant. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

SUPPLY— INSPECTORS  OF  FACTORIES. 
(13.)  ]0,994i.  for  the  Inspectors  of  Fac- 

Mit.  HUME  objected  to  the  vote,  upon 
the  ground  that  these  inapeetors  unneces- 
sarily interfered  with  the  owners  of  factories. 

Mb.  BRIGHT  had  a  word  to  say  with 
reference  to  these  inspectors.  He  said  it 
somehow  happened  that  whenever  a  Home 
Secretary  was  appointed,  a  relative  of  his 
went  down  to  inspect  the  factories  of  Lan- 
cashire. The  inspectors  were  probably 
very  respectable,  but  thcj  knew  littie  of 
factories,  and  though  they  might  allow  in- 
fringements of  the  law  sometimes  to  go 
unpunished,  yet,  in  other  cases,  their  ig- 
norance caused  parties  t«  he  unnecessarily 
interfered  with.  He  could  furnish  details 
of  the  blunders  they  had  made,  hut  lie 
would  forbear  from  troubling  the  Commit- 
tee at  that  late  hour.  He  thought  men  who 
understood  their  bu  sin  ess  should  be  appoint- 
ed to  the  office,  and  tbat  the  relatives  of 
Cabinet  Ministers  ought  not  to  ho  selected. 

Sm  G.  GREY  said,  that  one  vacancy 
hod  occnrred  since  he  hod  been  Home  Sec- 
retary, and  that  he  had  consolidated  the 
offices  rather  than  appoint  a  relative  or  any 
other  person. 

Vote  ogreed  to,  as  werethefollowing  votes: 

(14.)  1,610^  for  the  payment  of  cer- 
tain Officers  in  Scotland. 
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(15.)  6,464^  for  the  e.tpenses   of  the 

HouseholdoftheLord  Lieutenant  in  Ireland. 

SUPPLY— CHIEF  SECRETARY  (IRELAND). 
Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed — 
"  That  ■  luiD,  not  exceeding  24  JfiOI.,  be  gmtt- 
ed  to  Iler  Majost]',  to  pajr  the  Salaries  and  Ei- 
peniies  of  the  office  of  the  Chief  SccreUry  to  the 
Lard  Licutpiuuit  of  Ireland  in  Dublin  and  Lon- 
don, and  the  Privy  Council  Office  in  Ireland,  to  tbe 
SlaCda}  of  March,  1S51." 

SiB  W.  JOLLIFFE  objected  to  the 
amonnt  charged  in  this  vote  for  "  contin' 
gencies."  The  charge  under  that  head  in 
the  Chief  Secretary's  office  olone  wu 
2,701!.,  and  the  total  charge  for  conUn- 
gencics  in  the  vote  was  3,3211. 

Sir  G.  GREY  said,  the  item  of  "con- 
tingencies "  covered  a  variety  of  miscel- 
laneous expenses  which  it  vjas  impossible 
to  state  in  detail.  In  the  charges  for  the 
offices  of  the  several  Secretaries  of  State, 
and  every  other  public  department,  a  simi- 
lar item  occurred.  Among  the  expenses 
defrayed  under  this  head  were  the  salaries 
of  extra  clerks,  the  payment  for  occasional 
assistance  in  the  offices,  and  other  charges. 

Colonel  SIBTHORP  proposed  that  the 
salary  of  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
should  be  reduced  from  5,5001.  to  5,0001. 

Afterwards  Motion  made,  and  Question 
put — 

"  That  a  sum,  not  eioeeding  3S,?B0{.,  be  grant- 
ed to  Her  Majeatf,  to  pa;  the  Salariea  and  Es- 
penses  of  the  Office  of  the  Chief  Secretary  to  tba 
Lord  Lieatenant  of  Ireland  in  Dublin  and  London, 
and  the  Privy  Council  Office  in  Ireland,  to  tbe 
Slat  day  of  March,  1851." 

The  House  divided  : — Ayes  41 ;  Noes 
156;  Majority  115. 

Vote  agreed  to,  as  was  also  Vote  (17.)  for 
6,646!.  for  the  expenses  of  the  department 
of  Paymaster  of  Civil  Services  in  Ireland. 

House  resumed.  Committee  to  sit  again 
on  Friday. 

Tbo  House  adjourned  at  a  (quarter  after 
One  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Tuesday,  ifay  28,  1850. 
Mi.iDi".]    Pbbuc  Biu-s.- 1*  Chancery  Court 
of  Appeal. 
a'  Fees  (Court  of  Common  Fleas). 
ReporUd.—T:ba  Tniateei  A«t,  1860. 

AUSTRALIAN    COLONIES    GOVERNMENT 
BILL. 
Earl  GREY  proposed  to  take  the  sec- 
ond reading  of  tbe  Australian  Colonies  Go- 
vernment Bittfm  IVmw&ks  ■wki-'^. 
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Lord  MONTEAGLE,  having  urged  the 
propriety  of  postponing  to  a  more  distant 
day  the  Australian  Colonies  Bill,  asked 
his  noble  Friend  whether  any  other  papers 
than  those  already  on  the  table,  which 
were  necessary  to  the  explanation  of  the 
principle  of  that  measure,  had  been  re- 
cently received  by  the  Government  ?  He 
knew  th^t  two  or  three  packets  had  re- 
cently arrived  from  Australia  in  this  coun- 
try; and,  if  any  important  papers  had  been 
received  by  them,  it  would  be  advantage- 
ous to  their  Lordships  to  have  those  papers 
for  consideration,  before  they  came  to  a 
decision  on  so  grave  and  critical  a  consti- 
tutional question. 

Earl  GREY  observed  that,  with  regard 
to  the  postponement  of  the  Australian  Bill, 
he  was  anxious  to  meet  the  wishes  of  the 
House;  but  he  was  anxious  to  remind  the 
House  that  they  were  now  arriving  at  that 
period  of  the  Session  when  there  was  al- 
ways a  great  pressure  of  business  in  the 
House  of  Lords.  If  they  Referred  this  Bill 
now,  they  would  have  shortly  from  the 
other  House  a  large  number  of  Bills,  which 
it  would  be  impossible  for  them  to  discuss 
hereafter  fully  and  fairly.  Though  the 
notiqe  for  Thursday  was  but  a  short  notice, 

et  the  Bill  had  been  for  a  long  time  be- 
bre  Parliament.  All  the  most  important 
papers  relating  to  it  had  been  laid  on  the 
table  at  the  end  of  last  Session.  The  Bill 
had  been  long  and  deliberately  discussed 
in  the  House  of  Commons,  and  had  been 
in  the  hands  of  their  Lordships  before  the 
Whitsuntide  recess.  Noble  Lords  had 
thus  had  ample  opportunity  for  preparing 
themselves  for  the  discussion;  and,  unless 
it  should  be  a  serious  inconvenience  to  his 
Boble  Friend  to  take  the  second  reading  on 
Thursday  next,  he  should  be  most  unwill- 
ing to  postpone  it  to  a  more  distant  period. 
He  was  not  aware  that  any  new  papers 
had  arrived,  save  one,  which  would  be  laid 
on  the  table  immediately. 

Lord  MONTEAGLE  would  add  an- 
other motive  for  the  postponement  of  the 
second  reading.  It  was  true  that  the  Bill 
had  been  for  some  time  before  their  Lord- 
ships, but  no  notice  for  the  second  reading 
had  been  given  before  that  evening.  There 
were  other  parties  besides  the  Government 
interested  in  the  constitution  to  be  given 
to  the  colonics.  Some  of  them  had  re- 
cently arrived  in  this  country,  and  were 
anxious  to  bring  their  views  on  the  subject 
under  the  consideration  of  Parliament, 
either  by  petition  or  by  some  other  mode, 
he/ore  w  Bill  WM  read  a  »eo(md  time. 
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Now,  if  notice  had  been  given  of  the  sec- 
ond reading  a  week  ago,  no  allegation  uf 
surprise  could  be  made;  but,  under  the 
circumstances  which  he  had  just  stated, 
the  second  reading  of  the  Bill  on  Thurs- 
day would  operate  very  injuriously  against 
those  who  intended  to  petition  against  it. 

Lord  BEAUMONT  saw  no  validity  in 
the  plea  which  the  noble  Baron  had  urged 
for  postponement,  and  hoped  that  his  no- 
ble Friend  (Earl  Grey)  would  not  comply 
with  the  noble  Baron's  request. 

Lord  STANLEY  observed,  that  though 
there  were  some  portions  of  the  Bill  to 
which  he  entertained  great  objection i  he 
had  no  intention  of  opposing  its  second 
reading.  He  did  not  know  whether  his 
noble  Friend  (Lord  Monteagle)  intended 
to  oppose  the  principle  of  the  Bill  on  its 
second  reading,  but  he  imagined  that  ho 
did  not.  He  admitted  that  their  Lord- 
ships were,  to  a  certain  extent,  taken  by 
surprise  in  consequence  of  the  indisposition 
of  bis  noble  Friend  the  President  of  the 
Council,  which  had  induced  the  noble  Sec- 
retary of  the  Colonies  to  ^x  the  second 
reading  of  this  Bill  for  Thursday;  but  he 
thought  that  that  stage  of  the  Bill  ought 
not  to  be  deferred  for  any  length  of  time. 
Would  his  noble  Friend  opposite  see  any 
difficulty  in  taking  Friday  instead  of 
Thursday  for  the  second  reading  of  the 
Bill? 

Lord  MONTEAGLE  remarked,  that 
as  far  as  he  was  personally  copcerned,  he 
should  raise  no  objection  to  the  second 
reading  on  Friday;  but  the  parties  who 
would  be  ti^ken  by  siirprise — and  he  gladly 
admitted  that  his  noble  Friend  (Earl  Grey) 
had  no  intention  of  taking  any  party  by 
surprise — were  those  who  had  recently  ar- 
rived from  the  colonies,  and  who  would  be 
precluded  from  presenting  their  petition. 
If  he  had  an  opportunity  of  presenting 
their  petition  before  the  second  reading, 
he  should  be  satisfied.  He  had  no  inten- 
tion to  divide  against  the  principle  of  thp 
Bill  any  more  than  his  noble  Friend  (Lord 
Stanley). 

Earl  GREY  thought  that  the  House 
ought  not  to  be  asked  to  postpone  the  sec- 
ond reading  of  this  Bill  merely  becauso 
certain  parties  wished  to  petition  against 
it.  He  saw  no  difficulty  in  naming  Friday 
for  the  second  reading  instead  of  Thurs- 
day. His  only  reason  for  fixing  Thursday 
originally  instead  of  Friday  was,  that  there 
were  two  Bills  standing  for  discussion  on 
Friday,  namely,  the  Sunday  Trading  Bill 
and  the  Distress  for  Rent  (Ireland)  Bill, 
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but  neither  of  thoBe  Bills  irould,  id  bis 
opinion,  oceupy  much  timo. 

After  B  few  words  from   Lord  Eddis- 

BDRT, 

Subject  dropped. 

FEES  (COUaT  OP  COMMON  PLEAS) 
BILL. 

LOKD  BEAUMONT  moved  the  Second 
Reading  of  this  Bill,  which  aJfeets  two  offi- 
cers of  the  Conrl  of  Common  PlesB — the 
senior  master  of  that  court  ob  Registrar 
of  Judgments,  and  the  officer  appointed 
for  registering  the  acknoirledgments  of 
married  women  under  the  Act  for  the 
Abolition  of  Fines  and  RecoTcries.  The 
Bill  would  giro  a  proper  remuneration  to 
those  officers  for  the  fees  wliioh  thej  now 
received,  and  the  SDrplus  of  those  fees 
would  be  paid  into  the  Treasury.  It  would 
also  give  compeusation  to  the  officers  for 
anj  loss  which  thej  might  sustain. 

Lord  RBDBSDALE  entertained  con- 
siderable objections  to  the  Bill,  which  was 
at  present  in  a  crude  state,  and  suggested 
the  propriety  of  postponing  the  second 
reading,  to  affi»rd  an  opportunity  for  con- 
sidering its  provisions. 

Af^er  a  few  observations  from  Lord 
MoNTEAou,  who  also  entertained  consider- 
able objeotions  to  the  Bill, 

Lord  LANGDALE  eiprossed  himself 
tn  favour  of  the  abolition  of  all  fees  in 
courts  of  justice.  Justice  ought  to  be  ad- 
ministered without  any  expense  to  the 
fluitors;  and  all  persons  engaged  in  Its 
administration  ougnt  to  be  paid  by  salaries, 
and  not  by  fees.  This  Bill  left  the  fees  as 
they  now  were,  and  made  no  mention  of 
any  salaries. 

Lord  STANLEY  thought  that  such 
Bills  as  the  present  ought  to  be  introduced 
under  the  responsibility  of  Oovemment. 
Individual  Uemhers  ought  not  to  be  al- 
lowed to  iotroduce  Bills  regulating  offices, 
some  on  one  principle,  and  another  on 
another. 

Eabl  QRET  understood  that  this  Bill 
originated  with  a  Committee  of  the  other 
Ilonse,  appointed  to  examine  into  the  whole 
question  of  fees  and  salaries.  The  chair- 
man of  that  Committee  had  introduced  the 
Bill,  and  after  Its  introduction  it  had  been 
supported  by  the  Solicitor  General  as  a  de- 
sirable measure. 

Bill  read  2*,  and  oommltted  to  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  wholeHonseonThursdajnext. 

House  adjourned  to  Thursday  neif. 
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HOUSE    OP   COMMONS, 
Tuesdag,  May  28,  1850. 

BCCLBSUSTIOAL  COMMISSION. 
Sir  B.  HALL  wished  to  ask  the  right 
hon.  Home  Secretary  a  question  in  refer- 
enco  to  the  ecclesiastical  courts,  and  the 
returns  which  were  ordered  by  the  Honso 
a  month  ago.  He  was  informed  that  a 
young  lady  of  interesting  sppearance  and 

ErepOHsessing  manners,  had  the  honour  of 
aiding  the  office  of  registrar  of  one  of  the 
ecclesiastical  courts  in  this  country.  He 
did  not  wish  to  impugn  the  morality  of  the 
dignitary  who  appointed  that  young  lady; 
indeed,  she  bad  held  the  office  ever  since 
she  was  five  years  of  age;  but  having  heard 
that  very  few,  if  any,  of  the  returns  so  or- 
dered had  been  sent  in,  be  begced  to  iur 
quire  whether  ft  was  likely  that  the  returns 
would  soon  be  ready  to  he  laid  on  the  table, 
in  order  that  it  might  be  seen  whether  there 
were  any  more  female  officios  in  the  eccle- 
siastical courtst 

Sir  G,  grey  had  had  no  notice  witi) 
regard  to  this  statement,  and  was  totally 
uninformed  with  respect  to  It.  The  bon. 
Member  wished  to  Know  whether  there 
were  "  any  more  female  officials"  in  these 
courts;  he  (Sir  G.  Grey)  was  not  aware 
that  there  was  one.  As  to  the  rettimi,  he 
would  repeat  what  he  had  stated  on  the 
previous  night,  that  the  collection  of  the 
particulars  required  from  the  several  dio- 
ceses must  take  time;  he  was  not  aware 
whether  any  of  the  returns  bad  come  in, 
hut  would  inquire. 

ADJOURNMENT  OVER  THE  DERBY  DAY. 
Uajor  BERESFORD  said,  that  be  be- 
lieved there  could  be  no  opposition  to  the 
Motion  of  which  be  had  given  notioe,  aa 
there  was  not  a  single  Order  of  the  Day 
or  a  single  Motion  set  down  for  Wednes* 
day.  Whether  tliat  was  owing  to  the  de- 
sire of  hon.  Members  to  enjoy  the  plea- 
sure and  reereation  of  the  day,  or  ttom  a 
prophetio  fear  that  a  House  would  not  lie 
made,  he  could  not  say,  but  th'B  mucli  was 
certain  that,  there  being  no  busineis  set 
down  in  the  paper,  they  might  fairly  ask 
for  a  holiday.  It  would  also  be  the  29tb 
day  of  May,  which  was  usually  0Dnsidere4 
a  holiday.  So  that  upon  every  view  of  the 
matter  he  eould  see  no  reason  for  objeation 
to  the  Motion.  A  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
who  had  been  so  eonstaotly  and  iudeAiti- 
gablyatlentin  to  bis  duties  at  the  fipeokw, 
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ought  surely  to  be  made  certain  that  there 
would  be  uo  sitting  upon  the  Wednesday. 
He  had  certainly  well  deserved  a  holiday 
from  the  House.  For  the  last  three  years 
it  had  been  regularly  voted,  and  although 
upon  those  occasions  the  adjournment  had 
been  moved  by  more  influential  Members 
than  he  (Major  Bercsford)  was,  yet  he 
trusted  he  would  not  be  considered  pre- 
sumptuous in  taking  upon  himself  to  move 
that  the  House  at  its  rising  should  adjourn 
to  Thursday. 

Mr.  W.  S.  CRAWFORD  eaid,  that  he 
had  always  opposed  the  Motion.  He  did 
not  think  it  creditable  to  the  House  to  sus- 
pend public  business  for  the  purpose  of  at- 
tending a  race  upon  the  Derby  day.  He 
had,  he  was  sorry  to  say,  upon  other  occa- 
sions very  inefficiently  opposed  the  Mo- 
tion. Upon  the  present,  there  being  no 
business  set  down  for  Wednesday,  he  would 
not  divide  the  House  against  it.  But  he 
Wished  to  enter  his  protest  against  it.  He 
believed  the  reason  why  no  orders  had 
been  set  down  for  the  Derby  day  was,  that 
it  was  considered  a  hopeless  case  to  at- 
tempt to  oppose  the  Motion. 

Mr.  HUME  felt  himself  in  the  same  si- 
tuation as  his  hon.  Friend.  He  had  al- 
ways opposed  the  Motion,  and  had  always 
been  in  a  minority.  But  as  there  was  no- 
thing on  the  paper  for  Wednesday  he 
would  have  no  objection  to  take  a  holiday 
himself. 

Mr.  SLANEY  hoped  his  hon.  Friend 
would  always  find  himself  in  a  minority 
upon  similar  occasions. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

THE  LORD  CHANCELLOR. 

Mr.  W.  patten  rose  to  ask  a  ques- 
tion respecting  the  salary  of  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor, of  which  he  had  given  notice.  It 
appeared  by  the  public  prints  that  it  was 
likely  there  would  be  a  vacancy  in  the 
office  of  Lord  Chancellor,  and  he  had  been 
directed,  therefore,  by  the  Committee  on 
Salaries,  to  ask  whether  Government  in- 
tended, in  filling  up  the  vacancy,  to  render 
the  appointment  subject  to  any  decision 
which  they  might  make  on  the  recommen- 
dation of  the  Committee  when  their  report 
should  be  before  the  House  ?  It  had  been 
thought  possible,  in  considering  the  sub- 
ject of  the  office  and  the  nature  of  its  du- 
ties, that  it  might  come  into  discussion 
whether  it  might  not  be  advisable  to  re- 
commend a  separation  of  the  judicial  and 
poliUcal  offices  of  the  Lord  Chancellor;  and 
ne  wished  also  to  ask  whether,  in  filling  up 


the  vacancy,  a  stipulation  would  be  made 
that  the  person  appointed  was  to  take  it 
subject  to  any  decision  respecting  salary 
which  the  House  might  adopt  on  the  re- 
commendation of  the  Committee  on  Sala- 
ries? 

Mr.  BOUVERIE  :  I  beg.  Sir,  also  to 
ask,  in  case  of  the  vacancy  of  the  Great 
Seal,  whether  there  will  be  a  distinct  un- 
derstanding with  regard  to  the  officers 
(whose  appointments  are  in  the  gift  of  the 
Keeper  of  the  Great  Seal,  and  whose  fees 
and  emoluments  were  reported  upon  by 
the  Committee  upon  Fees  in  Courts  of 
Law  and  Equity  last  year)  that  their  ap- 
pointments will  be  made  on  the  express 
condition  that  the  tenure  and  existence  of 
their  offices,  as  well  as  their  fees  and 
emoluments,  shall  be  subject  to  the  review 
and  determination  of  Parliament  ? 

LoHD  J.  RUSSELL  :  Sir,  in  answer  to 
the  question  put  to  me  by  the  hon.  Gentle- 
men, I  have  to  state,  with  very  great  re- 
gret, that  the  Lord  Chancellor  has  found 
the  state  of  his  health  to  be  such  that  it 
will  not  be  possible  for  him  to  continue  the 
performance  of  those  duties  which  he  has 
discharged  with  such  credit  to  himself  and 
advantage  to  the  country.  I  have  to  state, 
therefore,  that  as  soon  as  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor shall  have  given  his  judgment  on 
various  cases  which  have  been  under  his 
consideration,  he  will  feel  himself  called 
upon  to  resign  the  Great  Seal.  I  have 
further  to  state,  that  in  filling  up  the  office, 
I  shall  have  it  understood  that  any  person 
taking  the  Great  Seal  shall  have  to  take  it 
subject  to  any  regulation  which  Parliament 
may  adopt  on  the  report  of  the  Committee. 
With  respect  to  the  fees  of  any  officer  ap- 
pointed by  the  Lord  Chancellor,  which 
should  become  vacant  when  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor resigns  the  Great  Seal,  persons  shall 
be  appointed  with  fees  and  salaries  subject 
to  the  determination  of  Parliament.  With 
regard  to  the  further  question  the  hon. 
Member  has  asked,  as  to  the  separation 
of  the  judicial  and  political  functions  of  the 
Lord  Chancellor,  I  can  only  say  it  is  a  sub- 
ject which  has  engaged  the  attention  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government.  It  is,  how- 
ever, a  question  of  very  considerable  diffi- 
culty. I  have  no  doubt,  myself,  that  the 
object  is  one  very  desirable  to  attain,  and 
I  trust  we  may  be  able  to  propose  a  mea- 
sure to  Parliament  on  the  subject.  But, 
considering  the  nature  of  the  office — con- 
sidering how  closely  connected  it  has  been 
with  the  political  history  of  this  country — 
how  much  it  has  been  connected  with  our 
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political  administration,  and  with  the  per- 
formance of  the  highest  functions  in  the 
State,  it  is  a  subject  on  which  I  should  he 
loth  to  propose  any  measure  without  very 
serious  consideration. 

Mr.  HUME  asked  if  the  retiring  pen- 
sion of  5,0001,  a  year  was  to  he  considered 
also  suhject  to  revision  ? 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL  :  I  think  that  any 
person  accepting  the  Great  Seal  must  take 
it  subject  to  the  decision  of  Parliament 
with  respect  to  the  amount  of  the  pension. 
At  the  same  time,  without  saying  that 
5,0001,  a  year  is  the  exact  pension  to  he 
continued,  I  must  certainly  say  that  I  shall 
think  it  my  duty  to  resist  a  reduction  of 
the  pension  to  such  an  amount  as  would 
prevent  persons  of  the  highest  legal  talent 
in  the  country  from  accepting  the  office  of 
Lord  Chancellor. 

Subject  dropped. 

THE  NEW  HOUSE  OF  COMMONS. 

Sir  G.  grey  said,  that  as  a  wish  had 
been  expressed  on  the  part  of  many  hon. 
Members  to  make  a  trial  of  the  New  House 
of  Parliament,  and  as  he  learnt  that  the 
weather  was  now  favourable  for  such  trial, 
he  proposed  that  the  House  should  hold  a 
morning  sitting  in  the  new  chamber  on 
Thursday.  He  did  not  propose  that  their 
sitting  should  be  prolonged,  and  therefore 
proposed  to  take  the  Elections  (Ireland) 
Bill,  which  he  thought  would  probably  take 
only  a  short  time.  He  proposed  that  the 
House  should  reassemble  in  their  present 
chamber  at  Five  o'clock  on  the  same  day. 

EMIGRATION  OF  ORPHAN  CHILDREN. 
Mr.  W.  miles  presented  a  petition 
from  the  board  of  guardians  of  the  union 
of  Berwick-upon-Twe^d,  praying  the  House 
to  adopt  some  measure  to  promote  the  emi- 
gration of  young  females  to  the  colonies. 
He  believed  that  the  comfort,  and  in  some 
cases  the  subsistence,  of  the  poorer  classes 
depended  upon  the  speedy  settlement  of  the 
question  whether  or  no  emigration  was  to 
depend  solely  upon  the  fund  derived  from 
the  sale  of  Crown  lands  in  Australia,  or 
whether  the  Government  would  come  for- 
ward and  support  the  fund  by  an  annual 
grant,  and  thus  benefit  the  colony  and  con- 
fer a  great  advantage  on  the  mother  coun- 
try, where,  on  account  of  the  competition, 
both  foreign  and  domestic,  a  large  portion  of 
the  population  are  sinking  to  a  famine 
level.  He  could  never  contemplate  our 
possessions  in  America,  Australia,  and 
New  Zealand,  so  fertile  a  soili  and  bo  con- 


genial t-o  the  residence  of  Europeans,  with- 
out feeling  thankful  to  the  Great  Disposer 
of  events  for  having  given  those  possessions 
to  a  country  so  circumscribed  as  England. 
The  object  of  colonisation  ought  to  be  to 
encourage  a  proper  class  of  emigrants,  and 
to  take  care  to  afford  them  a  ready  supply 
of  labour.  The  emigrants  comprise  a  con- 
siderable number  of  small  farmers  and 
capitalists,  who  with  their  wives  have  been 
accustomed  to  have  their  menial  occupa- 
tions performed  by  domestic  servants,  and 
who  before  leaving  this  country  generally 
take  the  precaution  to  insure  proper  at- 
tendance by  paying  for  the  passage  of  those 
persons  from  whom  they  expect  to  derive 
the  benefit  of  servitude  on  their  arrival  in 
the  colony;  but  it  frequently  happened 
that  in  the  course  of  a  few  months  they 
were  deprived  of  the  services  on  which  they 
had  relied.  He  wished  to  confine  his  state- 
ments and  arguments  to  the  wants  and  re- 
quirements of  New  South  Wales,  and, 
therefore,  would  not  travel  over  bygone  re- 
ports, but  would  call  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  official  documents  recently  issued 
to  show  the  want  of  female  domestics  in 
that  part  of  the  world.  In  a  paper,  de- 
livered in  February,  entitled  **  Emigration 
to  the  Australian  Colonies,"  he  found  a 
return  from  the  63  magisterial  divisions  of 
Sydney,  and  from  the  six  magisterial  divi- 
sions of  Port  Phillip,  stating  the  want  of 
labourers  and  domestic  servants.  In  33 
out  of  the  63  districts,  the  want  of  female 
domestic  servants  was  very  great.  He 
would  not  trouble  the  House  by  referring 
to  the  returns  at  any  length,  but  would 
merely  give  a  few  extracts  : — 

"  Carcoar.  —  Domestic  servants,  particularly 
female  servants,  are  in  request ;  they  are  not  to 
be  had  at  any  wages.  IJverpool. — Female  house- 
servants  are  in  great  demand  ;  they  are  not  pro- 
curable in  the  district.  Campbeltown. — Farm  and 
domestic  servants,  male  and  female,  are  in  urgent 
demand.  Broulee. — Female  servants-of-all-work 
are  in  request.  Queenbeyan. — Domestic  servants 
of  all  descriptions  are  much  required  in  this  dis- 
trict. Tumut. — The  operations  of  the  settlers 
are  completely  paralysed  for  want  of  labour  ;  chil- 
dren from  8  years  of  age  to  16  are  engaged  at 
wages  from  12/.  to  20/.  per  annum.  Housemaids 
and  nursemaids  are  much  wanted.  Newcastle. — 
Female  farm  and  domestic  servants  are  in  great 
demand." 

He  thought  he  had  said  enough  to  show  the 
difficulties  under  which  the  colonists  la- 
boured in  procuring  female  servants,  and 
would  now  turn  his  attention  to  the  ques- 
tion— is  England  in  a  position  to  furnish 
those  female  servants  under  a  guarantee 
that  the  colonists  shall  for  Aom^  im^^V^ 
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secure  of  their  services  ?     He  conceived 
England  to  be  in  a  position  to  find  for 
those  colonies  an  abundant  supply  of  ser- 
vants of  both  sexes  quite  sufficient  for  all 
their  wants,  with  afterwards  an  abundant 
yearly  supply*  and  nothing,  so  far  as  he 
knew,  stood  in  the  way  of  accomplishing 
that  object,  except  the  advance  made  to 
New  South  Wales  of  300,000i.  Soon  after 
the  information  of  the  poor-law  unions  his 
attention  was  very  much  directed  to  one 
union,  containing  a  population  of  56,000 
persons  and  three  workhouses,  in  which 
were  located  the  ablebodied,  the  aged,  and 
the  young;  and  on  examining  the  pauper 
school,  he  was  astonished  at  finding  such  a 
large  number  of  children,  many  of  whom 
were  orphans  and  without  protectors  or 
friends.     In  consequence  of  the  expense  of 
maintaining  three  workhouses,  the  inmates 
were  transferred  to   one  large  establish- 
ment, where  the  children,  up  to  the  age 
of  15,   were  kept  apart  from  the  elder 
paupers,   not  being  allowed  to  enter  the 
general  ward.     After  that  time  they  were 
occasionally    employed    in    the    women's 
ward;  but  he  was  sorry  to  say,  from  the 
description  of  persons  with  whom  they  then 
associated,   they  frequently  became  con- 
taminated.    At  the  age  of  16  they  were 
considered  ablebodied,  and  could  leave  the 
house  at  any  time,  on  giving  24  hours' 
notice;    and  he  could  mention  numerous 
instances  of  the  demoralisation  and  crime 
which  resulted  from  these  orphan   girls 
being  suddenly  cast  upon  the  world.     It 
bad  been  stated  that  a  general  disinclina- 
tion existed  in  the  colonies,  particularly  in 
Australia,  to  the  reception  of  pauper  la- 
bour; and  in  that  respect  he  thought  they 
were  right,  because  so  far  as  ablebodied 
men  and  women  were  concerned,  they  were 
neither  efficient  labourers  nor  servants;  but 
with  respect  to  children  the  case  was  far 
different,  and  he  would  endeavour  to  show 
the  result  of  their  industrial  training,  be- 
cause on  that  training  depended  their  use- 
fulness to  the  colonists.     Mr.  Cooper,  in  a 
report  made  to  the  Emigration  Commission- 
ers, said  that  the  children  brought  up  in 
properly-managed  workhouses  are  more  in- 
telligent, and  equally  as  able  to  earn  their 
livelihood  by  labour  as  when  brought  up  by 
tbeir  parents;  and  he  believed  that  under 
the  existing  circumstances  of  the  colonies, 
they  would  prove  more  desirable  emigrants 
than  persons  of  the  same  age  who  have  not 
had  the  advantages  of  the  education  given 
to  children  in  the  workhouses.     Since  the 
period  at  which  that  report  w^is  written, 


other  evidence  had  been  given  confir- 
matory of  what  he  had  stated.  He  referred 
to  the  evidence  of  those  gentlemen  who 
had  been  sent  out,  he  believed,  by  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  Privy  Council,  under  the  au- 
thority of  the  Poor  Law  Board,  as  commis- 
sioners, to  determine  as  to  the  education 
of  the  schoolmasters, and  as  to  the  efficiency 
of  the  schools.  When  he  stated  the  name 
of  Mr.  Tufnell  as  one  of  the  ^ye  commis- 
sioners, he  was  sure  the  House  would  re- 
ceive with  deference  any  opinion  he  might 
have  given.     Mr.  Tufnell  stated  — 

"  It  is  a  firequ^nt  remark  of  visitors  to  work- 
house schools  that  the  girls  present  a  very  supe- 
rior appearance  to  the  boys  ;  while  the  former  are 
healthy-looking  and  well-grown,  the  latter  are 
comparatively  stunt«d  in  growth,  less  healthy  in 
look,  and  altogether  of  an  inferior  physical  deve- 
lopment. I  was  long  puxzled  to  account  for  this 
difference,  as  the  treatment  of  both  is  very  simi- 
lar ;  but  I  am  now  persuaded  that  it  is  owing  to 
the  want  of  appropriate  industrial  work  for  the 
boys.  In  general  there  is  no  difficulty  in  finding 
abundant  suitable  employment  for  the  girls  ;  and 
though  a  considerable  part  of  it,  such  as  sewing, 
is  sedentary,  the  female  constitution  seems  to 
suffer  |ar  less  from  confinement  than  the  other 
sex,  and  in  washing,  scouring,  bedmaking,  Ac., 
there  is  always  much  of  that  sort  of  work  most 
oouducive  to  health." 

Mr.  Brown  stated — 

"  The  girls  usually  sew  and  knit,  frequently  do 
house-work,  and  more  rarely  bake,  wash,  and  out 
out  linen." 

Mr.  Bowyer  stated — 

*'  The  industrial  training  of  the  girls  is  better 
provided  for,  as  the  making  and  mending  of  the 
clothing  and  linen  of  the  house  afford  them  a  con- 
stant and  appropriate  occupation.  They  are 
always  employed  for  two  hours  of  the  afternoon 
in  knitting  and  sewing,  and  become  in  some 
places  accomplished  needlewomen.  They  always 
make  their  own  beds,  sweep  and  wash  their  own 
floors,  and  generally  also  those  of  a  great  part  of 
the  workhouse.  They  help  to  serve  the  ^innov  for 
the  house,  and  the  elder  girls  assist  in  the  kitchen 
and  wait  upon  the  master  and  matron,  prepara- 
tory to  being  placed  in  service.  In  some  of  the 
larger  and  best-regulated  workhouses  they  even 
possess  a  separate  laundry." 

Mr.  Ruddock  gave  similar  evidence.  Hav- 
ing shown  that  the  industrial  and  moral 
training  of  the  workhouse  girls  was  well 
looked  to  up  to  a  certain  period  of  life,  he 
should  now  call  the  attention  of  the  House 
to  the  return  moved  for  in  1848  by  the 
late  lamented  President  of  the  Poor  Law 
Board.  Though  that  return  was  not  so 
complete  as  one  that  had  been  since  made, 
it  was  sufficiently  full  to  enable  them  to 
make  a  subdivision  of  the  workhouse  girls 
into  three  classes — those  under  three  years 
of  ago — those  between  three  and  seven — 
and  those  between  seven  and  sixteen.     It 
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was  impossible,  however,  for  the  public 
to  understand  from  this  subdivision  the 
number  of  girls  who  quitted  the  work- 
house to  compete  with  other  children  for 
labour.  Last  autumn  he  had  issued  cir- 
culars in  the  county  which  he  represented, 
to  the  diflferent  union  workhouses  for  in- 
formation on  this  point,  and  he  had  ascer- 
tained that  in  twelve  workhouses  the  num- 
ber of  boys  and  girls  capable  of  entering 
service  was  no  less  than  273.  He  had 
likewise  inquired  of  the  different  boards  of 
guardians  whether  they  would  contribute 
not  only  to  the  outfit  of  the  children,  and  to 
send  them  to  the  port  of  embarkation,  but 
also  to  the  expenses  of  the  voyage.  The 
answers  which  he  had  received  from  the 
twelve  unions  were  decidedly  in  the  affir- 
mative, and  to  the  effect  that  the  guardians 
would  consent  to  do  so  if  the  Government 
came  forward  with  some  assistance.  They 
had  also  assured  himt  from  the  knowledge 
they  possessed  of  the  different  parishes, 
that  they  would  have  no  difficulty  in  carry- 
ing on  emigration  on  such  terms.  Early 
in  the  Session  of  1849,  he  had  an  inter- 
view with  the  Under  Secretary  of  the  Co- 
lonies and  the  President  of  the  Poor  Law 
Board  on  the  spbject,  and  he  believed  that 
both  of  those  hon.  Members  concurred  in 
much  of  what  he  had  stated,  and  objected 
only  on  the  question  of  expense.  In  that 
Session  the  hon.  Member  for  Dovor  had 
moved  for  a  return  similar  to  that  moved 
for  by  the  late  President  of  the  Poor  Law 
Board.  He  wished  to  direct  the  attention 
of  the  House  to  that  return,  to  show  the 
number  of  workhouse  children  capable  of 
service.  According  to  that  return  the 
number  of  children  in  the  workhouses  each 
year  was  56,323.  Of  these  the  number  of 
boys  capable  of  entering  service  was  4,579; 
of  girls,  3.694— total,  8,273.  The  num- 
ber of  male  orphans  capable  of  service  was 
1,578;  female,  1,171— total,  2.749  :  about 
one-third  of  the  children  capable  of  enter- 
ing service.  He  thought  there  were  other 
classes  of  children  who  might  be  benefited 
by  emigrating,  and  they  were— children  of 
widows  who  were  not  in  the  workhouse; 
children  of  widows  who  were  in  the  work- 
house; children  of  widowers  who  were  not 
in  the  workhouse;  children  of  widowers 
who  were  in  the  workhouse.  These,  he 
thought,  with  consent  of  their  parents, 
might  emigrate  with  advantage.  It  was 
his  intention  last  Session  to  have  called 
attention  to  this  subject,  but  he  did  not  re- 
gret the  delay  that  had  occurred,  as  the 
returns  siuae  made  showed  the  interest 


taken  by  Earl  Grey  on  this  subject.  In- 
deed it  was  a  subject  which  had  been  taken 
up  by  the  Government,  and  was  more  a 
question  of  theirs  than  of  his.  In  his  de- 
spatch of  the  26th  June,  1848,  to  Sir  0. 
Fitiroy,  Earl  Grey  expressed  his  concur- 
rence in  the  report  of  the  Commissioners, 
and  directed  him  to  take  measures  to  give 
effect  to  their  recommendations  with  re- 
gard to  workhouse  children,  and  for 
placing  them  in  a  respectable  position  in 
the  colony.  In  one  of  their  letters  the 
Commissioners  of  Colonial  Emigration 
gave  it  as  their  opinion  that  the  emigra- 
tion of  these  children  was  for  the  interest 
of  the  colony,  and  of  the  greatest  benefit 
to  the  girls,  but  that  they  were  unwilling 
to  undertake  it  on  a  large  scale  until  suffi- 
cient preparation  was  made  in  the  colony 
for  their  proper  employment  and  distribu- 
tion. The  Emigration  Committee,  having 
been  requested  to  report  as  to  the  prospect 
of  placing  these  emigrants  in  eligible  si- 
tuations, stated  in  answer  that  female 
emigrants  from  the  English  workhouses 
would  be  acceptable  to  the  colonists,  and 
that  in  the  Sydney  districts  suitable  situa- 
tions might  be  readily  obtained  for  800  of 
them.  The  hon.  Member  for  North  North- 
amptonshire proposed  to  include  Ireland  in 
the  present  Motion;  but  he  ought  to  recol- 
lect that  if  he  succeeded  in  extending  the 
Motion  to  Irish  workhouse  orphans,  a  con- 
tribution of  51,  per  head  would  have  to  be 
made  towards  the  expense  of  their  passage. 
In  answer  to  the  request  of  Earl  Grey,  it 
was  stated  that  two  districts  of  the  colony 
were  willing  to  take  1,400  of  these  chil- 
dren as  apprentices  that  very  year.  Hav- 
ing the  concurrence  of  the  legislature  of 
Sydney,  ho  should  like  to  suggest  whether 
it  would  not  be  better  at  once  to  commence 
a  system,  which,  if  carried  outi,  would  lead 
to  a  greater  demand  for  boy  as  well  as 
girl  emigrants  from  the  workhouses  of  this 
country.  It  would  be  of  the  greatest  use 
to  the  colonists  of  New  South  Wales  if 
they  could  obtain  apprentices  on  whose 
services  they  could  rely.  The  convict 
boys  who  had  been  sent  to  Western  Aus- 
tralia, had,  from  their  industrial  training, 
been  most  useful  to  the  colony.  Two 
years  ago  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Bath  made  a  Motion  for  sending  out  a 
certain  number  of  ragged  school  boys;  but 
that  emigration  had  not  turned  out  so  wc]l 
as  that  to  Western  Australia,  for  the  boys, 
released  from  restraint,  conducted  them- 
selves ill  in  the  colony.  [Lord  AsBliEY  :  No, 
no  !  ]    At  all  evepts  they  did  not  tum  out 
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80  well  in  the  colony  as  had  been  expected, 
and  it  was  to  be  regretted  that  several  of 
them,  on  their  arrival  there,  sustained 
themeelves  by  petty  pilfering.  Ho  asked 
the  House  to  go  to  the  children  of  paupers, 
and  relieve  them  in  the  manner  which  he 
had  indicated  ;  they  should  go  to  the  chil- 
dren of  paupers  who  were  paupers  from  no 
inclination  of  their  own,  but  from  the  force 
of  circumstances.  He  should  now  notice 
the  financial  part  of  the  question;  and  in 
the  first  place  he  wished  to  observe  that 
nothing  could  be  more  evident  than  the 
economy  of  sending  out  those  orphans  at 
a  comparatively  trifling  cost,  rather  than 
keeping  them  at  home  at  a  certain  and 
weighty  expenditure.  In  the  early  part 
of  his  observations  he  had  mentioned  the 
advance  of  300,000^.  to  New  South 
Wales;  but  that,  he  thought,  ought  not  to 
form  any  real  impediment  to  the  plan 
which  he  proposed,  for  in  the  years  1848 
and  1849  that  colony  had  remitted  to  this 
country  as  much  as  180,000?.,  so  that 
only  120,0002.  remained  due,  and  applica- 
tions for  payment  on  account  of  that  sum 
of  300,0002.  had  always  been  met  by 
remittances.  The  House  would  recollect 
he  had  already  stated  that  he  proposed 
that  52.  for  each  emigrant  should  be  con- 
tributed by  the  parishes  ;  and,  in  addition 
to  that,  he  proposed  that  such  further  sum 
as  might  be  required  for  the  expenses  of 
the  voyage,  should  be  defrayed  out  of  the 
colonial  fund — thus  the  parishes  and  the 
colonies  contributing  jointly  to  that  which 
was  for  the  benefit  of  both.  The  cost  of 
the  emigration  of  an  adult  would  be  about 
122.  10«.,  and  of  children  about  half  that 
price.  The  whole  sum  required  from  the 
colonies  for  carrying  out  his  proposal  would 
not  exceed  7,0002.  The  generality  of 
parishes  would  eagerly  accept  the  oifer  if 
made  by  the  Government;  and  he  trusted 
that  the  House  would  urge  the  subject 
upon  the  attention  of  Her  Majesty's  Min- 
isters. Such  a  plan  as  he  had  proposed 
would  be  the  prelude  to  further  emigration, 
and  it  would  be  a  blessing  not  only  to  New 
South  Wales,  but  to  the  other  colonies  of 
this  great  empire. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed — 

"That  it  is  expedient  that  the  Government, 
with  the  consent  and  assistance  of  the  Boards  of 
Guardians  throughout  England  and  Wales,  should 
take  immediate  steps  to  forward  the  emigration 
of  orphan  girls,  inmates  of  the  several  work- 
houses, and  capable  of  entering  service,  to  Aus- 
tralia as  apprentices." 

Mr.  STAFFORD  rose  to  move  his 
Amendment  —  to    substitute   the    words 


"United  Kingdom"  for  the  words  "Eng- 
land and  Wales**  in  the  Motion.  He  did 
not  propose  the  Amendment  in  any  spirit 
of  hostility  to  the  Motion,  but  he  thought 
that  any  aid  granted  for  emigration  ought 
to  include  Ireland  as  well  as  other  parts  of 
the  united  kingdom.  There  had  never 
been  such  efibrts  made  by  any  nation  for 
the  purpose  of  emigration  as  those  which 
had  been  made  of  late  years  by  the  people 
of  Ireland.  In  corroboration  of  this  state- 
ment he  might  refer  boa  Gentlemen  to  the 
tenth  report  of  the  Emigration  Commis- 
sioners, which  stated  that  the  emigration 
of  the  last  three  years  gave  an  annual 
average  of  268,619  persons,  being  not  very 
far  shoH  of  the  whole  annual  increase  of 
the  united  kingdom.  The  emigration  from 
Ireland,  for  the  last  three  years,  gave  an 
average  of  200,482  a  year,  which  exceeded 
the  increase  of  the  population  by  123,844 
souls  per  annum.  At  this  rate,  therefore, 
the  population  of  Ireland  would  be  de- 
creased in  about  eight  years  by  emigration 
alone  to  the  extent  of  1,000,000  souls. 
Ho  saw  no  reason  why  what  was  asked 
from  the  Government  for  England,  should 
not  be  asked  for  Ireland  also.  Last  Ses- 
sion the  Poor  Law  Amendment  Act  was 
passed,  which  contained  clauses  referring 
to  emigration;  but  experience  had  shown 
them  to  be  inoperative.  He  had  received 
a  communication  from  the  clerk  of  the  poor- 
law  union  of  Limerick,  who  stated  that 
last  winter  the  guardians  had  advertised 
for  tenders  for  a  loan  of  6,000^,  for  which 
they  offered  6  per  cent  under  the  clauses  of 
the  Poor  Law  Amendment  Act;  but  they 
only  received  a  tender  for  500^.,  and  with 
this  sum  they  "  emigrated  '*  ninety-one 
persons  at  an  average  expense  of  51.  10s. 
per  head,  which  left  each  person  15;.  to 
receive  upon  landing.  These  persons  had 
cost  the  guardians  14^.  for  their  main- 
tenance in  the  workhouse;  and  if  they  had 
"emigrated"  them  at  first,  they  would 
have  saved  the  difference  between  that 
sum  and  5L  10s.,  the  cost  of  their  pas- 
sage. It  thus  appeared  that  the  security 
provided  for  emigration  loans  was  not  so 
satisfactory  as  to  lead  them  to  hope  that  the 
emigration  clauses  of  the  Bill  of  last  Ses- 
sion could  be  carried  into  effect.  The  Irish 
Poor  Law  Commissioners  reported  that 
there  was  an  increased  disposition  on  the 
part  of  boards  of  guardians  to  avail  them- 
selves of  the  provisions  of  the  law  with 
regard  to  emigration,  and  they  recom- 
mended the  subject  to  the  favourable  con- 
sideration of  the  Lord  Lieutenant.     The 
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number  of  girls  recommended  for  emigra- 
tion  was  2,500,  of  whom  2,219  had  gone, 
and  large  numbers  still  remained  in  the 
workhouses  who  were  ready  to  follow.  lie 
was  sorry  it  had  been  supposed  by  some  that 
the  conduct  of  these  Irish  orphan  girls  had 
not  been  so  satisfactory  as  could  be  wished. 
In  the  defence,  for  such  it  was,  which  he 
was  about  to  offer  for  these  girls,  he  be- 
lieved it  would  be  found  that  they  were  not 
deserving  of  the  censures  which  had  been 
cast  upon  them.  It  appeared  that  the 
great  majority  of  the  female  orphans  from 
Ireland  had  behaved  very  well  on  board 
ship,  and  on  their  landing;  that  they  had 
given  entire  satbfaction  in  every  respect, 
with  the  exception  that  they  were  unin- 
structed  as  domestic  servants.  Now,  he 
hoped  it  would  in  future  be  taken  into  con- 
sideration the  importance  of  improving  the 
system  of  instruction  in  the  Irish  work- 
houses, by  teaching  the  female  orphans  the 
duties  of  domestic  servants.  There  were  so- 
cieties in  our  colonies  under  the  name  of  St. 
George,  St.  Patrick,  and  St.  Andrew,  for 
the  protection  of  the  interests  of  the  re- 
spective inhabitants  of  the  three  kingdoms, 
and  they  had  strongly  recommended  the 
encouragement  of  a  sound  system  of  emi- 
gration, as  equally  for  the  benefit  of  the 
mother  country  and  the  colonies  them- 
selves. He  begged  to  refer  to  a  case 
which  had  recently  excited  much  attention, 
namely,  the  case  of  the  fifty-three  orphan 
girls  from  Belfast  who  had  gone  out  in  the 
Earl  Orey,  and  who  were  said  to  be  all 
prostitutes.  This  charge  was  exaggerated, 
and  he  considered  it  had  been  shown  that 
there  had  been  no  want  of  care  in  the  se- 
lection of  these  girls.  All  the  orphan 
girls  sent  out  in  the  Earl  Orey  were  not 
included  in  the  condemnation.  With  two- 
thirds  of  the  number  no  dissatisfaction  was 
felt;  it  was  only  the  fifty-six  women  who 
obtained  opprobrious  distinctions  from  the 
other  emigrants  under  the  title  of  "  the 
Belfast  girls.*'  These  girls  obtained  a 
good  character  from  the  master  of  the 
workhouse  and  the  board  of  guardians,  and 
a  great  deal  of  the  irregularity  of  their 
conduct  was  attributed  to  the  ill  behaviour 
of  some  of  the  ofiicers  of  the  vessel.  Now, 
it  was  obviously  impossible  that  any  certi- 
ficates of  character  could  be  depended 
upon,  so  that  no  irregularities  should  occur 
upon  such  a  voyage;  and  before  they  con- 
demned these  Belfast  girls,  let  them  con- 
trast their  conduct  with  that  of  girls  sent 
out  from  workhouses  nearer  home.  The 
emigration  authorities  in  New  South  Wales 


could  not  find  words  strong  enough  to  give 
an  idea  of  the  trouble  they  had,  and  were 
likely  still  to  have,  with  the  women,  or 
rather  fiends  in  human  shape,  who  went 
out  in  one  vessel  from  the  Marylebone 
workhouse.  They  were  described  as  a 
nuisance  to  all  on  board,  and  as  using  the 
most  disgraceful  and  disgusting  language. 
It  was  stated  that  they  could  not  be  kept 
from  the  sailors,  and  that  they  almost  ex- 
cited the  crew  to  mutiny.  The  Belfast 
girls  were  purity  itself  when  compared 
with  these  Marylebone  ladies.  The  Irish 
orphan  girls  who  went  out  by  the  Lady 
Kennaway  behaved  well  on  the  voyage, 
and  had  given  very  general  satisfaction  to 
their  employers  in  the  colony.  The  Irish 
orphan  girls  sent  out  by  the  New  Liver ' 
pool  were  described  as  uneducated  and 
never  to  have  been  in  any  service.  A 
few  Irish  orphans  were  sent  out  in  the 
Inconstant,  with  regard  to  whom  the  sec- 
retary to  the  Orphan  Board  in  South  Aus- 
tralia said — 

"  They  do  not  appear  to  be  so  suitable  a  selec- 
tion as  those  by  the  Roman  Emperor,  150  of 
whom  had  been  accustomed  to  fitrm  work,  milk- 
ing, and  washing  ;  whereas  thirty-five  only  from 
the  Inconstant  could  undertake  such  employments, 
and  the  remainder  show  no  disposition  to  learn. 
Few  of  them  know  anything  of  washing,  and  this 
causes  the  colonists  to  be  indifierent  about  hiring 
them,  the  Irish  orphans  being  chiefly  wanted  for 
the  country  settlers.'' 

If  the  guardians  would  educates  these 
orphan  girls  in  domestic  duties,  there  would 
be  no  difficulty  in  finding  situations  and  a 
welcome  for  them  in  the  colonies.  The 
question  ought  to  be  extended,  so  that  its 
consideration  should  embrace  the  whole 
subject  of  emigration  from  the  united  em- 
pire. It  had  been  said  that  the  colonies 
were  not  satisfied  with  those  who  had  been 
sent  out  from  the  ragged  schools;  but  that 
was  not  sustained  by  the  fact,  and  he  knew 
his  noble  Friend  the  Member  for  Bath 
would  bo  able  to  defend  the  character  of 
those  whose  prospects  he  had  been  so  ac- 
tive in  forwarding.  It  was  also  a  source 
of  sincere  congratulation  to  his  noble 
Friend,  and  those  who  had  co-operated 
with  him  in  assisting  the  operatives  who 
had  been  obliged  to  leave  France  at  the 
time  of  the  Revolution  to  emigrate,  that 
the  conduct  of  those  persons  had  been 
highly  satisfactory,  and  their  presence  of 
great  value  in  the  colonies  to  which  they 
had  been  sent.  It  was  the  importance 
which  attached  to  that  subject  which  had 
led  him  to  wish  to  extend  the  proposition 
beyond  England,  and  to  include  the  work* 
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houses  of  Ireland  also  in  its  operation;  and 
that  the  whole  empire  should  be  embraced 
in  considering  that  great  question  of  emi- 
gration. He  was  desirous,  whether  or  not 
GoYernment  opposed  or  agreed  either  to 
his  Amendment  or  the  original  Motion  of 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Somerset- 
shire, that  that  House,  which  professed  to 
be  the  exponent  of  the  public  opinion  of 
this  country,  should  express  its  sentiments, 
without  reference  to  party  discussion,  on 
one  of  the  most  important  social  questions 
which  occiupied  the  public  mind  of  this 
country.  He  deeply  regretted  that  the 
better  classes  did  not  take  a  greater  inter- 
est in  the  qtiestion  of  emigration  than  they 
did.  It  was  trde  they  were  not  wanting 
in  their  contribution  of  funds  to  encourage 
And  promote  the  emigration  of  their  poorer 
fellow-countrymen.  But  he  trusted  the 
time  was  coming  when  the  better  classes 
would  dommence  a  system  of  emigration 
among  theitiseWes.  It  did  not  seem  to  him 
impossible  that  some  of  our  infant  princes 
hereafter  should  go  forth  to  found  a  dis- 
tinct empire  in  a  distant  part  of  the  world 
— an  empire  won,  not  by  the  sword,  but 
the  higher  acts  of  peace  and  civilisatioti, 
and  thus  establish  a  tnore  glorious  do- 
minion than  ever  the  House  of  Hanover 
had  lost.  It  was  highly  satisfactory  to 
him  to  see  that  there  were  various  societies 
planting  the  principles  of  Christianity  and 
British  institiitioiis  at  the  Antipodes,  as  he 
could  observe  by  a  reference  to  the  report 
of  the  Society  for  the  Propagation  of  the 
Gospel  in  Foreign  Parts.  [The  hon.  Member 
here  referred  to,  and  read  extracts  from,  a 
correspondence  which  had  taken  place  be- 
tween some  clergymen  sent  out  by  the  so- 
ciety alluded  to,  and  Earl  Grey,  relative 
to  the  want  of  spiritual  as  well  as  medical 
assistance  which  prevailed  in  a  quarantine 
station  on  the  coast  of  Canada,  in  conse- 
quence of  the  numbers  of  Irish  emigrants 
iirriving,  and  the  prevalence  of  a  severe 
epidemic]  He  did  not  think  the  answer 
which  the  noble  Earl  nt  the  head  of  the 
Colonial  Office  had  given  to  the  applica- 
tion made  to  hioi  in  consequence  of  the 
mortality  caused  by  the  epidemic  amongst 
the  missionaries,  was  such  as  became  his 
position.  All  the  ports  of  America  had 
expressed  their  conviction  that  the  Govern- 
ment should  exercise  some  superintendence 
over  the  system  of  emigration.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  at  the  head  of  the  Poor 
Law  Department  had  acknowledged  the  dif- 
ficulty of  an  amendment  of  the  law  of  set- 
tlement— difficulties  which  were  so  great 


that  he  could  not  promise  any  proposition 
for  regulating  that  law  during  the  present 
Session :  now,  that  being  the  case,  was  it 
not  an  additional  inducement  to  that  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  to  give  the  ques- 
tion of  emiffration  fuller  consideration  ? 
He  was  glad  that  that  important  question 
was  now  attracting  the  attention  which  it 
deserved.  There  was  hardly  a  paper  which 
one  could  take  tip,  that  did  not  contain 
some  proceedings  of  societies  established 
for  the  protection  and  encouragement  of 
emigrants.  The  hon.  Member  for  South 
Wiltshire  had  met  with  deserved  success  in 
his  emigration  of  the  distressed  needle- 
women. The  proposition  for  the  Canterbury 
settlement  had  been  very  successful,  and 
was  deserving  of  every  encouragement.  In 
fact,  it  was  attracting  the  attention  of  the 
better  classes  to  a  considerable  extent. 
A  meeting  had  been  called  at  a  few  hours' 
notice,  at  Cambridge,  a  short  time  since, 
to  explain  the  objects  of  that  settlement, 
and  the  views  of  the  society  promoting  it, 
which  had  been  most  numerously  attended 
by  a  large  body  not  only  of  the  under- 
graduates of  that  university,  but  by  its 
professors,  and  others,  who  were  anxious 
to  learn  intelligence  of  an  interesting  co- 
lony, and  what  were  the  prospects  which 
might  await  emigrants  of  a  better  order. 
He  thought  there  was  a  tendency  through- 
out the  country  amongst  the  better  classes 
to  emigrate,  and  if  it  were  carried  into 
effect,  no  doubt  it  would  be  a  great  bless- 
ing to  their  humbler  fellow-countrymen 
who  went  out  to  the  colonies.  The  old 
system  in  the  management  of  our  colonies 
had  been  that  in  developing  their  resources 
we  should  render  them  independent  of  the 
rest  of  the  world  ;  and  it  was  wonderful 
how  nearly  this  little  island  had  succeeded 
in  realising  that  idea.  But  in  the  year 
1846  that  idea  had  been  abandoned,  and 
we  had  adopted  the  principle  of  having 
recourse  to  the  cheapest  markets.  He 
should  not  then  discuss  the  merits  of  that 

Srinciple;  but  he  would  remind  those  hon. 
[embers  who  maintained  it,  that  this 
country  was  not  less  bound  at  present  than 
she  had  formerly  been  to  promote  to  the 
utmost  possible  extent  the  interest  both  of 
the  colonists  and  of  the  people  of  the  mo* 
ther  country  by  a  wise  and  enlarged  sys- 
tem of  emigration.  Let  those  who  advo- 
cated the  new  idea  not  shrink  from  dealing 
with  the  subject  of  emigration  in  connexion 
with  the  great  change  which  they  had  been 
so  anxious  to  introduce.  Let  not  the  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  Southwark — he 
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wan  sorrj  not  to  see  bim  in  hia  place — be 
silent  now,  or  shrink  from  the  discussion 
of  ibis  question  in  its  bearings  on  the  pre- 
sent state  of  the  transition  to  which  their 
colonial  empire  was  subject.  la  his  opin- 
ion, emigration  ought  to  be  treated  alto- 
gether apart  from  the  colonial  question, 
because  whatever  system  of  colonial  go- 
rernment  might  be  adopted,  it  was  mant- 
festlj  for  the  advantage  of  the  inhabitants 
of  every  portion  of  this  great  empire  that 
its  productive  powers  should  be  spi*ead 
over  the  most  profitable  fields  for  their 
employment.  He  hoped  Her  Majesty's 
Government  would  show  that  they  were 
not  indifferent  to  the  great,  the  paramount, 
and  the  pressing  importance  of  that  ques- 
tion. He  believed  that  emigration  was  at 
present  a  fireside,  a  household,  question  in 
the  united  kingdom  of  Great  Britain  and 
Ireland,  and  he  trusted  that  Her  Majesty's 
Government  would  treat  it  in  a  manner 
befitting  the  rulers  of  a  great  and  noble 
empire. 

Amendment  proposed,  **  To  leave  out 
the  words  *  England  and  Wales,'  in  order 
to  insert  the  words  'the  United  King- 
dom,' "  instead  thereof. 

Mr.  HAWES  regarded  the  question 
which  had  been  brought  under  their  notice 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  East  Somersetshire 
as  one  of  very  great  interest,  and  he  should 
be  sorry  to  say  one  word  that  might  ap- 
pear to  detract  from  its  importance.  No- 
thing could  be  of  greater  importance,  to 
the  Australian  colonies  especially,  than 
maintaining  towards  them  a  cnreful  regard 
for  the  proper  distribution  of  the  sexes; 
and  he  believed  many  social  evils  would 
have  been  avoided  if  years  ago  more  at- 
tention had  been  paid  to  this  subject.  But 
he  was  bound  to  say,  that  in  all  these  ge- 
neral views  of  benevolence  there  were  some 
limits  that  could  never  be  passed — limits 
that  must  especially  be  considered  by  the 
House  of  Commons,  and  which  it  would  bo 
his  duty  now  to  point  out.  He  understood 
that  the  hon.  Gentleman  sought  for  no 
grant  of  public  money,  and  he  also  under- 
stood him  to  state  that  the  subject  had  at- 
tracted the  attention  of  his  noble  Friend  at 
the  head  of  the  Colonial  Department. 
There  was,  therefore,  very  little  differ- 
ence between  them;  for  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man could  not  attach  more  importance  to 
the  subject  than  Her  Majesty *s  Govern- 
ment did,  and  there  was  no  indisposition 
on  their  part  to  give  all  the  stimulus  in 
their  power  to  a  wholesome  system  of  emi- 
gration.   But  they  must  consider,  first  of 


all,  the  capability  of  a  colony  to  receive  any 
particular  class  of  emigrants;  they  must 
also  consider  the  interests  and  welfare  of 
the  colonists  ;  and  then  there  was  the 
larger  question  affecting  the  interests  of 
the  country  at  large.  Some  years  ago,  it 
was  a  cfying  evil  in  New  South  Wales  that 
the  proportion  which  the  one  sex  bore  to 
the  other  led  to  dreadful  social  disorders. 
Of  late  years  that  subject  had  attracted 
much  attention,  and,  at  last,  the  restora- 
tion of  the  equality  of  the  sexeft  in  New 
South  Wales  had  almost  been  completelt 
effected.  Since  the  beginning  of  1847, 
8,740  females  had  gone  to  Sydney,  7,000 
to  Port  Phillip,  and  7,700  to  South  Aus- 
tralia — making  in  all  23,440.  The  number 
of  males  sent  was  20,550 — thus  showing 
that  there  was  rather  an  excess  of  female 
over  male  emigration;  and  of  the  females 
he  might  state  that  4,128  were  Irish  or- 
phanfl.  The  hon.  Gentleman  opposite,  the 
Member  for  North  Northamptonshire,  al- 
luded to  the  emigration  of  Irish  orphans 
under  the  management  of  the  Land  Emi- 
gration Commissioners,  and  he  was  happy 
to  say  that  it  had  been,  on  the  whole,  a 
successful  emigration  ;  but  at  the  same 
time  he  must  call  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  the  several  colonies  to  which 
these  females  had  been  called,  and  he  was 
afraid  that  in  doing  so  he  would  have  to 
ask  the  hon.  Member  not  to  urge  this  emi- 
gration too  rapidly,  lest  he  should  actually 
defeat  the  object  ho  had  in  view.  The 
hon.  Member  for  East  Somersetshire  had 
alluded  to  a  despat<;h  of  Earl  Grey  ad- 
dressed to  the  Governor  of  New  South 
Wales,  which  had  led  to  a  large  emigra- 
tion of  females,  who  were  sent  over  with  a 
special  view  to  improve  the  social  and  do- 
mestic condition  of  the  colonists;  and  he 
was  ready  to  admit  that  great  social  good 
had  been  accomplished  by  sending  that 
large  number  of  females.  He  could  as- 
sure his  hon.  Friend  that  there  was  but 
one  wish  and  feeling  pervading  alike  the 
Colonial  Office  and  the  Land  Emigration 
Commissioners.  Their  only  desire  was,  to. 
supply  the  colonists  with  that  kind  of  emi- 
gration which  was  most  likely  to  be  bene- 
ficial to  them,  and,  at  the  same  time,  most 
advantageous  to  the  emiffrauts  themselves. 
The  Commissioners  had  had  their  atten- 
tion called  to  the  large  number  of  Irish  or- 
phans that  were  crowding  the  workhouses 
in  Ireland,  and  the  House,  he  doubted  not, 
would  agree  with  him  that  the  Commis- 
sioners were  right  in  devoting  their  funds 
to  relieve  that  pressbg  necessity^    Woll^ 
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the  large  number  of  4,128  orphans  had 
already  been  sent  to  the  colonies;  and  from 
the  accounts  received,  it  was  quite  clear 
that  the  supply  of  that  species  of  female 
emigrants,  whether  to  Sydney,  to  Ade- 
laide, or  to  Melbourne,  had  been  equal  to 
the  requirements  of  those  colonies.  The 
hon.  Member  for  North  Northamptonshire 
had  alluded  to  the  219  female  emigrants 
sent  out  in  the  ship  Roman  Emperor.  The 
Committee  appointed  to  watch  over  their 
interests  was  constituted  an  official  board. 
That  board  received  them  on  their  arrival 
in  the  colony,  and  procured  situations  for 
nearly  all  of  them.  The  second  ship  was 
the  Inconstant f  by  which  195  female  emi- 
grants were  sent  out,  150  only  of  whom 
were  hired  while  on  board.  On  the  21st 
of  October,  26  of  those  orphan  girls 
were  unengaged,  the  reason  probably 
being  that  the  number  that  had  arrived 
in  the  colonies  had  already  exceeded  the 
demand.  In  a  letter  addressed  by  the 
Chairman  of  the  Orphan  Immigration 
Committee  to  the  Colonial  Secretary  at 
Sydney,  dated  Melbourne,  October  26, 
lo49,  and  which  was  signed  by  the  Bi- 
shop of  Melbourne,  as  President,  the  fol- 
lowmg  passage  occurred : — 

"  The  board  beg  now  to  state  to  your  Honour 
the  following  facts,  as  bearing  upon  the  subject 
of  orphan  immigration,  both  from  England  and 
Ireland —  1.  That  the  demand  for  the  orphans 
has  sensibly  diminished.  2.  That  the  orphans 
by  each  succeeding  ship  have  been  disposed  of  to 
parties  of  a  lower  rank,  and  less  desirable  class 
than  those  preceding.  3.  That  there  is  shown 
by  the  public  a  decided  preference  for  other  bounty 
immigrants,  on  accoimt  of  the  inexperience  and 
incapacity  for  household  work  of  the  orphan  girls. 
4.  That  the  cost  of  these  latter  to  the  colony  is 
even  greater,  by  the  recent  regulations  of  the 
Commissioners,  than  that  of  the  former.  Under 
these  circumstances,  the  board  cannot  but  look 
forward  with  some  degree  of  anxiety  to  the  re- 
sponsibility of  disposing  of  those  orphan  girls  who 
may  be  at  present  on  their  passage,  and  of  those 
who  will  have  been  embarked  before  any  commu- 
nication can  be  made  to  the  Government  at  home, 
and  they  would  venture  to  suggest  that  it  would 
be  expedient  to  suspend  this  branch  of  emigration 
to  the  Port  Phillip  district  until  the  board  may 
feel  themselves  justified  by  further  experience  in 
recommending  its  removal." 

That  was  from  Port  Phillip.  Similar  re- 
commendations had  been  given  by  the 
orphan  boards  in  South  Australia  and 
Sydney.  The  whole  number  of  orphan 
emigrants  sent  out  in  the  course  of  the 
year  was  1,600,  and  the  authorities  had 
urged  the  .Emigration  Commissioners  to 
reduce  that  number  to  one-half.  He  did 
not  mention  this  for  the  purpose  of  dis- 
couraging female  emigration,  but  he  did 


wish  to  impress  it  upon  the  House  that 
they  were  dealing  with  a  species  of  emi- 
gration that  required  great  care  and  con- 
sideration. If  they  were  to  bring  a  large 
number  of  decent  and  respectable  persons 
upon  the  shores  of  the  colonics  without 
being  able  to  procure  them  situations  or 
give  them  employment,  the  probability 
would  be  that  they  would  add  to,  rather 
than  diminish,  that  social  evil  which  it  was 
their  object  to  remove.  He  would  call  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  the  amount  of 
the  funds  in  the  hands  of  the  Emigration 
Commissioners.  Hcf  could  assure  his  hon. 
Friend  that  on  the  part  of  the  Colonial 
Office  there  was  every  desire  to  promote 
the  object  in  which  his  hon.  Friend  took 
so  deep  an  interest.  Indeed,  he  was 
happy  to  say,  that  in  regard  to  the  object, 
if  it  were  practicable  to  attain  it,  there 
was  no  difference  of  opinion  ;  but  it  must 
be  remembered  that  the  funds  which  were 
placed  in  the  hands  of  the  Secretary  of 
State  were  held  by  him  only  as  a  trustee. 
It  was  his  duty  to  administer  them  first 
under  the  provisions  of  an  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment, and  next  under  the  general  regula- 
tions laid  down  by  the  colonial  authorities, 
who  could  best  judge  of  the  means  of  em- 
ployment, and  of  the  number  of  emigrants 
they  could  profitably  receive.  There  were 
limitations  upon  the  power  of  the  Colonial 
Secretary  as  to  the  persons  to  be  selected 
for  emigration.  He  could  not  take  per- 
sons from  any  particular  part  of  the  coun- 
try, or  from  any  particular  class.  In  his 
desire  to  relieve  Ireland,  he  had  departed 
from  the  general  rule,  which  was,  that  the 
funds  placed  in  his  hands,  derived  from 
colonial  sources,  should  be  applied  in  a 
manner  that  should  be  beneficial  to  the 
whole  community  and  to  all  classes.  If, 
indeed,  the  funds  were  unlimited,  probably 
the  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Colonial 
Department  might  do  well,  in  further  pro- 
moting female  emigration,  always  to  keep 
one  consideration  in  mind,  namely,  the 
power  of  the  colonists  themselves  to  absorb 
that  particular  class  of  emigrants  ;  for  no- 
thing could  be  more  prejudicial  to  the  gene- 
ral cause  of  emigration,  and  nothing  more 
injurious  to  the  colonies,  than  the  sending 
out  of  a  larger  number  of  female  emigrants 
than  could  be  absorbed  by  the  colonies. 
He  could  not  hold  out  quite  so  promising  a 
prospect  of  the  funds  for  promoting  emi- 
gration generally,  as  might  be  inferred 
from  the  statement  of  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  West  Somersetshire.  At 
this  moment  there  was  a  very  trifling  avail- 
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able  balance  in  tbc  bands  of  tbe  commis- 
Bioners  for  tbe  ensuing  year.  Wbatever 
funds  were  to  be  received  on  account  of 
emigration  were  to  be  derived  from  tbe 
colonies,  to  wbicb,  of  course,  would  be 
added  any  vote  tbat  tbe  House  of  Com- 
mons migbt  determine  to  grant.  For  emi- 
gration to  New  Soutb  Wales,  the  commis- 
sioners, after  tbe  resumption  of  emigration 
in  tbe  end  of  1847,  expended,  up  to  tbe 
latter  part  of  1848,  one  sum  of  100,000Z. 
wbicb  bad  long  since  been  paid  by  tbe 
colony.  By  tbe  middle  of  1849  tbey  ex- 
pended a  second  sum  of  100,0002.  pro- 
vided for  by  advances  from  tbe  Treasury; 
and  they  bad  since  expended  a  third 
amount  of  100,0002.,  for  wbicb  tbe  claims 
only  fell  due  as  news  was  received  of  tbe 
ships'  arrivals.  This  made  300,000/.  in 
all,  either  paid  or  to  be  paid  by  tbe  colony. 
Tbe  commissioners  had  also  expended  for 
New  South  Wales  about  43,700*.,  received 
from  private  contributions,  and  also  the 
colony  s  share  of  tbe  convict  emigration 
grant,  which  amounted  to  upwards  of 
23,0002.  Thus,  in  two  years  and  a  half, 
the  commissioners  had  expended  about 
370.0002.,  or  at  the  rate  of  147,0002.  per 
annum.  The  available  funds  up  to  the 
present  date  bad  all  been  employed. 
There  would  be  the  means,  however,  of  con- 
tinuing tbe  emigration  at  a  moderate  rate. 
With  regard  to  South  Australia,  the  emi- 
gration to  tbat  colony  in  1 849  consisted  of 
5,175  persons.  The  amount  of  funds 
available  for  1850,  when  last  estimated, 
would  scarcely  admit  of  sending  one  ship 
in  a  month.  Under  these  circumstances 
it  would  at  this  moment  be  undesirable  to 
give  any  stimulus  to  further,  emigration. 
The  Government  could  only  act  upon  tbe 
best  information  they  could  obtain  from 
tbe  colonies.  He  bad  no  wish  to  oppose 
the  general  object  of  the  bon.  Gentleman  ; 
he  was  desirous  only  of  making  a  plain 
statement  to  guard  tbc  House  against  sup- 
posing that  tbe  Government  could  do  more 
than  tbey  were  really  able  to  do.  He 
could  not  avoid  calling  tbe  attention  of  tbe 
House  to  the  fact  tbat  the  boards  of  guar- 
dians hitherto  had  not  manifested  any 
strong  desire  to  contribute  that  5L  a  bead 
which  tbe  bon.  Gentleman  proposed  should 
be  a  part  of  the  arrangement.  Speaking 
as  far  as  regarded  Sydney,  and  he  believed 
he  might  extend  the  remark  to  New  South 
Wales,  he  could  say  that  unless  that  con- 
tribution were  made,  the  proposition  of  tbe 
bon.  Gentleman  would  not  be  considered 
either  advantageous  or  acceptable.     As  to 
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the  assistance  which  might  be  afforded  by 
tbe  Treasury  in  furtherance  of  this  emi- 
gration plan,  the  House  should  bear  in 
mind  how  prejudicial  such  advances  were 
calculated  to  be,  by  drying  up  the  sources 
of  private  contributions.  The  number  of 
emigrants  from  Ireland  to  tbe  United 
States  and  Canada  in  tbe  ten  years  prior 
to  1847,  was  740.000,  and  from  1847  to 
1850,  730,000,  making  a  total,  in  thirteen 
years,  of  1,470,000.  The  number  of  emi- 
grants from  tbe  united  kingdom  during  the 
years  1847  to  1850,  was  805,857,  being 
an  annual  average  of  268,619,  approxi- 
mating to  the  average  annual  increment  of 
population.  The  funds  expended  to  pro- 
mote this  emigration  amounted  in  the 
whole  to  1,743,5002.,  of  which  sum 
228,3002.  were  contributed  by  the  colo- 
nies and  the  Government ;  and  no  less 
than  1,515,2002.  were  by  private  contribu- 
tions. Taking  the  whole  population  of 
Australia  and  New  Zealand  from  January 
1,  1848,  to  be  about  326,000;  he  found 
tbat  the  number  of  emigrants  sent  to  those 
colonies  from  tbat  period  was  56,000,  or 
16  per  cent  upon  the  gross  population.  He 
did  not,  therefore,  think  it  could  be  said 
that  emigration  had  not  been  adequately 
promoted.  His  bon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  North  Northamptonshire  had  asked 
what  proportion  Irish  emigration  bore  to 
the  population  of  Ireland,  and  what  was 
the  proportion  of  English  emigration  to  the 
population  of  England — it  being  supposed 
that  a  larger  proportionate  number  of  Eng- 
lish emigrants  were  sent  out  than  Irish. 
He  (Mr.  Hawes)  could  satisfy  tbe  House 
that  there  had  been  no  partiality  shown  in 
that  respect.  Taking  the  decimal  propor- 
tions of  the  population  of  the  three  coun- 
tries to  be  England,  59.6;  Scotland,  9.8; 
and  Ireland,  31.86,  the  actual  number  of 
emigrants  sent  out  since  tbe  recommence- 
ment of  emigration  in  October,  1847,  was 
English,  25.392;  Scotch,  4.343;  Irish, 
12,486.  The  decimal  pooportion  of  that 
emigration  would  be,  as  compared  with  the 
population.  English,  60.14;  Scotch,  10.28; 
and  Irish,  29.53;  showing  a  difference  of 
only  400  as  against  the  proper  number 
that  ought  to  have  been  sent  out  from  Ire- 
land. He  hoped  the  bon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  East  Somersetshire  would  be- 
lieve that  tbe  Emigration  Commissioners 
were  acting  in  concurrence  with  tbe  views 
laid  down  by  Earl  Grey  on  this  subject, 
and  of  which  the  bon.  Gentleman  bad  ex- 
pressed his  approbation.  On  tbe  whole  be 
(Mr.  Hawes)  considered  tbe  liQ\.\»^  ^i  '^^ 
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hon.  Gentleman  as  a  friendly  admonition  to 
the  Government;  as  an  intimation  that  his 
eyes  were  upon  them,  and  that  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House  would  he  kept  alive  with 
a  view  to  stir  up  the  Colonisil  Office  to  a 
right  discharge  of  its  duty.  It  would  he 
with  reluctance  that  he  should  move  the 
previous  question,  and  he  hoped,  after  the 
statement  he  had  made,  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man would  withdraw  his  Motion.  After 
the  numher  of  emigrants  already  sent  out, 
and  after  the  colonial  statement  of  the  dif- 
ficulty of  finding  employment,  he  thought 
that  if  the  Motion  were  to  pass,  it  would 
excite  expectations  which  could  not  he 
gratified;  he  should  therefore  move  the 
previous  question. 

Mr.  speaker  intimated  to  the  hon. 
Gentleman  that  the  previous  question  could 
not  he  then  moved,  as  there  was  already 
hefore  the  House  an  Amendment  to  the 
priginal  question. 

Question,  "That  the  words  'England 
and  Wales  *  stand  part  of  the  Question," 
put,  and  negatived : — Words,  ••  the  United 
Kingdom,"  inserted. 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  proposed. 
Whereupon,  Previous  Question  proposed, 
**  That  that  Question  he  now  put." 

Mr.  MONSELL  said,  he  was  happy  to 
hear  that  the  grievance  of  which  he  had 
bad  reason  to  complain  two  or  three  times 
during  the  last  Session,  had  heen  redressed. 
It  would,  however,  he  a  great  advantage  if 
Irish  emigrants  were  allowed  to  start  from 
the  ports  of  their  own  country  instead  of 
being  obliged  to  come  to  some  English  port. 
One  of  the  difficulties  would  be  got  rid  of 
if  the  hon.  Member  for  East  Somersetshire 
would  amend  his  Motion  by  leaving  out  al- 
together the  words  '*  to  Australia."  He 
fsould  not  understand  upon  what  principle 
the  hon.  Gentleman  should  wish  to  send 
the  emigrants  to  whom  his  Motion  referred, 
to  Australia.  He  thought  there  was  a 
colony  that  must  occupy  a  considerable 
portion  of  public  attention,  the  colony  of 
Natal,  on  account  of  the  events  that  were 
taking  place  there,  and  the  necessity  there 
would  be,  in  consequence  of  the  short  cot- 
ton crop  in  America  this  year,  of  encour- 
aging emigration  to  a  colony  which  pro- 
duced cotton;  but  his  principal  reason  for 
rising  was  to  call  attention  to  the  necessity 
of  promoting  the  emigration  of  females 
from  the  Irish  workhouses.  In  Cork 
union  there  were  563  males  and  954  fe- 
males between  the  ages  of  15  and  40  who 
bad  been  there  more  than  one  year;  and 
ererf  one  who  knew  anythmg  of  Ireland 


knew  that  a  person  who  was  domiciled  in 
a  workhouse  for  one  year  was  very  likely 
to  spend  the  rest  of  his  days  there.  In 
Thurles  union  there  were  247  males  and 
648  females  between  the  ages  of  15  and 
40  who  had  been  there  more  than  one  year. 
In  Galway  there  were  530  males  and  740 
females  between  the  same  iCges;  and,  in 
the  whole  of  Ireland,  there  were  10,118 
males  and  18,429  females,  between  those 
ages,  who  had  been  in  the  workhouse  more 
than  one  year. 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were  not 
present;  House  counted;  and  40  Members 
not  being  present. 

The  House  was  adjourned  at  a  quarter 
after  Eight  o'clock  till  Thursday. 


HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 

Thursday,  May  30,  1850, 

MiHuns.]     Took  the  OaJtht, — Tho  Lord  Lismore. 

BREACH  OF  PRIVILEGE. 

Lord  BROUGHAM  believed  that  he 
might  venture  to  assert  that  no  one  who 
had  been  so  long  as  he  had  in  Parliament 
had  ever  taken  notice  so  seldom  as  he  had 
of  any  libellous  matter  published,  or  of 
any  Breach  of  Privilege  committed  against 
him.  He  might  also  add,  that  no  person 
had  ever  been  more  the  object  of  the  most 
indiscriminate,  and  he  might  say  the  most 
absurd  and  the  most  unfounded  abuse. 
Nevertheless,  in  all  such  cases  he  had 
adopted  a  neutral  course,  and  had  left  the 
truth  to  come  out  in  the  natural  lapse  of 
events.  There  was,  however,  one  species 
of  Breach  of  Privilege  which  he  had  never 
been  disposed  to  pass  unnoticed.  To  bo 
exposed  to  attacks  was  the  fate  of  all  pub- 
lic men,  and  no  man  ought  to  shrink  from, 
or  be  too  sensitive  to,  attacks;  but,  under 
pretence  of  stating  what  a  noble  Lord  had 
said  in  Parliament,  to  put  words  into  his 
mouth  which  he  had  never  uttered,  for  tho 
purpose — the  express  purpose — of  calum- 
niating him — words  which  the  writer  of 
the  calumny  must  have  well  known  that 
he  had  never  uttered  —  of  this  ho  was 
fully  convinced,  as  he  had  seen  a  true  and 
harmless  report  previously  circulated  in  the 
writer *s  own  journal,  who  had  afterwards 
found  a  calumnious  report  in  another  paper, 
which  ho  reprinted — to  put  such  words 
into  his  mouth  for  such  a  purpose,  formed, 
he  said,  a  case  in  which  he  thought  that 
the  party  calumniated  was  bound  to  bring 
the  individual  so  offending,  under  the  no* 
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tice  of  their  Lordships'  House.  He  had 
read  with  some  astonishment,  and  also 
with  some  amusement,  a  most  absurd 
tissue  of  mis-statements  with  regard  to  his 
conduct  in  a  recent  Divorce  Bill.  It  had 
been  said  that  he  (Lord  Brougham)  made 
a  point  of  attending  upon  all  Divorce  Bills, 
and  upon  nothing  else.  Now,  the  fact 
was,  that  a  law  Lord  was  bound  to  attend 
in  all  such  cases;  and  in  so  attending  he 
had  done  no  more  than  his  duty.  It  had 
also  been  said  that  no  Divorce  Bill  could 
be  obtained  without  his  concurrence  and 
assent.  Why,  it  might  as  well  have  been 
said  that  no  Bill  whatever  could  pass  with- 
out his  concurrence  and  assent,  seeing 
that  he  had  a  right  to  be  present  at  all 
proceedings  in  their  Lordships'  House, 
and  that  ho  was  generally  punctual  in  his 
attendance.  Then  came  a  variety  of  total 
fictions  and  inventions,  namely,  that  he 
had  received  persons  in  his  house  at 
Cannes  whom  he  knew  to  be  living  in  cri- 
minal connexion  with  each  other,  when,  on 
the  contrary,  he  disbelieved  in  the  existence 
of  any  such  connexion,  and  had  written 
home  five  letters,  some  of  them  to  noble 
Lords  then  in  the  House,  stating  that  he 
had  inquired  into  the  truth  of  the  report, 
and  that  he  did  not  believe  one  word  of  it. 
The  parties  had  never  been  under  his  roof 
for  a  single  day  since  he  had  heard  that  a 
suit  had  been  instituted  in  the  ecclesias- 
tical courts  of  this  country.  Another  of 
the  statements  was,  that  in  the  sad  afiair 
of  the  late  Queen's  trial,  he  had  been  no- 
torious for  revelling  with  peculiar  gusto  in 
all  the  vile  and  abominable  stories  and 
evidence  of  the  Italian  witnesses.  Why, 
he  was  on  the  other  side — he  was  counsel, 
not  for  the  prosecution,  but  for  the  de- 
fence; he  had  done  all  that  he  could  to 
smother  and  rebut  the  evidence  of  the 
Italian  witnesses,  and,  not  having  suc- 
ceeded in  that  object,  he  had  endeavoured, 
as  was  his  bounden  duty,  to  throw  dis- 
credit on  those  witnesses  by  his  cross- 
examination  of  them,  and  to  put  them,  if 
he  could,  out  of  court.  Then  came  this 
statement,  that  he  (Lord  Brougham)  had 
announced  his  intention  of  obstructing  the 
passage  of  the  late  Bill  by  browbeating 
the  witnesses.  Why,  the  late  Bill  was  his 
own  Bill.  He  had  brought  it  in  himself; 
he  had  asked  their  Lordships  to  suspend 
their  standing  orders  for  it;  he  had  even 
given  notice  that  he  should  himself  move 
its  second  reading.  And  their  Lordships 
would  now  see  what  a  clever  and  pleasant 
construction  thia  writer  bad  put  upon  his 


acts  and  intentions.  Other  things  were 
also  said  of  him;  but  of  this  he  (Lord 
Brougham)  particularly  complained.  It 
was  stated  in  the  paper  called  the  Daily 
News  that  he  had  said  that  if  all  the  let- 
ters addressed  to  himself  by  married  wo- 
men were  to  be  put  in  evidence,  the  conse- 
quence would  be  dreadful.  Now,  if  all 
the  letters  addressed  to  him  by  married 
women  were  to  be  published  at  Charing- 
cross,  no  other  result  would  follow  but  pity 
that  he  had  received  and  been  compelled 
to  read  so  many  letters.  It  might  be  said 
that  he  ought  to  call  to  their  bar  the 
editor  of  the  paper  which  first  printed  this 
trash.  On  Monday  last  he  had  filed  an 
affidavit  averring  that  there  was  no  foun- 
dation for  these  charges.  He  was  pro- 
ceeding to  move  upon  that  affidavit  that  a 
criminal  information  should  be  filed  against 
the  printer  who  originally  published  them, 
when  with  the  greatest  candour  Mr.  Wil- 
son, the  respectable  proprietor  of  the 
Globe  newspaper  expressed  his  deep  re- 
gret that  that  article  had  got  into  his  paper 
without  his  knowledge,  and  at  once,  with 
the  assent  of  the  writer  of  the  article, 
whom  he  did  not  know,  but  who  was  de- 
scribed to  him  as  a  man  of  great  talent, 
but  who  could  not  be  considered  as  a  man 
of  great  prudence,  gave  up  his  name.  The 
writer,  a  most  respectable  gentleman,  a 
priest  of  another  religion,  not  only  gave  up 
his  own  name,  but  also  put  into  his  (Lord 
Brougham's)  hands,  for  his  (the  writer's) 
vindication,  the  letter  on  which  he  had  pro- 
ceeded to  write  the  article  in  question, 
having  given  implicit  credit,  as  he  (Lord 
Brougham)  admitted  that  he  was  bound  to 
do,  to  a  statement  which  came  from  a  per- 
son of  such  high  standing  and  respecta- 
bility. It  was  the  letter  of  a  person  who 
now  resided  in  another  country,  who  was 
labouring  under  great  excitement  from  be- 
lieving that  a  great  injury  was  about  to  be 
done  to  him,  and  who  had  acted  upon  that 
belief  under  ignorance  both  of  the  law  and 
of  the  facts.  These  two  persons  —  he 
meant  the  proprietor  and  editor  of  tho 
Globe — had  gone  wrong  in  the  first  in- 
stance, but  had  afterwards  done  what  was 
right  in  the  most  fair  and  candid  manner. 
On  that  account,  he  would  not  mention 
the  name  either  of  the  writer  of  the  letter, 
or  of  the  writer  of  the  article  founded  upon 
it.  But  then  came  the  Daily  News,  which 
chose  to  go  back  from  its  own  accurate  re- 
port, and  to  insert  in  its  columns  this  grossly 
inaccurate  report,  merely  because  it  was 
likely  to  be  otfenaive  to  him.   He  appealed 
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to  his  noble  and  learned  Friend  on  the 
opposite  benches  whether  ho  had  said 
anything  about  the  letters  of  married  wo- 
men? 

Lord  LANGDALE  :  Certainly  not. 

Lord  BROUGHAM:  He  had  now 
stated  his  case  against  the  Daily  News. 
He  thought  that  there  was  no  excuso  for 
its  conduct.  He  would,  however,  take 
time  to  consider  the  course  which  he  ought 
to  pursue  with  regard  to  it,  and  if  he  felt 
at  the  next  sitting  of  their  Lordships  as 
he  did  at  that  moment,  he  would  certainly 
move  that  the  printer  be  called  to  the  bar. 

Lord  REDE SD ALE  wished  to  take 
that  opportunity  of  explaining  what  had 
been  misrepresented  elsewhere,  with  re- 
gard to  what  had  fallen  from  him  on  this 
subject.  He  had  made  a  few  remarks 
when  the  Bill  was  before  their  Lordships' 
House ;  and,  as  they  had  been  misrepre- 
sented in  some  quarters,  he  felt  most  anxi- 
ous that  what  he  really  did  say  should  be 
accurately  known.  What  he  had  stated 
was  this — not  that  he  was  opposed  to  the 
Bill,  but  that  he  did  not  consider  sufficient 
evidence  had  been  adduced  to  the  House 
to  sanction  them  in  passing  it.  He  was 
satisfied,  in  his  own  mind,  that  the  noble 
Lord  interested  (Lord  Lincoln)  was  entitled 
to  the  act  of  justice  demanded  for  him; 
but  he  thought  their  Lordships  were  pro* 
ceeding  on  knowledge  similarly  obtained, 
rather  than  on  the  legal  evidence  which 
they  should  require  in  such  a  case.  What 
he  had  stated  was,  that  he  did  not  think 
it  right,  in  the  case  of  an  individual  con- 
nected with  their  Lordships,  as  was  the 
ease  in  this  instance,  and  when  all  parties 
in  the  House  were  well  acquainted  with 
the  facts,  that  they  should  proceed  differ- 
ently from  another  case  in  which  a  stranger 
came  before  them.  With  regard  to  the 
fact  of  adultery  on  the  part  of  the  wife,  he 
had  no  doubt;  but  on  other  facts  which  it 
was  necessary  to  have  proved,  ho  consi- 
dered they  had  no  evidence  whatever. 
What  he  had  stated  was,  that  he  thought, 
under  those  circumstances,  they  were  pro- 
ceeding rather  too  hastily,  and  not  in  tliat 
cautious  manner  by  which  the  proceedings 
of  that  House  ought  to  be  guarded,  so 
that  no  person  should  be  able  to  say  that 
there  was  any  difference  in  the  adminis- 
tration of  justice  to  parties  connected  with 
their  Lordships  compared  with  strangers. 
But  he  added,  that  if  their  Lordships  were 
satisfied  that  the  evidence  before  them 
would  sanction  their  going  on,  he  had  no 
oh/ection  to  the  Bill  being  proeeeded  with. 


Lord  BROUGHAM  said,  he  could  fully 
bear  testimony  to  the  perfect  accuracy  of 
the  statement  just  made  by  his  noble 
Friend. 

Subject  at  an  end. 

House  adjourned  till  To-morrow. 

HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Thursday,  May  30.  1850. 

MiNUTBs.]    Public  Bills. — 1°  Oath  of  Abjuration 
(Jews);  Compound  Uouseholdcrs. 
3®     Elections     (Ireland) ;      Exchequer      Bills 
(8,658,700/.). 

[The  House  met  at  Twelve  of  the  clock, 
in  the  New  House  of  Commons.] 

LOCAL  ACTS. 

Mr.  W.  patten  moved  for  a  Select 
Committee  to  inquire  into  the  working  of 
the  Act  9th  and  10th  Victoria,  cap  106. 
It  would  be  remembered  that  an  Act  was 
passed  in  1846  with  a  view  of  enabling 
parties  promoting  private  Bills  to  come 
before  the  House  at  less  expense  to  them- 
selves, and  in  a  manner  likely  to  be  less 
inconvenient  to  Members,  whose  time  it 
was  supposed  would  be  saved  by  local  in- 
vestigations being  had.  After  some  expe- 
rience of  the  working  of  the  Act,  he  was 
afraid  no  other  conclusion  could  be  come 
to  but  that  the  Act  had  entirely  failed  to 
effect  its  objects  ;  but  he  was  not  asking 
the  House  to  act  upon  his  judgment,  or 
upon  the  judgment  of  others  whose  advice 
would  naturally  be  looked  up  to,  but  only 
to  appoint  a  Committee  to  consider  the 
subject.  The  opinion  obtained  for  the 
House  was  always  a  one-sided  opinion,  and 
was  often  upset  by  the  Committee,  and  the 
reports  did  not  save  the  time  of  Members; 
a  heavy  expense  was  caused  without  any 
useful  result.  The  part  of  the  Act,  how- 
ever, which  related  to  Admiralty  inquiries 
in  cases  where  harbours,  tidal  waters,  or 
navigable  rivers  were  interfered  with, 
seemed  very  fit  to  be  maintained. 

Motion  made — 

"  That  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed  '  to 
inquire  into  the  working  of  the  Act  9  A  10  Vic. 
c.  100,  intituled,  '  An  Act  for  making  preliminary 
inquiries  in  certain  cases  of  application  for  Locjd 
Acts,'  and  the  Act  11  <fe  12  Vic.  c.  129,  intituled, 
'  An  Act  for  amending  an  Act  passed  in  the  ninth 
and  tenth  years  of  Her  present  Majesty,  for  mak- 
ing preliminary  inquiries  in  certain  cases  of  appli- 
cations for  Local  Acts.' " 

Mr.  BERNAL  would  not  oppose  the 
Motion;  but  ho  hoped  the  hon.  Member 
was  not  prepared  to  say  that  no  prelimi- 
nary inquiry  should  take  place  in  Uie  case 
of  private  Bills.     He  would  ask  how  it 
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was  possible  that  Conimittocs  on  unop- 
posed Bills  could  come  to  a  proper  know^- 
Icdge  of  the  improvements  necessary  in  a 
town  or  borough,  without  a  preliminary 
inquiry.  He  agreed  that  there  was  at 
present  much  unnecessary  expense,  but  he 
was  sure  there  was  an  imperative  necessity 
for  ensuring  a  preliminary  inquiry. 

Mr.  SLANEY  considered  that  it  was 
unnecessary  that  private  Acts  should  be 
obtained  whenever  a  town  required  to  be 
improved  or  waterworks  established,  and 
such  Acts  should  be  done  away  with.  At 
any  rate  why  should  not  a  single  Act  for 
all  these  purposes  be  passed  at  the  end  of 
every  Session,  on  the  principle  of  the 
Enclosure  Acts  ? 

Mr.  HEADLAM  said,  that  his  consti- 
tuents had  suffered  much  by  this  Act, 
which  had  been  most  prejudicial  last  Ses- 
sion to  a  Bill  with  respect  to  the  conscr- 
rancy  of  the  Tyne.  The  preliminary  in- 
quiries were  always  unsatisfactory,  and  as 
regarded  opposed  Bills  the  Act  was  most 
unreasonable. 

Mr.  HUME  could  only  attribute  the 
opinion  formed  by  the  hon.  Member  to  his 
ignorance  of  the  Act.  The  opinion  of 
persons  best  qualified  to  judge  on  the  sub- 
ject had  been  taken  before  two  Commit- 
tees. The  preliminary  inquiries  were  a 
great  advantage  to  the  progress  of  private 
business. 

Sir  G.  grey  said,  there  could  be  no 
objection  to  the  appointment  of  the  Com- 
mittee, and  therefore  perhaps  it  would  be 
better  to  agree  to  the  Motion,  and  reserve 
all  statements  until  a  future  occasion. 

Committee  appointed. 

THE  UNIVERSITIES. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  that  seeing 
the  hon.  Member  for  North  Lancashire  in 
his  place,  he  begged  to  ask  him  what  his 
intentions  were  with  regard  to  the  adjourn- 
ed debate  (upon  the  English  and  Irish 
Universities),  which  stood  upon  the  Orders 
of  the  Day  for  that  night,  but  which  it  was 
certain  could  not  come  on  ? 

Mr.  HEYWOOD  replied,  that  it  was 
not  his  intention  to  press  the  continuance 
of  the  debate,  as  he  was  satisfied  with  tho 
letters  of  the  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of 
the  Government  to  the  chancellors  of  the 
universities,  which  had  been  lately  pub- 
lished. The  noble  Lord  had  stated  in  those 
letters  the  object  of  the  Royal  Commission 
to  be,  to  inquire  into  the  state  of  the  re- 
Tenues  of  the  Universities  of  Oxford  and 
Cambridge  —into  the  provisions  of  the  sta- 
tutes by  which  their  several  collogea  were 


governed — and  to  report  their  opinion  whe- 
ther any  measures  could  be  adopted  by  tho 
Crown,  or  the  Parliament,  by  which  tho 
interests  of  religion  and  sound  learning 
might  be  promoted  in  the  conduct  of  edu- 
cation in  the  universities.  Those  objects 
were  perfectly  satisfactory  to  him  (Mr. 
Heywood).  He  should,  therefore,  not  press 
his  Motion  for  the  adjourned  debate,  but 
should  leave  the  House  to  deal  with  it  as 
they  might  think  proper. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  suggested  that,  in 
that  case,  the  Order  of  the  Day  should  be 
read  at  once,  for  the  purpose  of  adjourning 
the  debate  until  Monday  next;  and  he 
would  give  notice  that  he  would  ask  tho 
noble  Lord  on  Monday,  whether  it  was  his 
intention  to  appoint  a  day  for  tho  dis- 
cussion of  the  subject,  seeing  that  he  had 
a  notice  on  the  Paper  of  his  intention  to 
move  that  the  question  be  adjourned  for 
three  months. 

Mr.  speaker  said,  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  should  put  his  question 
and  give  his  notice  at  five  o'clock.  The 
Order  of  the  Day  could  not  be  moved  bo- 
fore  that  hour. 

Subject  dropped. 

THE  NEW  HOUSE  OF  COMMONS. 

Mr.  B.  OSBORNE  begged  to  ask  a 
question  of  the  Chief  Commissioner  for  tho 
building  of  the  New  Houses  of  Parliament, 
i  that  being  the  most  fitting  opportunity  for 
putting  it.  It  was,  whether  he  would  then 
state  to  the  House  what  were  the  preciso 
alterations  suggested  by  the  Commission- 
ers with  reference  to  taking  down  the 
strangers'  gallery,  and  pulling  down  tho 
wall  behind  the  reporters  gallery  ? 

Mr.  T.  GREENE  said,  that  aj^  the  pre- 
sent moment  there  were  no  suggestions 
made  by  the  Commissioners,  either  to  Mr. 
Barry  or  himself.  They  were  anxious  that 
hon.  Members  should  try  the  House,  and 
then  make  any  suggestions  which  they 
might  think  proper.  Now,  that  they  had 
had  tho  opportunity  of  trying  it,  they 
would  be  better  able  to  form  a  judgment 
as  to  the  accommodation  which  it  afforded, 
and  how  they  tfould  make  themselves  heard 
in  it,  and  they  could  now  suggest  such  al- 
terations or  amendments  as  they  might 
think  it  needed. 

Mr.  B.  OSBORNE  wished  to  know 
whether  he  was  to  understand  that  all  hon. 
Members  were  invited  to  send  in  their  sug- 
gestions to  the  Commissioners  ? 

Mr.  T.  GREENE  said,  that  if   hon. 
Members  did  so,  the  Commissioneca  vqmL^ 
be  Yerj  ViWuig  V>  tAX^iAX^V^^m^ 
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Mr.  MUNTZ  wished  to  know,  was  the 
present  trial  to  be  the  only  one  ?  Because, 
whilst  every  one  was  speaking  to  his  neigh- 
bour as  loud  as  he  pleased,  debating  the 
novelty  of  their  position,  and  hon.  Mem- 
bers were  moving  about  to  all  parts  of  the 
House,  it  would  be  quite  impossible  to 
judge  whether  it  was  easy  or  difficult  to 
hear  in  it.  He  would  beg  to  suggest  that 
they  should  have  a  regular  long  debate  in 
it  upon  some  important  subject  before  they 
came  to  any  decision  upon  its  merits,  or 
offered  any  suggestions  as  to  alterations. 

Mr.  T.  GREENE  said,  that  the  Com- 
missioners would  take  every  opportunity 
possible  of  attending  to  any  suggestions 
that  might  be  made  to  them.  But  there 
was  one  observation  of  the  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Member  for  Middlesex  which  he  wish- 
ed to  set  him  right  concerning.  He  (Mr. 
Greene)  was  not  the  Chief  Commissioner; 
Sir  John  Burgoyne  was  the  chairman  of 
the  Commission,  and  might  therefore  be 
styled  the  Chief  Commissioner.  He  him- 
self stood  only  third  on  the  list. 

Sir  G.  grey  said,  that,  by  general 
consent,  the  House  could  meet  again  in  the 
New  House  on  any  future  day. 

Mr.  MOORE  said,  that  it  was  impos- 
sible as  yet  to  form  a  judgment  as  to  the 
capacity  of  the  building  for  transmitting 
Bound.  No  doubt  hon.  Members  scarcely 
heard  a  word  of  what  was  going  forward ; 
but  it  should  be  recollected  that  they  had 
been  doing  only  private  business,  which  no 
one  ever  attended  to  in  the  old  House  ex- 
cept those  who  nfere  immediately  interest- 
ed, and  therefore  they  should  not  judge  of 
the  House  nor  condemn  it  too  hastily. 

Mr.  SPEA.KER  said,  that  there  was  a 
public  Bill  specially  set  down  for  third  read- 
ing at  twelve  o'clock  that  day.  Hon. 
Members  should  therefore  wait  until  five 
o'clock,  and  put  their  questions  then. 

Mr.  ELLIOT— /rom  the  gallery  oppo- 
site the  Speaker's  chair — Sir,  we  do  not 
know  here  what  is  going  forward. 

Mr.  FREWEN  said,  that  the  House 
had  not  formally  declared,  as  yet,  that  at 
its  rising  it  would  adjourn  to  the  old  House. 
They  ought  to  be  informed  whether  they 
were  to  adjourn  to  meet  in  the  old  House 
at  Hre  o'clock,  and  whether  they  were  then 
to  be  counted,  as  a  mistake  upon  that  head 
might  cause  no  House  to  be  made  in  the 
evening. 

Mr.  SPEAKER  said,  that,  at  its  rising, 

the  House  would  adjourn  until  five  o'clock. 

At  that  hour  it  would  assemble  a":ain  in 

^Ao  old  House,  nod  he  counted  as  usual. 

Mb.  JBLLIOT:  Sir,  I  don't  know  whe- 


ther you  can  hear  down  there,  but  we  cer- 
tainly cannot  hear  at  all  up  here. 

Mr.  HUME  said,  that  there  ought  to  bo 
an  examination  at  the  bar  of  the  House, 
in  order  to  test  the  power  of  hearing  in  it 
thoroughly.  And  there  was  po  person 
whom  it  would  be  more  proper  to  examine 
than  Mr.  Barry  himself;  they  would  then 
have  an  opportunity  of  judging  whether 
he  could  make  himself  heard. 

Subject  dropped. 

ELECTIONS  (IRELAND)  BILL. 

Bill  read  3°. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  moved 
the  insertion  of  a  clause  to  the  effect  that 
power  should  be  given  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant, or  other  chief  governor  or  gover- 
nors of  Ireland,  to  appoint  additional  polling 
places  in  any  county  or  riding  on  receiving 
a  petition  praying  for  such  appointment 
from  the  justices  of  the  peace  assembled 
at  quarter-sessions. 

Clause  brought  up,  and  read  1°. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  put,  "  That 
the  said  Clause  be  now  read  a  Second  Time. ' ' 

Mr.  TORRENS  M'CULLAGH  hoped 
that  the  Government  would  consent  to 
limit  the  discretion  of  the  Executive  to 
the  addition  of  quarter-sessions  towns.  If 
some  such  rule  were  not  adopted,  a  door 
would  be  opened  for  the  worst  species  of 
favouritism  in  counties  that  might  be  con- 
tested. The  rule  which  he  suggested  was 
an  obvious  and  a  fair  one;  and  without 
some  limitation  he  must  vote  against  tho 
clause. 

Mr.  FREWEN,  having  a  notice  on  the 
Paper  of  a  clause  to  effect  the  same  object 
by  means  of  a  petition  from  the  grand  jury 
assembled  at  assizes,  must  oppose  the 
hon.  and  learned  Attorney  General  s  clause. 
He  said  that  the  grand  juries  in  Ireland 
performed  the  same  fiscal  business  at 
assizes  that  the  magistrates  did  at  quarter- 
sessions  in  England;  and  as  one  object  of 
the  Bill  was  to  assimilate  the  laws  of  tho 
two  countries  as  much  as  possible,  his 
clause  would  create  a  power  more  analo- 
gous to  that  existing  in  England  than  tho 
hon.  and  learned  Attorney  General's 
would.  He  contended  that  the  Grand 
Jury  Act  worked  well  in  Ireland. 

Mr.  C.  ANSTEY  begged  to  differ  from 
the  hon.  Gentleman.  He  did  not  think 
that  the  grand-jury  system  worked  well  in 
Ireland.  But  he  should  oppose  the  hon. 
and  learned  Attorney  General's  clause, 
because  he  thought  it  would  be  very  bad  to 
trust  to  a  petition  from  Irish  justices.  He 
thought  tlAt  the  object  would  be  better  at- 
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tained  by  the  clause  about  to  be  proposed 
bj  the  hon.  Member  for  Roscooimon, 
which  sought  to  give  the  power  of  peti- 
tiotuDg  for  additional  polling  places  to  a 
number  (not  less  than  300)  of  the  qualified 
electors  of  the  barony. 

SiH  G.  GREY  said,  the  clause  had  been 
drawn  up  in  consequence  of  several  recom- 
mendations Feceived  by  Government,  and 
only  carried  out  a  principle  which  had 
worked  in  England  with  perfect  success. 
The  additional  polling  places  could  not  be 
established  unless  by  an  Order  in  Oounoil, 
and  an  efficient  check  and  control  over  the 
magistrates  would  be  exercised  by  the 
Lord  Lieutenant,  or  by  the  new  Secretary, 
and  by  the  Government.  Besides,  it  was 
open  to  any  hon.  Member  to  state  objec- 
tions to  any  polling  place,  which  the  Go- 
vernment would  take  into  consideration. 
The  effect  of  this  clause  was  to  give  the 
initiative  to  the  justices;  but  the  Privy 
Council  had  the  control.  It  was  intended 
to  make  the  law  the  same  as  in  England; 
and  the  alterations  in  the  clause  were  only 
such  as  to  suit  the  circumstances  of  Ireland. 

Mr.  E.  B.  ROCHE  had  the  strongest 
possible  objection  to  the  principle  of  leav- 
ing such  power  in  the  hands  of  the  magis- 
tracy. In  political  questions  the  magis- 
trates did  not  possess  the  confidence  of  the 
majority  of  the  people.  It  would  not 
mend  the  evil  to  give  a  power  of  control- 
ing  the  magistrates  to  the  Lord  Lieuten- 
ant, or  to  the  Irish  Secretary,  for  they 
might  all  be  partisans  alike. 

Lord  NAAS  denied  the  statement  of 
the  hon.  Member  that  the  Irish  magis- 
tracy did  not  enjoy  the  confidence  of  the 
people;  on  the  contrary,  he  had  never 
heard  one  expression  of  dissatisfaction 
among  the  people  with  respect  to  any  ma- 
gisterial decision. 

Mr.  M.  O'CONNELL  could  only  say 
that  the  noble  Lord  was  very  happy  in  his 
experience.  He  had  nothing  to  say  against 
the  magistrates,  but  he  knew  that  almost 
all  over  the  country  they  had  not  the  con- 
fidence of  the  people.  He  was  averse  to 
giving  the  power  proposed  by  the  clause  to 
the  magistrates,  and  doubly  so  to  giving  it 
to  the  grand  jury,  who  were  the  essence  of 
the  magistrates. 

Sir  W.  SOMERVILLE  said,  that  the 
Bill  for  appointing  additional  polling  places 
in  Ireland  had  been  before  the  House  for 
two  years,  and  during  all  that  time  none 
of  tliose  direful  dangers  that  were  now  ap- 
prehended from  this  clause  had  ever  been 
thought  of.     Not  a  word  of  approhcDBion 


had  been  uttered  during  the  progress  of 
the  present  Bill  to  its  second  reading,  nor 
until  the  House  had  gone  into  Committee 
upon  it,  when,  upon  a  suggestion  made  by 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  Portar- 
lington,  that  the  English  plan  should  be 
adopted  as  far  as  possible  in  Ireland,  his 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Home  Secretary 
conceded  that  it  was  reasonable  and  prac- 
ticable. Not  a  word  was  then  said  against 
the  plan;  and  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
the  Attorney  General  accordingly  prepared 
the  clause  under  consideration,  which  he 
earnestly  trusted  the  House  would  agree  to. 

Mr.  SCULLY  opposed  the  giving  of 
the  power  into  the  hands  of  the  magi8«> 
trates,  who  were  always  found  in  opposi* 
tion  to  the  opinions  of  the  people,  espe* 
dally  in  the  south  of  Ireland.  There  was 
no  occasion  to  thrust  in  the  clause  at  pre> 
sent.  Let  them  wait  for  a  year  or  two,  and 
see  how  the  Act  worked.  It  would  then 
be  time  enough,  and  easy  enough,  to  in* 
troduce  such  a  clause,  if  necessary. 

Mr.  STAFFORD  defended  the  clause* 
and  thought  that  the  justices  of  the  peaoa 
in  Ireland  might  be  safely  intrusted  with 
the  power  of  fixing  the  polling  places  upon 
petition  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant.  He  wai 
surprised  to  find  such  an  indisposition 
among  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  to  in* 
trust  powers  such  as  these  to  Irish  gentle* 
men.  If  a  man  embarked  his  fortune  in 
the  colonies,  or  if  he  bought  an  estate  in 
Scotland,  he  might  then  be  trusted;  but 
let  him  approach  the  fatal  shore  of  Ire* 
land,  and  hon.  Members  opposite  would 
intrust  him  with  as  little  as  possible  of  the 
influence  which  belonged  to  his  station* 
The  gentry  of  Ireland  were  anxious  to  do 
their  duty,  and  to  atone  for  the  past.  Let 
the  House,  therefore,  treat  them,  as  muoh 
as  they  could,  as  belonging  to  a  oommon 
empire,  as  subjects  of  the  same  Sovereign, 
and  admit  them  to  equal  powers,  equal 
responsibilities,  and  an  equal  administra* 
tion. 

Mr.  OTLAHERTY  considered  the 
clause  to  be  objectionable  for  many  rea« 
sons.  Political  feelings  were  frequently 
strong  among  the  magistracy  of  Ireland, 
and  the  clause  might  lead  to  the  recom- 
mendation or  otherwise  of  polling  places 
for  political  purposes. 

Mr.  HUME  said,  the  distance  of  the 
polling  places  might  be  so  great  as  to  hin- 
der the  exercise  of  the  franchise,  and  he 
saw  no  danger  in  leaving  it  to  the  magis* 
trates  to  recommend  additional  polling 
places  where  required.     He  did  not  see 
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why  a  proposal  to  adopt  the  English  prac- 
tice should  he  opposed  with  regard  to  Ire- 
land. 

Mr.  S.  CRAWFORD  would  support 
the  clause  now  hrought  forward  hy  the  Go- 
Temment  as  a  great  improvement  upon  the 
original  clause. 

The  House  divided  : — Ayes  168;  Noes 
21 :  Majority  147. 

Mb.  TORRENS  M'CULLAGH  moved 
as  a  proviso  that  no  towns  should  be  ap- 
pointed as  additional  polling  places  but 
those  at  which  quarter-sessions  were  held. 
The  limitation  for  which  he  contended  was 
the  principle  on  which  this  Bill  had  origi- 
nally been  framed.  No  town  which  was  not 
of  the  class  in  question  had  been  inserted 
in  the  schedule  of  the  Bill  as  introduced  two 
years  ago,  or  as  introduced  this  year.  It 
was,  in  point  of  fact,  only  in  accordance  with 
a  suggestion  of  Gentlemen  opposite, who  had 
opposed  the  Franchise  Bill  in  every  stage, 
that  this  new  and  objectionable  alteration 
had  been  made.  Well,  then,  as  the  Govern- 
ment had  brought  in  this  clause  to  please 
their  opponents,  he  hoped  they  would  con- 
sent to  place  some  limitation  upon  it,  to 
satisfy  their  friends.  Those  who  sat  on 
that  side  of  the  House  had  been  no  parties 
and  would  be  no  parties  to  the  compact 
between  the  Secretary  for  Ireland  and  the 
hon.  Member  for  North  Northamptonshire. 
They  felt  that  the  clause  as  it  now  stood 
would  go  far  to  neutralise  in  many  places 
the  benefits  which  had  been  anticipated 
from  the  Franchise  Bill.  It  would  enable 
landlords  to  have  polling  districts  so  ar- 
nmged  that  the  tenants  should  vote  under 
their  own  immediate  eye.  They  had  heard 
of  the  evils  of  estate  rating,  but  this  wa^  a 
plan  which  would  be  made  use  of  to  secure 
estate  voting.  To  talk  of  the  analogy  of 
the  English  Act,  was  really  to  trifle  with 
the  subject.  Why  afiect  identity  of  terms 
and  phrases,  when  the  substance  of  things 
was  dissimilar  ? 

Amendment  proposed,  in  line  7  of  the 
said  clause,  after  the  words  "  mentioned 
in  the  said  petition,'*  to  insert  the  words 
**  and  being  a  town  or  towns  where  quarter- 
sessions  are  held." 

Question   put,  "  That  those  words  be 

Sir  W.  SOMERVILLE  said,  the  object 
had  been  to  embody  the  English  system 
in  the  Bill,  as  was  stated  in  the  former  de-  ^ 
bate.  He  had  uniformly  insisted  on  the 
principle  of  having  the  polling  places  so 
r^^lated  as  might  be  most  convenient  to 
the  ^n^eat  body  of  voters;  and  in  so  domg,  I 


preference  should  be  given  to  the  sessions 
towns. 

Mr.  C.  ANSTEY  said,  their  position 
was  this — they  had  put  in  the  scedule  of 
the  Bill  such  polling  places  as  they  thought 
from  their  present  knowledge  would  be  fit 
and  proper  for  the  purpose;  but,  lest  here- 
after what  they  had  done  should  be  found 
imperfect,  it  was  proposed  to  place  in  other 
hands,  namely,  that  of  the  magistrates,  the 
power  of  continuing  from  time  to  time  the 
work  which  Parliament  had  begun.  His 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Member  for 
Dundalk  proposed  that  there  should  be  a 
limitation  in  the  powers  given  to  the  magis- 
trates, and  the  limitation  was  that  the  ad- 
ditional polling  places  named  should  be 
quarter-sessions  towns.  This  he  consid- 
ered a  very  obvious  and  just  proposition, 
therefore  he  would  give  it  his  decided  sup- 
port. 

Colonel  DUNNE  opposed  the  Amend- 
ment, which  he  deemed  wholly  unneces- 
sary, and  regretted  that  such  proposals 
should  be  brought  forward  merely  for  the 
sake  of  a  little  mock  popularity. 

Mr.  E.  B.  ROCHE  would  give  his  sup- 
port to  the  proposition  of  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  the  Member  for  Dundalk. 
It  might  be  all  very  well  for  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  to  defend  the  magistrates 
of  Ireland;  but  all  he  could  say  was,  that 
up  to  the  present  hour  that  body  continued 
to  act  on  all  political  questions  in  opposi- 
tion to  the  feelings  of  the  people  of  Ire- 
land. He  would  mention,  as  one  instance, 
that  800  magistrates  had  signed  a  memo- 
rial censuring  the  present  Government,  and 
censuring  the  Earl  of  Clarendon  for  the 
dismissal  of  Mr.  Beers,  who  had  sat  as  a 
judge  on  his  own  case.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  for  Ireland  had 
said,  *'  I  will  give  you  this  clause,  because 
it  is  in  the  English  Reform  Act."  Now, 
there  was  no  analogy  in  the  case ;  but 
whenever  anything  could  be  found  to  act 
against  Ireland,  she  was  sure  to  have  the 
benefit  of  it.  If  this  close  assimilation 
were  to  exist,  why  should  not  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  give  Ireland  a  40«.  fran- 
chise— and  why  should  not  the  county 
which  he  (Mr.  Roche)  had  the  honour  to 
represent — the  Yorkshire  of  Ireland — be 
divided  as  the  Yorkshire  of  England  was, 
so  as  to  return  an  equivalent  number  of 
representatives  ?  He  well  knew  that  no 
argument  which  he  might  use  would  have 
any  effect  on  right  hon.  Gentlemen  on  the 
Treasury  bench ;  for,  unfortunately,  he  had 
been   sitting  on   the  wrong  side  of  tho 
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House.  He,  in  accordance  with  the  wishes 
of  his  constituency,  supported  the  Govern- 
ment generally,  and  therefore  his  sugges- 
tions were  deprived  of  that  weight  which 
they  would  possess  if  emanating  from  hon. 
Gentlemen  on  the  other  side  of  the  House. 
He  denied  that  there  was  any  compact  be- 
tween the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Sec- 
retary for  Ireland  and  the  Irish  Members 
on  that  side  of  the  House.  Ho  would  sup- 
port the  Amendment. 

Sib  De  L.  EVANS  had  heard  no  reason 
why  the  list  of  towns  from  which  additional 
polling  places  should  be  selected  should  not 
be  made  out  and  added  to  the  schedules  of 
the  Bill.  The  places  at  present  appointed 
in  the  schedules  were  all  quarter-sessions 
towns.  Why  then  should  not  the  future 
be  limited  to  quarter-sessions  towns  also  ? 
There  ought  to  be  some  limitation.  It 
was  absurd  to  say  that  the  magistracy  of 
Ireland  possessed  the  political  confidence 
of  the  public.  If  it  were  so,  why  were 
stipendiary  magistrates  appointed  by  Go- 
vernment in  Ireland,  and  not  in  England  ? 
What  reason  could  be  assigned  by  the  Go- 
vernment for  it,  but  that  the  justices  had 
not  the  confidence  of  the  people. 

Mr.  S.  CRAWFORD  would  support  the 
limitation.  In  the  schedule  of  the  Bill  the 
polling  places  laid  down  were  quarter-ses- 
sions towns ;  and  he  thought  they  should 
not  give  power  to  the  magistrates  to  go 
beyond  the  principle  of  the  Bill. 

The  House  divided : — Ayes  52  ;  Noes 
118:  Majority  66. 

Clause  read  3^,  and  added. 

Mr.  F.  FRENCH  moved  a  clause  to  the 
effect  that  on  petition  from  the  inhabitants 
of  any  barony  in  which  no  polling  place  is 
situated,  signed  by  not  less  than  300  electors, 
an  additional  polling  place  be  appointed  in 
the  place  mentioned  in  said  petition.  As 
the  Bill  professed  to  be  one  for  the  advan- 
tage and  convenience  of  the  electors,  he 
thought  it  was  but  reasonable  to  concede 
to  the  requisition  of  300  electors  what  was 
conceded  to  four  or  five  magistrates. 

Clause  brought  up,  and  read  1°. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  put,  "  That 
the  said  Clause  be  now  read  a  Second 
Time.** 

Sir  G.  grey  could  not  but  think  that 
the  apprehensions  of  those  who  were  afraid 
of  gross  partiality  on  the  part  of  the  ma- 
gistrates were  unfounded.  Ho  did  not 
think  that  any  practical  purpose  would  be 
effected  by  the  proposition  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Roscommon.  If  his  proposi- 
tion were  agreed  to,  there  might  be  a  petition 


from  300  electors  praying  for  one  place, 
and  another  petition  signed  by  300  other 
electors  praying  for  another  place. 

The  House  divided : — Ajes  33  ;  Noes 
108:  Majority  75. 

Further  proceeding  after  the  other 
Orders  of  the  Day. 

Adjourned  at  twelve  minutes  after  Three 
o'clock  till  Five  o'clock. 

The  House  met  at  Five  o'clock  in  the 
Old  House. 

POST  OFFICE. 
Lord  ASHLEY,  after  presenting  a  pe- 
tition signed  by  31,000  inhabitants  of  Man- 
chester, praying  for  the  total  abolition  of 
Sunday  labour  in  the  Post  Office,  said  that 
if  the  question  he  had  to  submit  to  the 
House  had  no  other  claim  to  their  consider- 
ation than  the  deep  and  extensive  interest 
which  had  been  manifested  in  it  by  the 
whole  of  their  constituents  in  different  parts 
of  the  kingdom,  it  would  deserve  their  most 
respectful  attention.  No  other  object  had 
ever  excited  a  deeper  attention,  or  had 
created  a  more  intense  sentiment  in  the 
public  mind.  This  feeling  had  been  evinced 
in  public  meetings,  by  memorials  and  de- 
putations to  the  Government,  and  by  pe- 
titions to  Parliament.  This  feeling  was 
not  confined  to  any  one  class  or  profession, 
or  to  any  one  order  or  rank  of  society ;  it  per- 
vaded the  very  highest  and  the  very  lowest 
grades  of  the  community;  it  was  felt  by 
labourers,  artisans,  tradesmen,  merchants, 
bankers,  capitalists,  and  persons  of  all 
descriptions.  This  feeling  also,  he  was 
happy  to  say,  was  not  confined  to  any  one 
form  of  theological  or  political  opinion.  It 
prevailed  with  equal  force  in  the  smallest 
agricultural  districts  as  well  as  in  the 
largest  manufacturing  towns  and  cities. 
I  It  was  a  question  which  might  be  argued 
'  upon  a  very  much  higher  ground.  It 
might  be  argued  upon  its  religious  char- 
acter— upon  the  justice  of  the  case  to  the 
parties  concerned,  and  upon  its  deep  im- 
portance to  the  whole  community.  Ho 
hoped  its  discussion  would  be  conducted  in 
a  sober  and  friendly  spirit,  suited  alike  to 
the  character  of  the  assembly  by  whom  the 
discussion  was  carried  on,  and  the  impor- 
tance of  the  subject  itself.  For  his  part, 
he  would  studiously  refrain  from  uttering 
anything  which  should  in  the  least  degree 
excite  anger  or  provoke  opposition.  Oa 
the  contrary,  he  must  begin  by  expressing 
his  thanks  to  Her  Majesty's  Government 
and  to  the  Post  Office  authorities  for  what 
they  had  already  done.     They  had  con- 


467 


Post  Office, 


{COMMONS} 


Post  Office. 


468 


ferred  a  great  benefit  on  the  parties  inter- 
ested, and  no  greater  benefit  had  been 
conferred  by  them  than  the  proof  they 
had  given  that  they  could  confer  still  more. 
All  he  hoped  was,  that  the  Government 
would  now  endeavour  to  accomplish  their 
own  good  work,  and  perfectly  establish  their 
own  reputation.  He  would  now  call  the 
attention  of  the  House  more  particularly 
to  the  deep  feeling  which  had  been  declared 
by  the  public  on  this  matter.  The  report 
of  the  petitions,  up  to  the  present  day, 
was  not  completed;  but  the  total  number 
of  petitions  down  to  the  24th  of  May  was 
3,o20,  and  that  of  signatures  was  549,538. 
Many  of  these  (from  Scotland  alone,  335) 
were  signed  by  the  chairman  only ;  and 
there  was  a  vast  number  of  petitions  yet 
to  be  reported.  Several  hundreds  had  not 
yet  been  presented.  He  had,  therefore,  a 
right  to  conclude  that  the  signatures  would 
actually  amount  to  no  less  than  700,000. 
But,  taking  into  account  the  number  of 
persons  who  might  be  assumed  to  be  repre- 
sented by  the  signature  of  the  chairman, 
he  was  warranted  in  estimating  the  num- 
ber of  petitioners  in  support  of  the  Motion 
he  was  about  to  make  at  not  less  than 
1,000,000.  Look  at  the  details.  Take 
Liverpool.  It  had  sent  a  petition  signed 
by  14,000  persons  in  favour  of  the  Motion. 
As  soon  as  the  subject  was  mooted  in  that 
town,  200  merchants  and  bankers  formed 
themselves  into  a  Committee  to  forward 
the  object  of  the  Motion  which  he  now  had 
to  submit  to  the  House.  The  petition  from 
Manchester  had  31,000  signatures  ap- 
pended to  it,  including  a  considerable  num- 
ber of  rich  and  extensive  firms.  From 
Aberdeen  a  petition  had  come  signed  by 
16,702  persons;  from  Paisley  the  signatures 
were  6,563;  from  Edinburgh  they  were 
24,298,  and  from  Glasgow  21,750.  The 
Glasgow  petition  was  worthy  of  attention. 
The  town-council  consisted  of  fifty  members, 
forty-one  of  whom  signed  the  petition;  of 
ihe  banks  nine  out  of  the  eleven  in  that 
city  attached  their  signatures  to  it;  twenty- 
two  surgeons  and  physicians  signed  it, 
sixty-eight  procurators,  brokers,  <kc.;  and 
500  merchants  and  manufacturers.  In  the 
year  1839  the  subject  of  the  penny  post 
was  brought  before  the  House.  The  Go- 
Ternment  yielded  upon  that  subject  to  a 
body  of  petitions  representing  only  266,511 
persons,  and  in  thus  yielding  they  gave  up 
a  revenue  to  the  amount  of  a  million  of 
money,  which  for  a  considerable  time  placed 
the  Government  in  great  financial  difiicul- 
ties.     What  was  it  that  the  petitioners  in 


this  case  asked  for?  They  sought  nothing 
for  themselves,  but  simply  requested  that 
a  boon  might  be  extended  to  a  certain 
number  of  their  fellow  men.  That  was  all. 
A  memorial  was  presented  to  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury,  signed  by  about  5,000  mer- 
chants, bankers,  &c.,  of  the  city  of  London. 
The  testimony  of  the  city  of  London  on 
this  subject  was  of  great  importance,  as 
it  was  the  city  which  all  the  other  towns 
and  cities  in  the  kingdom  wished  to  take 
as  a  model.  If  any  evil  could  possibly 
arise  out  of  the  plan  which  he  now  pro- 
posed, it  must  have  been  felt  in  the  metro- 
polis of  the  whole  world;  but  the  London 
bankers  and  merchants  declared  that  they 
were  strongly  impressed  with  a  belief  that 
there  existed  no  greater  necessity  to  jus- 
tify the  transaction  of  the  ordinary  business 
of  receiving  and  delivering  letters  on  Sun- 
day, in  any  of  the  post-offices  of  the  united 
kingdom  than  in  those  of  the  metropolis; 
and  they  earnestly  requested  Her  Majesty's 
Government  to  take  into  immediate  consid- 
eration the  expediency  and  propriety  of 
causing  tho  same  to  be  discontinued,  by 
ordering  the  post-offices  in  the  country  to 
be  altogether  closed  on  that  day.  Their 
belief  was  grounded  on  the  fact  that  the 
metropolis,  containing  a  population  of 
2,200,000  souls,  had  never  experienced 
any  necessity  for  opening  the  metropoli- 
tan post-office  on  Sundays,  and  also  on  the 
fact  that  the  great  acceleration  which  had 
recently  taken  place  in  the  postal  commu- 
nications throughout  the  empire  must  neces- 
sarily diminish,  to  a  very  great  extent,  any 
inconvenience  which  it  might  otherwise  be 
supposed  would  arise  from  closing  tho  pro- 
vincial post-offices  on  Sunday ;  and, believing 
that  the  efiectual  preservation  of  a  seventh 
day  of  rest  from  their  ordinary  labour  was 
a  principle  of  vital  importance  to  the  phy- 
sical and  social  well-being  of  the  poorer 
classes  of  society,  whilst  the  due  obser- 
vance of  the  Sunday  was  a  duty  of  solemn 
obligation  upon  all  classes  of  the  commu- 
nity, they  agreed  to  take  such  measures 
as  were  best  calculated  to  press  the  subject 
on  the  attention  of  the  Government  and 
the  Legislature.  So  far  as  the  Govern- 
ment had  hitherto  acted,  he  and  those 
whose  petitions  he  was  supporting,  were  in 
entire  accordance;  but  the  Government 
now  said  that  they  had  done  enough, 
whereas  he  and  the  petitioners  said  that  a 
great  deal  more  could  and  ought  to  be 
done.  The  Government  wished  to  stand 
still,  while  he  and  the  petitioners  maintain- 
ed that  the  Government  ought  to  go  for- 
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ward.     Tho  demand  he  and  the  petitioners 
made  was  simply  this,  that  every  town 
and  city  of  the  united  kingdom  should  he 
put  on  the  same  footing  as  the  metropolis 
in   respect  of   post-office  work.       They 
simply  required  that  the  metropolis  should 
he  tlie  model  to  be  imitated  in  all  postal 
matters  in  every  town  and  city  in  the  king- 
dom.    They  asked  that  a  rule  should  bo 
established  to  prohibit  the  collection  and 
delivery  of  letters  and  the  transmission  of 
mails  on  the  Lord's  day.     When  he  said 
the  transmission  of  the  mail,  he  meant  the 
mail  bags;  he  did  not  propose  to  interfere 
with  the  passengers.     The  whole  question 
involved  in  this  debate  was  a  very  simple 
one;  ho  merely  asked  that  each  town  and 
city   in   the   united    kingdom    should   be 
placed  under  the  same  conditions  in  respect 
to  postal  matters  as  the  metropolis.      The 
petitioners  did  not  require  any  exemption 
from  taxation,  or  ask  for  any  political  pri- 
vilege.     They   sought  not  the  slightest 
benefit  for  themselves.    All  they  asked  for 
was,  theoretically,  the  adoption  of  a  prin- 
ciple which  they  held  to  be  sacred,  but 
practically  that  Parliament  should  extend 
relief  to  a  body  of  overtoiled  men,   and 
place  them  on  tne  same  footing  and  in  the 
same  condition  as  that  of  all  other  sub- 
jects in  Her  Majesty's  dominions.     This 
was  the  long  and  short  of  their  demand, 
and  he  could  not  understand  in  what  man- 
ner it  could  reasonably  be   resisted.     It 
had  indeed  been  said  that  the  plan  was 
impracticable;  but  that  was  the  invariable 
answer  which  had   been  given  to   every 
proposition  he  had  ever  submitted  to  tho 
House,  but  which  nevertheless  had  since 
been  carried  into  effect.     But  if  Govern- 
ment gave  him  this  reply,  what,  he  would 
ask,  had  their  own  functionaries  said  upon 
the  subject?     The  resolution  he  was  about 
to  propose  might  be  divided  into  two  dis- 
tinct parts:  first,  it  required  the  cessation 
of  the  collection  and  delivery  of  letters  in 
all  the  post-ofiices  of  the  united  kingdom 
on  the  Lord's  day.     What  was  Mr.  Row- 
land Hill's  testimony   upon   that   point  ? 
In  his  minute  of  the  5th  of  January,  he 
said — 

"As  regards  collection  and  delivery,  London  is 
already  in  tho  state  proposed,  and  though  the  de- 
livery of  Sunday  in  provincial  towns  is  probably 
the  hoaviost  in  the  week,  still  there  could  be  no 
insuperable  obstacle  to  placing  any  other  town, 
whero  the  inhabiunts  in  general  so  desired  it,  in 
a  similar  position." 

In  the  same  minute  he  observed — 

"  Tlie  former — that  is,  suspension  of  collection 
and  delivery — ^might  b«  adopted  without  detri 


ment  in  detail,  according  to  the  wish  of  caoh  par- 
ticular place." 

The  surveyors  of  the  Post  Office,  summon- 
ed to  London  to  give  their  opinion  and 
counsel  on  the  subject,  said — 

"  With  respect  to  the  total  suspension  of  all 
delivery  on  Sunday,  it  is  obvious  that  the  mea- 
sure would  be  a  great  boon  to  the  servants  of  the 
Post  Office,  and,  if  the  public  mind  is  prepared  to 
acquiesce  in  such  a  proposition,  we  do  not  per- 
ceive that  it  is  liable  to  any  objection  on  the  part 
of  the  Post  Office." 

He  was  justified,  therefore,  in  saying  that 
there  was  no  objection  on  the  part  of  the 
Post  Office  in  respect  to  the  first  part  of 
his  resolution.  If  they  would  examine  all 
those  who  had  the  greatest  experience  of 
their  postal  system  —  bankers,  traders, 
commercial  men  of  all  grades,  they  would 
say  that  no  evil  whatever,  but,  on  the  con- 
trary, a  vast  amount  of  good,  had  arisen 
out  of  that  amount  of  restriction  on  tho 
Sunday  delivery  which  existed  in  the  me- 
tropolis. He  recollected  a  few  years  ago, 
when  a  notion  prevailed  that  a  Sunday  do- 
livery  was  about  to  take  place  in  London, 
that  a  stronger  feeling  was  manifested  and 
greater  efforts  were  made  to  resist  the 
plan  than  any  he  ever  knew  to  have  been 
displayed  in  the  whole  course  of  his  pub- 
lic life  on  any  subject  that  ever  agitated 
the  public  mind.  To  pass  now  to  the 
second  part  of  the  subject  of  tho  Motion — 
the  non- transmission  of  the  mail-bags;  in 
reference  to  this,  the  report  of  the  survey- 
ors was : — 

"  The  operation  of  such  a  measure  would  be 
most  unequal,  being  comparatively  harmless  with 
respect  to  all  towns  situated  within  200  to  200 
miles  of  London,  but  acting  with  increased  le- 
vcrity  upon  the  interests  of  all  towns  situated  be- 
yond that  limit." 

So  that  within  a  radius  of  250  miles,  the 
transmission  of  the  mails  on  Sunday 
might  be  stopped  without  any  injury  re- 
sulting— [**  No  !"] — at  least,  it  would  bo 
**  comparatively  harmless.'*  Now  a  radius 
of  250  miles  would  comprise  the  whole  of 
England  to  the  east  and  south  coasts,  to 
the  west  as  far  as  Plymouth  and  Bangor, 
and  to  the  north  as  far  as  the  borders  of 
Durham  and  Westmoreland.  It  so  hap- 
pened that  nearly  all  the  English  towns  of 
importance,  except  Newcastle  and  Carlisle, 
were  within  a  range  of  250  miles,  and  the 
mail  from  London  even  at  present  reached 
Carlisle  at  7.55  on  Monday  morning,  and 
Newcastle  at  9;  so  that  the  inconvenience 
would  practically  amount  to  nothing. 
Scotland  and  Ireland  would  no  doubt  be 
affected  by  the  proposed  regulatioa^  Sc^t<- 
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land  to  this  extent,  that  the  Monday  mor- 
ning delivery  would  ho  postponed  to  the 
afternoon,  and  in  some  parts  of  Ireland  it 
would  he  postponed  to  the  Tuesday  mor- 
ning. But  there  was  this  very  remarkahle 
fact,  testifying  the  feeling  of  great  masses 
of  the  people  upon  this  suhject,  that  not- 
withstanding it  was  known  that  this  re- 
sult would  take  place,  Ireland  had  peti- 
tioned very  largely  indeed  for  the  carrying 
the  whole  of  the  resolution;  and  Scotland 
— including  the  great  commercial  town  of 
Glasgow — had  sent  petitions  for  the  total 
measure,  with  253,157  signatures  up  to 
the  14th  of  May  only.  But  there  was  no 
doubt  that  the  second  part  of  the  Motion 
was  open  to  much  more  dehate  than  the 
first ;  indeed,  to  the  first  it  seemed  altoge- 
ther impossible  that  any  effective  opposi- 
tion could  be  made,  for  the  proposed  regu- 
lation would  do  no  more  than  place  the 
provincial  towns  and  cities  upon  the  foot- 
ing of  London,  and  make  Sunday  the 
blank  day  in  the  provinces  instead  of  Mon- 
day. Now,  although  he,  and  those  whom 
he  represented,  retained  their  opinion  as 
to  the  feasibility  of  carrying  the  whole  re- 
solution into  effect,  and  the  benefit  that 
would  result  from  it,  yet  as  upon  the  second 
part  there  was  a  great  difference  of  opinion, 
not  only  among  those  who  had  not  yet  made 
up  their  minds  altogether,  but  even  among 
those  who  had  signed  many  of  these  peti- 
tions, he  was  prepared  to  amend  the  reso- 
lution in  this  respect,  and  instead  of  pro- 
posing, in  the  terms  of  his  notice,  an  ad- 
dress asking  for  measures  to  bo  taken  to 
stop  the  collection  and  delivery  of  letters, 
and  also  the  transmission  of  mails  on  the 
Lord's  day,  he  would  move — 

"  That  an  Address  bo  presented  to  Iler  Majes- 
tj,  praying  that  measures  might  be  taken  for  the 
extension  of  the  system  of  rest  on  the  Sabbath  in 
tho  London  Post  Office  to  the  provinces,  and  that 
the  collection  and  delivery  of  letters  should  en- 
tirely cease  on  that  day  in  all  parts  of  the  king- 
dom— [the  word  'collection'  was  a  technical  term, 
And  did  not  mean  the  dropping  of  letters  into  the 
box,  but  the  sorting  and  tho  arrangement] — and 
also  that  Her  Majesty  would  call  inquiry  to  be 
made  as  to  how  £ir,  without  injury  to  the  public 
service,  the  transmbsion  of  mails  on  the  1iOrd*s 
day  should  entirely  cease." 

The  resolution  so  modified  should  surely 
meet  the  acceptance  of  the  House,  con- 
sidering the  vast  body  of  petitioners  who 
prayed  for  the  first  part  of  the  resolution; 
and  that  in  regard  to  tho  other  the  House 
was  only  asked  to  address  the  Crown  to 
cause  inquiry  whether  so  great  a  boon,  so 
ardently  desired,  might  not  be  conferred 
iriibout  injury  to  the  public  service.     Let 


the  House  consider  the  great  importance 
and  value  of  such  an  arrangement.  The 
benefit  to  be  derived  would  not  be  limited 
to  the  few  thousands  who  were  corifined 
within  the  wall  of  the  Post  Ofiice,  or  en- 
gaged in  the  carrying  of  mails,  but  would 
extend  to  all  the  receivers  of  letters — the 
bankers,  merchants,  and,  above  all,  tho 
clerks  and  ofiicial  persons  in  the  counting- 
houses  and  houses  of  business,  who  were 
compelled,  by  necessity,  as  it  were,  against 
their  own  desire,  to  engage  in  a  great  deal 
of  business  on  the  Lord's  day.  Surely 
some  certain  period  of  returning  repose 
should  be  secured  for  our  overwrought 
people.  Every  Gentleman  present  might 
be  appealed  to,  to  testify  in  his  own  persou 
to  the  satisfaction  which  he  felt  on  the  re- 
turn of  the  Sunday,  if  only  from  the  con- 
sciousness which  he  had  that  he  should 
not  be  compelled  to  hear  the  everlasting 
rap  of  the  postman  at  the  door,  and  to 
answer  letters  time  after  time  during  the 
day.  Appeals  might  be  made  to  tho 
House  upon  many  grounds  to  induce  them 
to  consent  to  the  measure  proposed  to 
them :  first  and  foremost,  upon  the  ground 
of  the  Scriptural  character  of  the  institu- 
tion, and  the  religious  obligation  of  the 
day.  Without  entering  into  any  theologi- 
cal argument,  this  might  at  least  be  said, 
that  all  who  received  either  Testament,  or 
both — the  Jew,  the  Roman  Catholic,  the 
Church  of  England,  all  the  reformed 
churches  of  the  Continent,  the  Wcsleyans, 
the  Protestant  Dissenters — all  recognised 
the  divine  institution  of  the  Sabbath,  and 
carried  into  practice,  as  well  as  confessed, 
the  obligation  of  the  observance  of  one 
day  in  seven  for  the  purpose  of  worship 
and  repose.  This  obligation  was  univer- 
sal. There  was  no  distinction  of  persons, 
or  callings,  or  stations,  or  pursuits,  of 
times  or  circumstances — it  was  binding 
upon  all.  The  only  exception  was  that 
constituted  by  works  of  piety,  charity,  or 
necessity.  The  wonderful  adaptation  of 
this  institution  to  the  social,  physical,  and 
religious  wants  of  man  was,  if  there  were 
no  other,  an  argument  for  the  divine  char- 
acter of  the  institution.  That  it  was  par- 
ticularly suited  to  the  case  of  those  whose 
necessities  called  them  to  daily  toil,  had 
been  well  proved  in  those  remarkable  re- 
cent productions,  the  prize  essays  by  work- 
ing men  on  the  temporal  advantages  of 
the  Sabbath,  in  which  the  men  stated 
their  own  experience  and  recorded  their 
own  feelings,  and  showed  how  their  aspi- 
rations and  their  wants  were  met  by  the 
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recurring  day  of  worship  and  repose.  The 
House  might  almost  he  appealed  to  on  the 
ground  of  justice ;  they  were  imposing 
upon  their  puhlic  servants  in  this  depart- 
ment a  duty  which  they  did  not  impose 
upon  any  other, '  nor  upon  themselves,  for 
they  took  good  care  to  secure,  not  only 
the  Sunday,  hut  the  Saturday,  for  them- 
selves. These  persons,  although  in  re- 
ceipt of  public  salaries,  had  rights  inahen- 
able,  privileges  that  could  not  be  taken 
away,  or  even  suspended,  except  upon  the 
ground  of  puhlic  overwhelming  necessity. 
Now,  if  necessity  was  the  plea  for  continu- 
ing this  Sabbath  labour,  the  truth  of  the 
argument  should  he  proved  by  instantly 
opening  the  London  Post  Office;  if  neces- 
sity was  not  the  plea,  as  it  could  not  be, 
then  the  provinces  and  London  should  he 
put  upon  an  equality.  This  was  also  a 
sanitary  question — a  question  of  health, 
concerning  all  engaged  in  this  labour ;  and 
Gentlemen  might  well  direct  their  atten- 
tion to  the  consequences  of  overtoil,  the 
vast  amount  of  widowhood  and  orphanage 
resulting  from  the  premature  death  of 
those  who  were  taxed  beyond  their  power. 
The  proposed  limitation  might,  among 
its  benefits,  produce  that  of  somewhat 
extending,  if  not  life,  the  workiug  pow- 
ers of  thousands.  If  relaxation  was  ne- 
cessary for  those  who  lived  in  a  great 
measure  of  ease,  how  requisite  it  must 
be  for  those  sons  of  toil  who  laboured 
from  morning  to  night,  and  in  many  in- 
stances through  the  night  into  the  mor- 
ning !  Would  the  Houso  listen  to  a  work- 
ing man  speaking  his  own  feeling  in  one 
of  these  prize  essays — Heaven's  Antidote 
to  the  Curse  of  Labour  ?  The  writer  was 
showing  that  we  were  not  only  to  look  to 
the  cessation  of  bodily  toil,  but  of  wear  and 
tear  of  mind — that  change  of  occupation 
which  gave  refreshment  and  constituted 
repose,  as  so  many  working  men  found  in 
passing  from  the  severity  of  toil  to  active 
labour  in  Sunday-schools  on  the  Sabbath. 
The  writer  said — 

"  It  is  not  enough  that  a  race  of  rational  beings 
sliould  be  dealt  with  on  the  mercenary  principles 
adopted  with  respect  to  our  beasts  of  burden. 
Man's  twofold  nature — his  nobler  capabilities — 
his  elevation  as  a  moral  agent — his  soul,  resplend- 
ent even  in  its  ruins — challenge  a  loftier  recogni- 
tion of  his  claims  than  is  duo  to  the  mere  drudges 
of  creation.  To  calculate  the  daily  ravages  com- 
mitted upon  the  loins,  the  muscles,  and  the  limbs 
of  labour,  and  to  dole  out  the  minimum  amount 
of  rest  and  nutriment  that  will  suffice  to  repair 
these  damages — to  barely  maintain  the  equilibrium 
of  functional  waste  and  supply  at  the  smallest 
possible  sacrifice  of  their  services — h  to  embruto 


the  labouring  population  ;  yea,  to  degrade  beings 
originally  fashioned  in  the  image  of  God  into  mere 
animate  machines  to  bo  used  in  the  production  of 
wealth,  luxury,  and  patrician  indulgences,  in  which 
they  are  never  suffered  to  participate.  Instead 
of  which,  they  are  doomed,  through  the  elasticity 
of  youth,  the  vigour  of  manhood,  and  the  decrepi- 
tude of  age,  to  spend  all  their  intervals  of  relaxa- 
tion from  physical  exertion  in  eating,  in  drinking, 
or  in  sleeping — and  all  of  this  only  to  gather  fresh 
power  for  the  strained  sinews,  and  new  moisture 
for  the  dripping  brow !  But  man  yearns  for  a 
higher  order  of  repose  than  this  ;  something  more 
congenial  with  the  diviner  indwellings  of  his  being. 
Not  the  mere  oblivion  of  the  senses ;  not  the  luxu- 
rious stretch  of  the  tired  limbs ;  not  the  subdued 
throbbings  of  the  overwrought  brain  :  not  alone 
the  casting  out  of  mortal  weariness  and  pAin ;  not 
a  rest  altogether  imposed  by  physical  necessity, 
but  a  rest  that  nuiy  be  wakefully,  intelligently, 
and  complacently  enjoyed.  Such  a  want  is  de- 
lightfully supplied  by  the  institution  of  the  Sab- 
bath ! " 

We  were  all  aware  of  the  movement  for 
the  early  closing  of  shops,  and  for  the 
limitation  of  the  hours  of  labour  in  fac- 
tories: were  these  departments  alone  to 
be  thus  benefited  ?  All  the  advantages 
of  rapid  locomotion  and  communication  re- 
doubled the  toil  of  those  whose  case  was 
now  especially  before  the  House;  were 
they  alone  to  be  as  a  Pariah  race,  excluded 
from  the  enjoyments  of  the  rest  of  the 
community  ?  The  matter  was  very  simple. 
The  simple  demand  was,  that  there  should 
be  transferred  to  the  country  the  benefits 
and  restrictions  to  which  we  so  willingly 
submitted  in  this  great  commercial  city. 
The  working  man  just  quoted  said — 

**  The  Sabbath,  as  a  day  of  relaxation  and  re- 
freshment, should  be  esteemed  piously  by  the 
working  classes  in  particular.  The  statesman, 
the  merchant,  the  manufacturer,  and  even  the 
tradesman,  can  often  escape  the  duties  or  emanci- 
pate themselves  from  the  thrall  of  business  ;  and, 
vanishing  from  their  respective  engagements,  may 
embark  for  foreign  travel,  and  luxuriate  awhile  in 
some  invigorating  clime ;  or,  wandering  up  and 
down  our  own  fair  isle  in  search  of  health,  may 
halt  at  spots  rich  in  historic  interest,  and  in  me- 
morials of  ancient  fame,  or  may  visit  the  wonder- 
teeming  cities  and  towns  reared  by  modern  enter- 
prise ;  or  else,  if  wearied  with  the  excitement  of 
such  scenes,  may  turn  aside,  for  a  season,  to  the 
margin  of  the  ocean,  and  there  inhale  health  and 
gladness  from  its  bracing  breezes  ;  refresh  their 
bodies  in  its  living  waters  :  and  soothe  the  irrita- 
tion of  their  feelings  with  the  music  of  its  mur- 
murings.  But  not  so  the  poor  workiug  man.  He 
cannot  go  beyond  his  tether.  He  can  rarely  cast 
off  his  collar.  From  morning's  dawn  to  evening's 
close,  and  often  into  the  deep  shadows  of  the  night 
— through  scenes  of  sorrow  and  tribulation,  and 
the  incipient  stages  of  disease — his  necessities 
chain  him  to  his  post.  Condemned,  like  Sisyphus 
of  old,  to  roll  the  stone  of  labour  up  the  steep  ac- 
clivity of  life,  which,  on  having  neared  the  sum- 
mit, rebounds  to  its  starting  point  again — he  finds 
himself,  after  the  disbursement  of  his  scanty  waget^ 
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again  at  tho  bottom  of  the  mountain,  yoked  to  hii 
hopeless  task,  and  compelled  to  begin  anew  the 
nphill  struggle.  But  cheer  thee,  child  of  travail ! 
The  bless^  Sabbath  is  thine  own  !  It  is  the  ex- 
cellent gift  of  th?  Maker — see,  then,  that  no  man 
rob  thee  of  thy  boon  !  It  is  the  heirloom  of  thy 
family — see  that  it  be  not  alienated  firom  their 
possession ! " 

He  (Lord  Ashley)  lioped  he  had  ahstained 
from  touching  anything  that  might  give 
rise  to  theologlced  controversy;  hut  he 
could  not  repress  the  expression  of  his 
strong  feeling  of  the  immense  goodness 
and  wisdom  of  God  in  the  institution  of 
this  period  of  returning  rest,  and  of  the 
immense  injustice  of  those  who  would  re- 
fuse the  participation  of  it  to  their  fellow- 
creatures.  He  felt  great  comfort  in  ihfi 
oonsciousnesB  that  ho  was  speaking  the 
sentiments  of  more  than  a  million  of  his 
fellow-countrymen  upon  this  great  subject. 
He  rejoiced  that  here  vox  populi  and  vox 
Dei  were  in  strict  harmony.  No  new  law 
was  asked  for,  no  restriction  upon  the  free- 
dom of  the  enjoyment  of  others,  nothing 
that  could  in  the  least  interfere  with  any 
privileges,  rights,  liberties,  immunities; 
out  simply  that  the  power  be  given  to  these 
tons  of  toil  to  enjoy,  if  so  disposed,  the 
opportunity  of  observing  the  law  of  their 
Grod,  and  of  *'  remembering  the  Sabbath- 
day  that  they  might  keep  it  holy.** 
Motion  made,  and  Question  put — 

"  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to  Her 
Majesty,  representing  the  great  desire  which  exists 
in  all  parts  of  the  United  Kingdom,  for  an  exten- 
sion of  that  rest  on  the  Lord's  Day  which  is  afford- 
ed in  the  London  Post  Office  to  the  Post  Offices 
of  tho  provincial  towns,  and  praying  that  Her 
Majesty  will  bo  CTaciously  pleased  to  direct,  that 
the  collection  and  delircry  of  letters  shall,  in  fu- 
ture, entirely  cease  on  Sunday  in  all  parts  of  the 
kingdom : — And,  also,  that  Her  Majesty  will  cause 
an  inquiry  to  be  made  as  to  how  far,  without  in- 
jury to  the  public  Service,  the  transmission  of  the 
Mails  on  the  Lord's  Day  might  be  diminished,  or 
entirely  suspended." 

Mr.  cowan  seconded  the  Motion. 

Tho  CHANCELLOR  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER  could  assure  his  noble  Friend  and 
the  House,  that  in  opposing  the  Motion  he 
was  fully  sensible  of  the  deep  feeling  en- 
tertained by  many  persons  upon  this  sub- 
ject, and  should  be  exceedingly  sorry  to  bo 
supposed,  from  any  word  that  he  should  say, 
to  differ  at  all  from  the  view  the  noble  Lord 
had  expressed  of  the  value  of  the  Sabbath- 
day.  But  this  Motion  went  but  a  very 
small  way  towards  carrying  that  view  into 
effect.  If  the  object  were  that  no  labour 
should  be  performed  on  the  Sabbath,  a 
Tery  different  Motion  would  bo  required; 
because,  even  as  to  penonB  employed  in 


the  public  service,  the  noble  Lord  was  in 
error  when  he  supposed  that  tho  parties  em- 
ployed in  the  Post  Office  were  the  only  per- 
sons upon  whom  Sunday  labour  was  imposed. 
What  did  he  say  to  the  case  of  the  police, 
the  exciseman,  the  coast-guard,  the  cus- 
tomhouse officer,  all  of  whom  were  called 
upon  to  perform  duties  on  the  Sun- 
day? Ue  (the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer) had  mentioned  persons  connected 
with  his  own  department;  but  there  were 
many  other  classes  of  servants,  private  and 
public,  from  whom  the  noble  Lord  could 
not  venture  to  propose  to  take  away  the 
burden  of  Sunday  labour.  That  it  should 
be  reduced  to  a  minimum,  both  in  public 
and  private  establishments,  no  one  felt 
more  strongly  than  himself;  and  he  hoped 
to  show  that  upon  this  subject  tho  Govern- 
ment had  not  been  negligent,  but  had, 
within  the  last  two  years,  carried  that 
principle  to  an  extent  never  contemplated 
previously,  and  far  exceeding  what  had 
been  done  in  the  last  half-century.  lie 
had  to  thank  the  noble  Lord  for  acknow- 
ledging so  frankly  what  the  Government 
had  done;  because  for  the  last  six  months 
the  Government  had  been  subjected  to  the 
grossest  mis-statements  of  fact  as  to  what 
they  had  been  doing  for  the  past  two 
years.  For  those  two  years  the  noble 
Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Post  Office  depart- 
ment, and  gentlemen  connected  with  the 
administration  of  that  office,  had  been  un- 
remitting in  their  endeavours  to  reduce  the 
amount  of  Sunday  labour;  and  it  was  a 
proof  how  strangely  things  were  sometimes 
taken  up  in  this  country,  that  the  very 
measure  which  effected  the  largest  reduc- 
tion was  treated  as  one  of  the  opposite 
direction,  and  tending  very  largely  to  in- 
crease Sunday  labour!  He  could  not  help 
suspecting  some  portion  of  the  feeling 
manifested  had  taken  its  rise  in  the  mis- 
statements which  were  circulated  in  the 
country  upon  this  question;  he  did  not  at 
all  mean  to  say  that  an  honest  feeling  did 
not  exist  upon  tho  subject,  but  the  most 
extraordinary  mis-statements  had  been  cir- 
culated, and  conduct  was  imputed  to  the 
Government  the  very  reverse  of  that  which 
they  were  pursuing.  He  would  state  gen- 
erally the  effect  of  the  measures  the  Go- 
vernment had  pursued.  The  effect  had 
been  to  relieve  from  any  Sunday  labour, 
preventing  attendance  on  divine  worship, 
no  less  than  8,000  persons  in  the  united 
kingdom.  The  measures  which  excited  so 
much  feeling  was  tho  temporary  employ- 
ment of  about  25  olorka  in  London  on  the 
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Sunday  for  a  very  few  months;  27  clerks 
had  hecn  employed  in  the  London  Post 
Office  on  Sunday  for  years  without  exciting 
observation,  and  it  was  proposed  to  em- 
ploy temporarily  25  more;  and  that  was  a 
portion  of  a  general  measure — and  it  was 
unjust  to  consider  what  took  place  in  one 
particular   town,  and   exclude  what   took 
place  in  the  rest  of  the  country — that  was 
part  of  a  general  measure,  by  which  in 
England  upwards  of  6,000  persons  were 
relieved.     It  had  since  been  extended  to 
Scotland  and   Ireland,   and   2,000  more 
were  relieved.     But  what  had   been  the 
effect  with  respect  to  London,  where  the 
outcry  arose?     Why,  not  only  had  the  ad- 
ditional  employment  of   25   persons    (to 
bring  the  new  system  into  operation)  been 
discontinued,  but  the  27  persons  hereto- 
fore employed  had  by  subsequent  arrange- 
ments been  reduced  to  four.     In  London 
the  27  persons  employed  had  been  reduced 
to  a  clerk  and  three  messengers;  and  in 
the  country   generally  the  persons  con- 
nected with  the  Post  Office  had  been  re- 
lieved to  the  number  of  8,000;  and  with 
the  exception  of  those  who  attended  to  the 
receipt  and  delivery  of  the  mails,  in  the 
few  cases  when  they  happened  to  arrive 
during  church  time,  and  who  would  not 
be  relieved  even  by  the  proposal  of  the 
Doble    Lord,    no    person    was    debarred 
from  the  opportunity  of  attending  public 
worship  on  Sunday.     He  would  appeal  to 
the  Uouse  whether  such  attacks  as  had 
been  made  upon  the  Post  Office  depart- 
ment were  justified;  he  had  certainly  felt 
very  strongly  the  exceeding  injustice  of  the 
attacks  made  upon  the  department  by  per- 
sons who  never  took  the  trouble  to  ascer- 
tain what  the  facts  were.     He  hoped  the 
House  would  take  what  the  Government 
had  done  as  a  pledge  and  earnest  that  they 
were  willing  to  the  greatest  possible  degree 
they  believed  practicable  to  carry  further 
this  reduction  of  Sunday  labour;  and  he 
was  perfectly  ready,  with  reference  to  the 
latter  part  of  this  resolution,  to  undertake 
that  inquiry  should  be  made  how  far  it 
was  possible  still  further   to   reduce   the 
conveyance  of  the  mails  on  Sunday.     But 
the  proposal  of  the  noble  Lord  was,  first, 
that  there  should  be  no  collection  of  letters 
on  the  Sunday  in  the  country;  that  was, 
that  the  Post  Office  messengers  should  not 
be  sent  round  to  collect  the  letters,  but 
that  people  should  be  at  liberty  to  put  them 
in  on  the  Sunday — though,  if  there  was  to 
be  no  despatch  on  the  Sunday,  that  would 
not  be  of  much  advantage  to  them.    Now, 


so  far  as  the  Post  Office  was  concerned,  it 
was  perfectly  easy  to  close  the  office;  it  was 
a  question  for  the  public  to  determine  whe- 
ther they  wished  tohave  their  letters  on  Sun- 
day or  not ;  and  where  any  district  had 
expressed  its  wish  that  there  should  be  no 
collection  and  no  delivery  of  letters,  that 
wish  of  the  inhabitants  was  conformed  to. 
The  second  question  was  one  of  greater 
difficulty,  because  it  involved  a  very  con- 
siderable delay  in  the  transmission  of  let- 
ters to  many  parts  of  the  country.    It  was, 
after  all,  not  so  much  a  question  for  the 
Government  as  for  the  country  to  decide. 
If  the  country  was  prepared  to  forego  the 
receipt  and  delivery  of  its  letters  on  Sun- 
dav,  and  to  submit  to  the  inconvenience 
which  the   delay  of  the  transmission   of 
mails  on   Sunday  would  impose  upon  it, 
there  was  no  difficulty,  so  far  as  the  Post 
Office  was   concerned.     But  he  believed 
that  the  country  would  find  that  this  im* 
posed  exceedingly  great  difficulty  and  hard- 
ship upon  it ;  and  he  confessed  that  he 
thought  he  was  faithfully  representing  the 
great  majority  of  the  people  when  he  said 
that  such  a  course  ought  not  to  be  adopted. 
Within  the  last  two  years  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  Bath  presented  a  petition 
from  that  city,  urging  that  the  Post  Office 
should  be  closed  on  the  Sunday.     It  was 
closed  after  ten  o'clock,  with  the  general 
approbation   of  the  inhabitants ;    but  no 
sooner  was  the  arrangement  adopted  than 
a  counter  petition  was  presented,  showing 
the  hardship  that  the  measure  asked  for 
would  inflict  upon  them ;  they  stated  that 
the  persons  living  there  had  connexions  in 
every  part  of  the  globe,  and  that  early  in- 
telligence from  them  and  communication 
to  them  was  an  object  of  great  solicitude. 
Was  not  that  so  with  all  persons  of  all 
classes,  from  the  highest  to  the  lowest? 
In  the  case  of  the  highest,  indeed,  many 
means  of  obviating  the  difficulty  might  be 
resorted  to.     It  was  easy  to  send  a  mes- 
sage by  electric  telegraph,  or  to  send  a 
messenger — for  the   noble   Lord   did  not 
propose  to  stop  the  trains.     But  that  was 
not  in  the  power  of  the  great  majority — it 
was  not  in  the  power  of  the  poorer  or  the 
working  classes ;    and    believing    that  to 
them,  no  less  than  to  the  wealthy,  early 
intelligence  from  friends  and  relations  was 
an  object  of  great  interest   and   anxious 
solicitude,  he  was  unwilling  to  debar  them 
from  the  advantage  which  the  Post  Office 
gave  them.     The  question  had  been  raised 
in  the  United  States,  in  many  parts  of 
which  Btricter  notions  prevailed  upon  the 
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observance  of  the  Sabbath  than  in  Eng- 
land; but  upon  consideration  they  came  to 
the  same  conclusion  as  he  hoped  that 
House  would  come  to.  They  were  desirous 
of  a  diminution  of  Sunday  labour,  but  they 
felt  that  it  could  not  be  utterly  discon- 
tinued; that  the  comfort  and  happiness  of  a 
large  portion  of  the  people  were  essentially 
promoted  by  the  regular  transmission  of  the 
mails.  This  was  not  a  question  of  revenue; 
the  revenue  would  not  be  affected  materially 
by  the  decision;  he  utterly  disclaimed  that 
consideration;  but  he  believed  the  comfort 
and  happiness  of  a  great  portion  of  the  peo- 
ple were  promoted  by  a  very  small  degree  of 
Sunday  labour  in  the  transmission  of  the 
mails,  and  he  believed  the  evil  was  much  less 
than  the  advantage.  Wherever  Sunday 
labour  could  be  diminished,  the  Govern- 
ment were  perfectly  ready  to  diminish  it ; 
but  they  did  not  think  it  would  conduce  to 
the  real  happiness  of  the  great  body  of  the 
people  that  it  should  be  utterly  and  en- 
tirely discontinued. 

Colonel  THOMPSON  said,  he  had 
many  years  ago  expressed  his  views  on  the 
subject  of  Sabbath  observance,  in  a  man- 
ner that  would  make  it  be  considered  an 
act  of  either  hypocrisy  or  cowardice  on  his 
part  were  he  to  decline  to  state  his  senti- 
ments now  with  equal  plainness.  The 
noble  Lord  began  by  stating  that  he  would 
decline  all  theological  argument,  that  he 
would  make  no  theological  statements;  and 
then  all  he  said  was  this — that  all  Scrip- 
ture, all  churches,  all  sects,  were  unani- 
mous on  the  question  of  the  Sabbath.  He 
(Colonel  Thompson),  however,  must  de- 
clare that  while  Christianity  and  not  Ju- 
diusm  was  the  religion  of  the  great  majo- 
rity of  this  country,  there  must  be  a  great 
multitude  of  men — silent,  perhaps — not 
wishing  to  put  forth  their  ideas  with  force 
or  violence,  or  even  energy — who  believed 
that  the  observance  of  the  Sabbath  ac- 
cording to  the  Jewish  law,  was  not  only 
not  ordered,  but  prohibited  to  Christians. 
The  great  Authorof  Christianity  himself  was 
exposed  to  imputations  on  this  head;  and 
the  like  would  probably  not  fail  to  be  thrown 
out  against  his  humblest  follower.  The 
Author  of  Christianity  himself  opposed  the 
prevailing  notions  on  the  subject  of  Sabbath 
observance;  and  another,  second  only  to 
him,  the  Apostle  Paul,  styled  par  excel- 
lence the  Apostle  of  the  Geutiles,  com- 
manded those  to  whom  he  wrote  to  allow 
no  man  to  judge  them  in  that  matter. 
Other  things  were  included  in  that  injunc- 
tion^ to  which  he  would  not  allude  by  name, 


lest  he  should  excite  a  smile,  according  to 
the  practice  which  he  was  sorry  to  see  too 
prevalent  in  the  House.     Christianity  had 
liberated  its  professors  from  the  most  oner- 
ous rite  of  the  Jewish  law,  but  only  on  the 
same  authority  which  had  liberated  them 
from  the  enforced  observance  of  the  Sab- 
bath.    No  mention  is  ever  made  of  the  be- 
lief of  any  of  the  Apostles  in  the  obligation 
of  the  Jewish  Sabbath,  except  to  disavow 
it.  Mention  is  made  of  the  **  Lord's  Day," 
a  fitting  appellation  to  give  to  the  first  day 
of  the  week  in  commemoration  of  the  great 
event  which   on  that  day  had  occurred, 
and  which  it  was  proper  should  be  kept 
continually  before  the  eyes  of  Christians. 
But  was  there  any  record  of  that  day  being 
kept  according  to  the  requirements  of  Ju- 
daism?   The  only   statement  found,  was 
that  the  disciples  met  on   that  day  and 
made  charitable  contributions.  If  the  prac- 
tice  of  the   early  Christian  Church  was 
looked  at,  no  trace  could  be  found  of  the 
Sabbath,  or  any  substitute,  being  observed 
in  the  manner  prescribed  by  the  law  of 
Moses.     On  the  contrary,  the  first  day  of 
the  week  was  regarded  as  a  day  of  enjoy- 
ment; and  such  was  the  practice  still  in 
countries  professing  the  faith   of  Rome, 
which  though  not  admitted  by  a  majority 
in  this  country  as  a  creed,  was  undeniably 
of  value  as  an  antiquarian  record.     In  any 
such  continental  town,  Sunday  might  be 
seen  as  the  day  of  enjoyment ;  and  not 
Sunday,  but  the  representative  of  a  more 
painful    and    equally  solemn    event,  was 
chosen  for  the  day  of  self-denial,  as  was 
testified  by  the  Vendredi  Bclache  on  the 
door  of  every  theatre.     If  the  Confession 
of  Augsburg  was  consulted,  it  would  be 
seen  that  the  obligation  to  observe  Sun- 
day,   Pentecost,  and  other  festivals,  was 
protested   against  by  the   earliest  collec- 
tion of  Protestant  Reformers,  as  an  im- 
position  not  obligatory   upon   Christians. 
If  the  House  laid  its  commands  on  him,  he 
would  read  them  the  whole  cither  in  excel- 
lent Latin  or  very  antiquated  English;  but 
he  would  recommend  to  hon.  Members  to 
read  it  for  themselves  in  the  library  of  the 
British  Museum,  where  they  might  take  it 
from  the    very  book  which  had  perhaps 
been  in  the  hands  of  those  who  went  to  the 
stake  upon  that  quarrel.    Luther  made  it  a 
point  to  buy  something  every  Sunday,  that 
he  might  show  his  Christian  liberty.  Calvin 
conceived  the  reason  why  the  Sabbath  was 
so  strictly  enforced  on  the  Jews  was,  that 
their  numerous  slaves  had  no  other  means 
of  obtaining  repose.    He  was  disappointed 
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that  bon.  GentlemeQ  opposite  did  not 
cheer  that  statement,  because  he  meant 
to  ask  them  in  reply  if  the  English  la- 
bourer was  in  that  servile  state  which  pre- 
vented him  from  maintaining  his  own 
cause.  The  Church  of  England  gave  the 
commandments  as  she  found  them  in  the 
Book  of  Exodus ;  but  he  would  ask  any 
bon.  Gentleman  who  could  say  his  cate- 
chism, whether  in  that  catechism  the 
Church  made  any  inference  as  to  the  obli- 
gatory character  of  the  Sabbath  ?  On  the 
contrary,  she  entirely  ignored  it.  He  knew 
there  was  something  on  the  subject  in  a 
Homily;  but,  he  would  ask,  what  was  there 
which  could  not  be  found  in  the  Homilies, 
or  some  insulated  portion  of  the  documents 
of  the  Church  ?  Transubstantiation  could 
be  found  there,  as  well  as  that  other  doc- 
trine about  which  so  much  agitation  pre- 
vailed at  the  present  moment,  and  which 
he  mentioned  because  it  had  been  produc- 
tive of  persecution  to  an  old  college  friend 
— the  doctrine  which  a  British  classic 
(Sterne),  himself  a  presbyter  in  the  Eng- 
lish Church,  had  held  up  as  the  object  of  the 
avowed  jest  of  Protestants,  under  the  de- 
scription of  baptism  par  le  tnoyen  d'une 
petite  canule.  Auricular  confession  could 
be  found  in  the  services  of  the  Church.  If 
he  was  an  unwise  bishop — and  such  things 
had  been  and  might  be  again — he  would 
not  allow  Christian  burial  to  man  or  woman 
who  had  not  made  auricular  confession  to 
his  satisfaction;  for  was  it  not  stated  in  the 
rubric  that  every  man  on  his  sick  bed  was 
to  be  exhorted  to  confess  his  weighty  sins — 
and  who  had  not  committed  weighty  sins  ? 
— nor  allow  it  to  any  Member  of  that  House 
who  ate  a  chop  in  Bellamy's  on  a  Friday 
— ["Hear, hear!'*] — for  was  it  not  written 
that  all  the  Fridays  in  the  year  were  fasts, 
and  did  not  he  therefore  who  had  eaten  and 
not  confessed,  die  in  hostility  with  the 
Church  ?  The  fact  was,  that  the  Church 
of  England  was  a  compromise,  and  a  sen- 
sible and  wise  Church  she  was  in  adopting 
that  course;  and  in  interpreting  her  doc- 
trines her  own  example  must  be  followed — 
the  main  points  taken,  and  the  accidental 
cast  aside.  Paley,  Arnold,  Whately,  and 
other  eminent  members  of  that  Church 
had  given  it  as  their  opinion  that  the  ob- 
servance of  the  Sabbath  was  not  obliga- 
tory, and  that  it  ought  to  be  resisted  by 
Christians.  He  would  instance  what  had 
been  his  own  share  of  suffering  in  conse- 
quence of  the  existing  cruel  rule.  He  had 
a  relative,  his  wife's  brother,  who  was  re- 
ported to  him  on  the  Saturday  afternoon  as 
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being  dangerously  ill.  It  proved  to  be  one 
of  the  earliest  cases  of  cholera;  though  no 
one  then  knew  it.  He  hastened  to  sec  him 
in  one  of  the  suburban  villages.  It  was 
too  late  that  night  to  write  to  his  sister, 
who  was  in  Paris.  On  Sunday  it  was  the 
will  and  pleasure  of  the  noble  Lord's  bro- 
ther sectaries,  that  no  intelligence  should  be 
sent.  At  one  o'clock  on  Monday  morning 
his  brother-in-law  died,  and  he  (Colonel 
Thompson)  had  the  melancholy  duty  to 
write  to  his  sister  that  her  brother  was 
dead,  and  that  a  savage  sectarianism  had 
prevented  his  danger  from  being  communi- 
cated to  her.  Was  it  Christian  that  such 
suffering  should  be  inflicted  upon  him  and 
upon  thousands  more  ?  But  there  was  no 
necessity  for  the  thing  even  on  the  adver- 
sary's own  showing.  Might  not  those  who 
had  this  work  to  do  on  the  Sunday,  have 
their  burden  alleviated  by  working  some 
on  one  day  and  some  on  the  other,  or  might 
it  not  be  done  by  men  who  had  no  religi- 
ous objection  ?  There  was  a  numerous  body 
in  this  country  whom  he  hoped  soon  to  see 
admitted  to  this  House  and  to  the  privi- 
leges of  citizens,  who  had  no  objection  to 
working  on  the  first  day  of  the  week,  by 
the  token  that  their  religious  rule  prohi- 
bited them  from  working  on  the  seventh; 
and  they  had  no  objection  to  other  persons 
working  for  them  on  their  Sabbath,  for  he 
happened  to  have  been  acquainted  with  a 
Jewish  family  who  kept  a  Christian  ser- 
vant to  stir  the  fire  for  them  on  Saturday* 
One  point  more.  He  had  no  confidence  in 
the  reported  acquiescence  of  the  higher 
commercial  classes.  In  a  commercial  town 
he  had  once  the  honour  to  represent,  he 
found  there  was  a  disposition  among  the 
richer  classes  of  merchants  to  delay  the 
post;  they  were  particular  in  requesting, 
that  their  post  letters  might  be  long  in 
coming.  That  seemed  to  him  a  paradox, 
and  he  sought  an  explanation;  and  he  dis- 
covered that  the  rich  merchants  had  an  idea 
that  201.,  which  was  the  cost  of  an  ex- 
press from  London,  was  often  well  spent 
if  they  could  keep  the  lower  class  of  mer- 
chants from  having  the  same  early  infor- 
mation. He  hoped  they  were  approaching 
the  time  when  the  observance  of  the  Sun- 
day, which  he  was  far  from  wishing  to 
abolish,  would  be  turned  to  the  advan- 
tage of  that  large  class  in  this  country 
who,  having  no  political  influence  at  this 
moment,  were  rising  to  knowledge  and  in- 
telligence which  would  soon  force  the  ne- 
cessity of  admitting  them  into  the  consti- 
tution.    When  were  thft^^  tdki^  \.^  V«»rcw^ 
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unless  upon  their  day  of  rest  ?  Would  it 
not  be  wise  to  encourage  the  desire;  and 
would  the  Houso  begin  by  declaring  that 
the  first  step  should  be  to  dcprivo  them  of 
the  means  of  receiving  a  communication 
from  or  sending  one  to  their  friends  upon 
that  day  ? 

Mr.  PLUMPTRE  said,  it  appeared  to 
him  that  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  en- 
tertaiued  the  opinion  that  the  observance 
of  the  Sabbath  was  not  of  perpetual  obli- 
ffation.  From  this  opinion  he  begged  to 
differ.  The  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
seemed  also  to  regard  the  exerciso  of  the 
Christian  religion  on  the  Sabbath  as  a 
severe  and  bitter  service,  and  that  he 
wished  to  be  exempted  from  it.  He  (Mr. 
Plnmptre)  did  not  sympathise  in  such  feel- 
ings. He  deemed  the  exercise  of  religion 
a  high  privilege  as  well  as  a  high  duty, 
and  that  they  involved  a  high  reward. 
As  well  might  the  command,  "  Thou  shalt 
eommit  no  murder,"  or  "  Thou  shalt  not 
steal,"  be  regarded  as  not  of  perpetual 
obligation,  as  to  say  that  the  obligation  to 
observe  the  Sabbath  departed  with  the 
Jewish  law.  The  right  hon.  the  Chancel- 
lor of  the  Exchequer  had  stated  that  the 
proposition  of  the  noble  Lord  did  not  go 
far  enough ;  and  he  instanced  the  cases  of 
policemen,  excisemen,  the  coast  guard, 
and  custom*house  officers,  all  of  whom 
were  required  to  labour  on  the  Sunday. 
The  distinction,  however,  in  the  oases  was 
thw :  labour  in  the  Post  Office  was  not  ab- 
solutely necessary—- in  the  other  oases  it 


Mr.  MUNTZ  was  glad  that  the  noble 
Lord  had  altered  the  latter  part  of  his 
Motion  as  it  stood  on  the  paper ;  because, 
although  he  was  anxious  to  prevent  the 
delivery  of  letters  on  Sunday,  he  had  no 
wish  to  stop  the  transmission  of  mails  on 
that  day.  Much  had  been  said  about  the 
hardship  to  which  post-office  officials  were 
aubjected  under  the  present  system;  but 
the  system  was  productive  of  great  incon- 
venienoe  to  private  individuals  also.  For 
his  part,  he  was  quite  tired  of  reading  and 
writing  letters  on  Sunday.  If  all  persons 
were  placed  on  the  same  footing,  no  injury 
eould  arise  to  any  one  from  the  abolition 
of  the  Sunday  delivery.  Take  his  word 
for  it,  that,  if  the  noble  Lord's  proposition 
were  carried  into  effect  throughout  the 
kingdom,  everybody  would  rejoice  at  it 
after  a  fortnight's  experience.  It  was 
farcical  to  pretend  that  the  delivery  of  let- 
tars  on  a  Sunday  was  a  matter  of  essential 
iwpotUuico  to  every  petty  provincial  town, 


when  the  merchants  of  this  great  metro« 
polis  went  without  their  correspondence  on 
that  day  without  complaint.  He  did  not 
rely  so  much  on  the  religious  part  of  the 
question  as  others  did ;  but  he  thought 
every  man  was  entitled  to  the  Sunday  as 
a  day  of  rest,  and  to  employ  it  as  he  liked. 
He  cared  not  whether  the  observance  of 
Sunday  sprang  from  Judaism  or  not.  How*, 
ever  established,  it  was  a  benefaction  to 
mankind.  His  own  experience  satisfied 
him  that  if  the  Legislature  and  the  Go- 
vernment were  not  to  maintain  the  obser- 
vance of  Sunday,  it  would  soon  be  con- 
verted into  a  workday.  Masters  would 
soon  force  their  workmen  to  labour  on 
Sunday,  as  some  masters  now  compelled 
their  men  to  work  longer  than  they  ought 
to  do  on  week-days.  For  the  reasons  he 
had  stated,  the  noble  Lord's  Motion  should 
receive  his  cordial  support. 

Mr.  FORSTER  denied  that  the  peti- 
tions presented  in  favour  of  the  noble 
Lord's  proposition  expressed  the  opinion  of 
the  more  intelligent  portion  of  the  com- 
munity. To  show  that  such  petitions  were 
got  up,  he  instanced  a  case  when,  a  peti- 
tion having  been  presented  purporting  to 
be  from  a  borough  of  15,000  inhabitants, 
and  signed  in  some  instances  by  persons 
whose  names  he  did  not  recognise,  a  coun- 
ter petition  was  sent  to  him  for  presenta- 
tion signed  by  the  magistrates  and  all  the 
principal  traders  and  Bhopkeepers  of  the 
place.  He  hoped  the  independent  Mem- 
bers of  that  House  would  have  the  courage, 
as  he  believed  they  had  the  inclination,  to 
oppose  the  Motion. 

The  House  divided: — ^Ayes  93;  Noes 
68:  Majority  25. 
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Uildyard,  T.  B.  T. 
Hodges,  T.  L. 
Ilorsnian,  £. 
Ilotham,  Lord 
Jormyn,  Earl 
Jolliffe,  Sir  W.  G.  II. 
Keating,  R. 
Laoj,  H.  0. 
Lewisham,  Viaot. 
Lockhart,  A.  £. 
Lockhart,  W. 
T^ng,  W. 

Macnaghten,  Sir  E. 
McGregor,  J. 
H'Taggavt.  Sir  J. 
Afcagbor,  T. 
MUncr,  W.  M.  E. 
Moody,  C.  A. 
Morris,  D. 

Mostyn,  hon.  E.  M.  L4 
Mundy,  W. 
Muntz,  G.  F. 
Newdogato,  C.  N. 
O'Brien,  Sir  L. 

List  of 

Armstrong,  Sir  A. 
Baincs,  rt.  hon.  M.  T. 
^^rkeley,  Adm. 
Boyle,  hon.  Col. 
Brown,  W. 
Burke,  Sir  T.  J. 
Carter,  J.  B. 
Cavendish,  hon.  0. 0. 
Cobden,  R. 
Craig.  Sir  W.  G. 
Dundas,  Adm. 
"Ebrington,  Visct. 
Elliot,  hon.  J.  £. 
Fagaq,  W. 
Ferguson,  Sir  R.  A. 
Fordyce,  A. 
Forster,  M. 
Fortescue,  C. 
Fortesoue,  hon.  J.  W. 
Fox,  W.  J. 
Grace,  0.  D.  J. 
Graham,  rt.  hon.  Sir  J. 
Granger,  T.  C. 
Grey,  rt.  hon.  Sir  G. 
Grey,  R.  W. 
HaU,  Sir  B. 
Ilawes,  B. 

Hay ter,  rt.  hon.  W.  G. 
Henry,  A. 
Ileywood,  J. 
Heywortb,  L. 
Hobhouse,  T.  B. 
Howard,  hon.  C.  W.  G. 
Howard,  hon.  E.  G.  G. 
Hume,  J. 
Jervis,  Sir  J. 


O'Connor,  F. 
Oswald,  A. 
Palmer,  R, 
Pearson,  C. 
Perfect,  R. 
Plumptre,  J.  P. 
Pugh.  D. 
Pusey,  P. 
Richards,  R. 
Robartos,  T,  J.  A, 
Scott,  hon.  F. 
Smith,  J.  A. 
Smyth,  J.  Gf 
SUnley,  £. 
Stanton,  W.  II. 
Strickland,  Sir  G. 
Sullivan,  M. 
Tenison,  £.  K. 
Tollemache,  J. 
Turner,  G.  J. 
Vemey,  Sir  H. 
Villiers,  hon.  F.  W.  C. 
Welby,  G.  E, 
Williams,  J. 

TELLEKS^ 

Ashley,  Lord 
Achind,  Sir  T. 

the  Noes. 

Lewis,  G.  C. 
Lushington,  G. 
Maokie,  J. 
Mackinnon,  W.  A. 
Maulc,  rt.  hon.  F. 
Molgund,  Visct. 
Mof&tt,  G. 
1^'ugent,  Lord 
O'Conncll,  M.  J. 
Packc,  C.  W. 
Palmerston,  Yisct. 
Parker,  J. 
Rich,  U. 
Russell,  Lord  J. 
RusseU,  F.  C.  U. 
Salwey,  Col. 
Scully,  F. 
Shell,  rt.  hon  R.  L. 
Somerrille,rt.hon.SirW. 
SUnsfield,  W.  R.  C, 
Tancred,  H.  W. 
Thompson,  Col. 
Thompson,  G. 
Thornely,  T. 
Tufoell,  U. 
Walmsloy,  Sir  J. 
Walter,  J. 
Willyams.  H. 
Wilson,  J. 
Wilson,  M. 
Wood,  ri>  hon.  Sir  0. 
Wyvill,  M. 

TELLERS. 

Hill,  Lord  M. 
Bellow,  R.  M. 


MINISTERS'  MONEY  (IRELAND). 
Mb.  W.  fag  an  having  presented  seve- 
ral petitions  from  Cork  against  Ministers' 
Money,  proceeded   to  express  his  regret 
that  he  had  uot  been  ii^  Im  place  when  the 


noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Ooycrnmcnt 
made  a  statement  in  reference  to  the  sub- 
ject. As  some  responsibility  attached  to 
him  (Mr.  Fagan)  with  regard  to  this  ques- 
tion, he  hoped  the  noble  Lord  would  be 
pleased  to  repeat  what  ho  had  stated  to  the 
House  that  evening,  and  he  hoped  the 
noble  Lord  would  also  take  the  opportunity 
of  saying  that,  if  not  in  this  Session,  at  all 
events  early  in  the  next  Session,  the  Go- 
vernment would  be  prepared  to  take  up 
this  question.  The  noble  Lord  must  be 
awara,  that  after  his  announcement  that 
evening,  as  he  (Mr.  Fagan)  understood  it, 
it  would  be  exceedingly  difficult  indeed  for 
the  Protestant  clergy  in  the  corporate 
towns  of  Ireland  to  collect  the  tax.  I|e 
had  the  pleasure  of  showing  the  noble  Lord 
that  evening  a  letter  from  a  most  amiable 
and  respected  clergyman  of  the  Kstablished 
Church,  the  Dean  of  Limerick,  Dean  Kir- 
wan,  the  son  of  the  celebrated  Dr.  Kirw^n, 
and  from  that  letter  the  noble  Lord  waa 
aware  how  anxious  ho  was  that  this  tax 
should  be  abolished,  not  only  on  account 
of  the  bitterness  and  ill-feeling  it  produced 
amongst  all  classes  in  Ireland,  but  also  on 
account  of  the  u|ter  impossibility  of  now 
collecting  it.  He  hoped  also  the  noble 
Lord  would  state  that  he  would  adhere  to 
the  recommendations  of  the  Select  Com- 
mittee of  that  House  in  reference  to  the 
question,  for  any  settlement  that  would 
transfer  the  burden  from  the  tenant  to  the 
landlord  would  not  answer.  It  might  an- 
swer on  the  tithe  question,  but  it  would  not 
answer  with  respect  to  ministers'  money, 
because  they  had  it  in  evidence  that  the 
landlords  who  paid  the  tax,  or  the  greater 
part  of  them,  were  Roman  Catholics.  Qe 
hoped,  therefore,  that  the  noble  Lord  would 
state  that  the  recommendation  of  the  Com- 
mittee would  be  adhered  to.  After  the 
statement  of  the  noble  Lord,  he  should  ask 
the  leave  of  the  House  to  withdraw  the 
Motion  which  ho  had  on  the  paper  for  that 
evening. 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL  said,  ho  had  slated 
on  a  former  occasion,  when  tho  hon.  Gen- 
tleman waa  not  present,  that  the  question 
of  ministers'  money  was  under  the  con- 
sideration of  the  Government,  and  that 
there  was  a  plan  by  which  it  was  hoped 
that  the  grievance  would  be  remedied. 
The  Government  intended  to  introduce  a 
measure  on  the  subject,  and  ho  had  no 
hesitation  in  saying  that  it  would  not  be 
later  than  the  commencement  of  the  next 
Session  when  that  measure  would  be  pro- 
posed. 
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Mr.  HUME  begged  to  remind  the  noble 
Lord  that  miniRters*  monej  was  also  col- 
lected in  Edinbargh  and  Montrose,  and 
hoped  that  relief  would  also  be  afforded  to 
the  parties  affected  by  it. 

Sir  G.  GRET  said,  that  a  report  on  the 
snbject  had  lately  been  presented  to  the 
House,  and  he  considered  it  was  expedient 
that  they  should  have  ample  time  to  con- 
sider its  recommendations,  and  giye  their 
opinions  upon  it. 

Mr.  G.  a.  HAMILTON  was  exceed- 
ingly  glad  to  find  that  they  were  secured 
from  the  necessity  of  entering  into  one  of 
those  unpleasant  discussions  that  generally 
took  place  on  this  subject.  He  always 
thought  it  was  a  question  that  should  have 
been  taken  up  by  the  Goyemment,  and 
was  ready  to  admit  there  were  a  great  many 
circumstances  connected  with  ministers' 
money  that  ought  to  be  remedied.  He 
sincerely  hoped  that  this  long -disputed 
question  would  be  brought  to  a  satisfactory 
arrangement. 

Subject  dropped. 

OATH  OF  ABJURATION  (JEWS). 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL  :  Sir,  in  introduc- 
ing the  subject  of  the  oaths  to  be  taken  by 
Jews,  it  is  not  my  intention  to  make  any 
statement  at  present.  I  do  not  think  the 
House  will  object  to  give  me  leave  to  bring 
in  a  Bill  on  the  subject,  seeing  that  it  has 
twice  passed  a  Bill  on  the  same  subject, 
and  appointed  a  Committee  to  inquire  into 
the  present  state  of  the  law.  What  I  pro- 
pose is,  that  there  shall  be  a  Committee  of 
the  whole  House,  and  that  leave  be  given 
to  me  to  bring  in  the  Bill;  and  on  moving 
the  second  reading  of  that  Bill,  I  will  state 
the  reasons  on  which  it  is  grounded,  and 
why  I  think  it  is  desirable  to  legislate  upon 
the  subject.  There  is  so  much  uncertainty 
with  regard  to  the  law,  that  some  persons 
think  it  will  be  a  matter  for  consideration 
whether  persons  professing  the  Jewish  re- 
ligion cannot  come  to  the  table  on  as  good 
grounds  as  persons  belonging  to  the  So- 
ciety of  Friends;  1  am  decidedly  of  opinion 
it  would  not  be  right  that  that  course 
should  be  taken.  It  is  most  desirable  that 
both  Houses  of  Parliament  should  have  an 
opportunity  of  discussing  the  question,  and 
considering  in  all  its  bearings  what  were 
the  intentions  of  the  present  oath  of  ab- 
jorstion,  and  the  course  to  be  taken;  and  it 
is  to  give  full  consideration  to  the  subject 
that  I  shall  move  for  leave  to  bring  in  a 
Bill  to  regulate  the  mode  of  administering 
i&e  oMib  ofabjaration.    I  more  now— 


"  That  this  House  will  immediately  resolTO  it- 
self into  a  Committee,  to  take  into  consideration 
the  mode  of  administering  the  Oath  of  Abjuration 
to  persons  professing  the  Jewish  Religion." 

Mr.  J^WDEGATE  assumed  that  the 
Bill  which  the  noble  Lord  proposed  to  in- 
troduce would  raise  the  same  question 
as  to  the  Christian  character  of  that  House 
as  the  Bill  discussed  on  a  former  occasion. 
He  had  not  the  least  wish  to  detain  the 
House  by  provoking  discussion  at  the  pre- 
sent moment;  but  he  must  express  his  re- 
gret, after  the  strong  proof  which  the  no- 
ble Lord  had  just  had  of  the  religious  feel- 
ing of  this  country — a  feeling  not  lightly  to 
be  tampered  with— that  he  should  Siink  fit 
to  disregard  the  satisfaction  with  which 
the  decision  of  the  Upper  House  had  been 
received.  He  would  merely  conclude  by 
warning  the  public  that  they  were  about 
again  to  see  introduced  into  that  House  a 
question  the  discussion  of  which  every  one 
who  felt  deeply  upon  such  subjects  must 
lament.  It  was  most  lamentable  that  there 
should  be  a  doubt  as  to  the  propriety  of 
retaming  the  Christian  character  of  that 
House;  and,  humble  Member  as  he  was, 
he  gave  notice  that  when  the  noble  Lord 
proposed  the  second  reading,  ho  would 
move  that  it  be  read  a  second  time  that 
day  six  months,  in  the  full  confidence  that 
he  would  be  supported  by  the  same  deep 
feeling,  to  the  existence  of  which  the  divi- 
sion that  had  just  taken  place  bore  convinc- 
ing testimony. 

Mr.  PLUMPTRE  would  second  the 
proposal  of  his  hon.  Friend.  He  protested 
against  the  measure  in  any  shape,  and 
against  the  Christian  character  of  the 
House  being  altered,  and  would  take  every 
opportunity  of  giving  his  decided  opposi- 
tion to  the  measure. 

*'  Resolved — That  the  Chairman  be  directed  to 
more  the  House,  that  leave  be  given  to  bring  in 
a  Bill  to  regulate  the  mode  of  auiministering  the 
Oath  of  Abjuration  to  persons  professing  the  Jew. 
ish  Religion." 

Resolution  reported. 

Bill  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  At- 
torney General,  Lord  John  Russell,  and  Sir 
George  Grey. 

Bill  read  1^ 

ENGLISH  AND  lEISH  UNIVERSITIES. 

Order  read  for  resuming  the  Adjourned 
Debate. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  that  when  he 
gave  notice  of  his  intention  to  move  the 

Sostponement  of  the  adjourned  debate,  he 
id  so  in  the  bdief»  which  he  shared  with 
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other  hon.  Members,  that  there  was  not 
the  least  prohabilitj  that  the  subject  could 
come  on  irith  any  profitable  discussion 
that  night,  or  before  eleven  or  twelve 
o'clock.  If  he  thought  things  would  be  as 
they  were  at  present,  there  was  no  reason 
why  the  debate  should  not  be  resumed, 
and  he  would  be  the  last  person  to  ask  the 
House  to  show  indulgence  to  persons  neg- 
ligent in  their  duties;  but  under  the  cir- 
cumstances, and  consideriDg  the  opinions 
entertained  with  regard  to  the  course  of 
business,  it  was  not  an  unreasonable  re- 
quest to  make  that  the  House  would  not 
go  on  with  the  debate  that  night.  With 
the  exception  of  himself  and  the  represen- 
tative of  the  University  of  Dublin,  every 
Member  representing  the  Universities  was 
absent.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Tamworth,  and  other  Mem- 
bers interested  in  the  subject,  were  also  ab- 
sent. The  question  involved  coustitutional 
doctrines  of  considerable  importance;  and 
those  Gentlemen  were  anxious  to  open 
those  topics,  and  lay  their  views  before  the 
House.  Another  question  had  been  raised 
to  his  great  surprise,  namely,  that  this  dis- 
cussion should  drop  altogether.  He  hardly 
knew  if  it  were  necessary  for  him  to  go 
into  arguments  on  the  question  :  he  hardly 
knew  if  any  Gentleman  conversant  with 
the  history  of  the  Universities,  or  the  rela- 
tions between  them  and  the  State  in  former 
times,  would  think  that  the  question  of  an 
inquiry  into  their  condition  was  one  so 
trivial  that  it  did  not  deserve  discussion  in 
that  House.  The  noble  Lord  admitted, 
when  he  entered  into  the  qnestion,  that 
the  debate  related  not  to  the  issuing  of  a 
Commission,  but  to  the  state  of  the  Univer- 
sities; and  he  also  admitted  it  was  a  ques- 
tion that  deserved  discussion.  He  (Mr. 
Gladstone)  was  quite  sure  the  noble  Lord 
was  right,  and  that  for  the  object  he  had 
in  view  the  whole  matter  should  be  opened 
up;  for  to  enter  into  the  question  hastily, 
or  at  once  get  into  the  midst  of  it,  was  not 
the  most  satisfactory  way  to  dispose  of  it. 
The  constitution  had  given  the  Universities 
the  high  privilege  of  being  represented,  and 
their  representatives  should  be  allowed  to 
express  their  views  on  such  a  Motion.  He 
hardly  anticipated  any  opposition  from  the 
noble  Lord,  as  there  was  a  claim  which  in 
justice  could  not  be  resisted  for  a  full  dis- 
cussion on  the  matter;  and  he  (Mr.  Glad- 
stone) would  not  occupy  the  time  of  the 
House  by  reasoning  on  such  a  matter,  were 
it  not  for  the  manifestation  of  an  intention 
on  the  part  of  a  noble  Friend  of  his  to  pre- 


vent the  further  progress  of  such  discus- 
sion. They  had  not  had  a  night's  debate 
on  the  question  whether  the  Commission 
should  issue.  The  debate  commenced 
from  the  speech  of  the  noble  Lord,  and  he 
must  likewise  point  out  that  they  were  in- 
formed that  a  course  would  be  pursued  by 
the  Government  different  from  that  ac- 
tually taken.  They  were  told  deliberately 
in  so  many  words,  at  the  commencement 
of  the  evening,  and  while  the  hon.  Member 
for  North  Lancashire  was  making  his 
speech,  that  it  was  the  intention  of  the  Go- 
vernment to  meet  the  Motion  with  **  the 
previous  question."  Therefore  the  tone 
of  the  debate  was  different  from  what  it 
would  be  if  they  had  any  announcement 
like  that  of  the  noble  Lord.  It  was  to 
the  Universities,  at  least,  a  very  serious 
and  formidable  announcement;  and  their 
intention  was  this — directly  to  raise  the 
question  whether  the  proceeding  intended 
by  the  noble  Lord  was  not  strictly  an  un- 
constitutional proceeding.  They  did  not 
mean  to  debate  the  question  on  the  ground 
whether  it  was  expedient,  or  whether  there 
was  cause  to  warrant  the  interference  of 
the  State.  The  interference  of  the  State 
was  one  thing — the  mode  in  which  the 
])oble  Lord  proposed  to  conduct  that  inter- 
ference was  another;  and  they  would  argue 
to  show  that  it  was  an  unconstitutional 
mode  of  proceeding  which  the  noble  Lord 
meant  to  take.  If  he  thought  there  was 
reason  for  a  measure  so  serious  as  an  in- 
quiry into  the  state  of  the  Universities, 
the  only  course  he  could  with  propriety 
take  was  to  propose  the  appointment  of  a 
commission  by  Act  of  Parliament.  He 
(Mr.  Gladstone)  did  not  then  intend  to  go 
into  the  discussion,  but  wished  to  show  the 
noble  Lord  that  the  matter  was  of  a  grave 
and  serious  character,  and  leave  the  noble 
Lord  to  consider  whether  he  could  give  an 
opportunity  for  the  further  discussion  of 
the  question.  There  was  no  intention  on 
their  part  to  evade  it;  they  knew  the  posi- 
tion of  the  Universities  would  be  weak- 
ened and  their  character  degraded  by  such 
a  proceeding;  the  sooner  the  discussion 
came  on  the  better,  and  they  entreated 
the  noble  Lord  (though  it  might  be  his 
own  opinion  that  there  was  no  occasion  for 
discussion,  and  that  he  should  make  his 
Motion  to  adjourn  the  debate  for  three 
months),  by  his  obliging  intervention,  to 
give  them  an  opportunity  of  stating  their 
views  on  the  subject.  It  was  not  right 
that  the  Members  for  the  Universities,  with 
the  exception  of  the  t\^\i  Wci« '^^\s^<^t 
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for  Cambridge,  should  not  be  heard  on  this 

Jtiestion;  and  he  therefore  moved  that  the 
ebate  should  be  adjourned  to  Monday  next. 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL  had  no  objection 
to  the  adjournment  of  the  debate  to  Mon- 
day next,  for  he  admitted  that  in  the  ab- 
Bence  of  tbo  other  Members  for  the  Uni- 
rersities  it  yras  not  right  to  proceed  Trith 
it  at  that  moment;  but  at  the  same  time 
he  did  not  at  all  see  that  he  was  bound  to 
postpone  GoTemment  business  for  the  pur- 
pose of  the  resumption  of  that  debate. 
After  the  hon.  Member  who  brought  for- 
ward the  Motion  was  informed  of  the  in- 
tentions of  the  Qovemment,  he  did  not 
wish  to  persevere  in  it,  and  was  ready  to 
withdraw  it.  That  being  the  case,  he  was 
not  bound  to  find  an  occasion  for  the  dis- 
cussion of  the  question;  but  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  could  discuss  the  question  on 
some  other  Motion.  He  thought  the  course 
should  be  to  appoint  this  debate  for  some 
day  when  the  proceedings  of  independent 
Members  would  have  precedence  of  the 
orders  of  the  day,  and  not  ask  the  Govern- 
ment to  give  up  one  of  their  nights  for  the 
purpose.  If  that  course  were  taken,  he 
should  have  no  objection  to  the  postpone- 
ment of  the  debate. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  :  Will  you  post- 
pone  the  Commission  ? 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL  :  Oh,  no :  I  don't 
promise  to  postpone  the  Commission;  but 
1  am  not  making  extraordinary  speed  with 
it.  I  agree  on  those  terms  to  the  adjourn- 
ment of  debate  to  Monday  next. 

Mr.  HUME  hoped  the  noble  Lord  would 
not  postpone  the  issuing  of  the  Commis- 
sion. He  believed  the  proceeding  was  per- 
fectly constitutional.  He  hoped  the  Go- 
vernment would  persevere,  and  that  the 
public  would  have  the  benefit  to  be  derived 
from  that  inquiry. 

Debate  further  adjourned  till  Monday 
next. 

The  House  adjourned  at  Eight  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OP   LORDS, 

Fndat/,  May  31,  1850. 
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DISTRESS  FOR  RENT  (IRELAND)  BILL. 

The  Earl  of  LUCAN  mored  the  Sec- 
ond Reading  of  this  Bill.  By  an  Act  of 
the  63rd  of  George  IIL  the  power  of  dis- 
training growing  crops  for  arrears  of  rent 
was  given  to  the  lanalords  of  Ireland.  In 
the  year  1843  that  Act  was  repealed  hy 
another,  which  was  passed  on  the  28th  of 
August,  when  a  majority  of  the  nohlo 
Peers  connected  with  Ireland  had  returned 
to  that  country.  The  ohject  of  this  Bill 
was  to  re-enact  the  Act  of  George  III., 
and  to  restore  a  statute  which  had  seldoTh 
or  ever  been  used,  and  which  certainly  had 
never  been  abused.  That  statute  was,  in 
point  of  fact,  a  dead  letter  ;  but  the  know- 
ledse  of  its  existence  had  been  sufficient 
to  secure  the  payment  of  his  rent  to  the 
landlord.  It  was  desirable  that  it  should 
be  renewed,  for  its  repeal  was  uncalled 
for,  and  had  been  most  injurious  to  the 
peace  and  tranquillity  of  the  country. 
Tenants  now  reaped  their  crops  on  Sun- 
days, and  then  removed  them  by  night  for 
the  express  object  of  robbing  their  land- 
lords. He  then  read  several  extracts  from 
the  Irish  papers  to  show  the  extent  to 
which  these  depredations  had  been  canned. 
The  power  of  distraining  growing  crops 
was  given  to  the  landlords  of  England. 
Now,  if  such  a  law  were  necessary  in  this 
country,  it  was  still  more  necessary  in  Ire- 
land, where  the  landlord  had  to  pay  rent 
for  his  smaller  tenants,  and  was  liable  for 
arrears  of  rates,  which  was  not  the  case  in 
England.  In  England,  a  landlord  could 
get  rid  of  a  tenant  who  was  six  months 
in  arrear.  Not  so  in  Ireland.  The  Irish 
landlord  ought,  therefore,  to  have  the  same 
remedy  against  growing  crops  as  the  land- 
lord had  in  England. 

The  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNE  was 
not  prepared  to  pledge  himself  to  support 
this  Bill  in  all  its  details  ;  but  it  was  only 
fair  to  the  noble  Earl  who  had  introduced 
it  to  allow  it  to  be  read  a  second  time. 
Some  remedy,  but  ho  would  not  say  this 
remedy,  ought  to  be  applied  to  the  griev- 
ance of  which  the  noble  Earl  justly  com- 
plained. 

After  a  few  words  from  the  Marquess  of 
Westmeath  and  tho  Earl  of  Qlengall  in 
support  of  the  Bill, 

Bill  read  2",  and  committed  to  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  whole  House  on  Tuesday, 
11th  of  June. 

SUNDAY  TRADING  PREVENTION  BILL. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  House  to  be 
put  into  Cotnmitteo  read. 
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The  EABT.of  HARROWBY  moved  that 
their  Lord'<hip8  should  go  into  Committee 
on  this  Bill,  and  he  proposed  to  postpone 
any  statement  he  might  hare  to  make  i*e- 
specting  it  till  another  stAge. 

Lord  BROUGHAM  saidj  no  man  was 
more  anxious  for  the  success  of  a  measal*e 
of  this  kind  than  himself,  and  his  fear  was 
that  if  they  attempted  to  do  too  much — if 
they  held  the  rein  too  tight — they  wotlld 
defeat  the  purpose  which  they  had  in  Tiew, 
and  render  the  consecration  or  the  duo  oh- 
Sertance  of  the  Sahhath  what  it  never 
ought  to  he — an  unpopular  thing.  There 
wore  many  detdils  in  the  Bill  which  to  him 
seemed  somewhat  inconsistent.  Why  was 
the  operation  of  the  measure  to  he  con- 
fined to  the  metropolis  ?  That  was  a  limi- 
tation which  he  could  not  understand;  for 
if  it  was  good  for  London,  it  would  surely 
he  equally  heneficial  for  other  towns  in  the 
empire.  If  milk  and  cream  were  allowed 
to  be  sold,  why  should  tea,  coffee,  and 
sugar  be  prevented  ?  Then,  with  regard 
to  shaving  and  hair-dressing,  these  opera- 
tions were  to  be  made  lawful  before  ten 
o'clock  in  the  morning,  but  after  ten  they 
were  to  be  prohibited  under  a  penalty. 
Why  should  the  sale  of  newspapers  he 
sanctioned  on  the  Sabbath,  while  that  of 
Bibles,  Prayer  Books,  Ac,  was  prohibited? 
BelV$  Life  in  London  might  be  bought, 
and  people  miffht  read,  to  their  great  ad- 
miration, the  betting  on  the  Derby  and 
the  Oaks — people  might  buy  that  and  wel- 
t!ome;  but  if  they  wanted  to  buy  a  Bible  or 
a  Prayer  Book,  to  go  to  church  with,  they 
were  prohibited*  Ho  hoped  that  these 
considerations  would  attract  the  attention 
of  tliose  who  took  an  interest  in  these 
questions,  and  that  they  would  see  the 
propriety  of  reconsidering  mony  of  those 
points  which  appeared  to  him  to  have  been 
hitherto  very  ill-considered,  for  he  must 
remind  their  Lordships  that  this  was  only 
the  beginning  of  these  innovations.  It 
was  only  yesterday  tliat  he  observed,  from 
the  Votes  of  the  House — which  was  incre- 
dible, but  true — an  Address  had  actually 
been  voted,  and  by  a  large  majority  too, 
which  was  most  incredible,  if  anything 
could  be  incredible,  that  all  Post  Office 
proceedings  should  be  suspended  for  twenty- 
four  hours,  and  that  all  mails  should  be 
stopped  during  Sunday.  [**  No,  no!"] 
Yes;  that  was  the  object  of  the  Address. 

The  Earl  of  MOUNTCASHELL  :  That 
has  nothing  to  do  with  this  Bill. 

Lord  BROUGHAM:  Did  the  noble 
Lord  suppoBO  he  i^as  sneh  an  idiot  as  not 


to  know  that  ?  He  wondered  what  was 
the  measure  which  the  noble  Lord  took  o 
his  understanding  when  he  supposed  that 
he  did  not  know  that.  He  knew  it  was 
not  in  this  Bill.  But  his  fear  was  that 
Botne  measure  to  that  effect  would  fblloi^ 
this  Bill.  If  a  majority  of  Parliament 
could  bo  found  to  pass  such  a  monstrous, 
such  an  outrogeous,  oddress — he  dared  to 
say  the  noble  Lord  thought  his  meaning 
was  that  he  had  the  greatest  respect  for 
these  men.  No  !  What  he  said  was — 
the  utmost  possible  respect;  which  meant 
the  utmost  respect  that  it  was  possible  for 
him  to  feel  for  such  men ;  and  he  believed 
that  was  as  high  as  was  entertained  for 
them  by  any  one  of  their  Lordships.  But 
if  the  mails  were  to  be  stopped,  all  ships 
must  ho  stopped  too,  he  supposed.  There 
would  be  no  occasion  for  their  sailing. 
They  must  lay  to  during  Sunday;  for  some 
men  seemed  to  think  that  idleness  was  the 
best  way  of  keeping  the  Sabbath.  He 
must  say  that  if  they  went  on  in  that  course 
of  legislation,  instead  of  keeping  the  Sab- 
bath-day holy,  nothing  would  tend  more  to 
its  desecration.  He  would  only  state  far- 
ther, that  he  had  been  in  many  parts  oiP 
Scotland — he  had  been  in  Germany — he 
had  been  in  many  Catholic  countries,  and 
he  would  take  upon  himself  to  assert  as  a 
foot — after  comparing  notes  with  many  of 
his  friends  who  had  travelled  in  these 
countries,  he  found  they  agreed  with  him 
— that  there  was  no  country  in  the  world 
where  the  Sabbath  was  better  kept  than 
in  England;  and  he  would  do  the  city  whero 
they  were  met  the  justice  to  say,  that,  ex- 
cept in  some  of  the  towns  of  Scotland,  he 
knew  no  great  city  where  the  Sabbath  was 
less  broken  than  in  London. 

The  Earl  of  HARROWBY  admitted 
that  his  noble  and  learned  Friend  was 
anxious  to  promote  the  object  which  he 
himself  had  in  view,  but  asserted  that  his 
noble  and  learned  Friend  would  not  have 
used  the  language  which  he  had  used  if  he 
had  received  that  information  which  he 
(the  Earl  of  Harrowby)  had  received,  and 
had  listened  to  the  complaints  made  by  the 
tradesmen  of  the  metropolis  on  this  sub- 
ject to  their  Lordships'  Committee.  Many 
of  those  who  supported  his  Bill  were  not 
engaged  in  business,  and  supported  it  be- 
cause they  wished  to  go  themselves  into 
the  country  for  recreation  on  Sunday;  and 
because  they  wished  to  enable  others  to 
have  the  same  opportunity.  He  could 
assure  his  noble  and  learned  Friend,  that 
among  the  labourers  rcsidm^  in.  tlv^  ^^^st^^^ 
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and  lower  districtB  of  the  metropolis,  there 
was  more  husiness  done  on  a  Sunday  mor- 
ning than  on  any  other  day  in  the  week. 
Referring  to  the  ohservations  which  his 
nohle  and  learned  Friend  had  offered  upon 
the  clause  excepting  the  sale  of  newspa- 
pers and  some  other  matters  on  the  Sunday 
irom  the  operation  of  this  Bill,  he  remarked 
that  his  desire  was  to  err  on  the  side  of 
indulgence  rather  than  on  that  of  severity. 
The  Bill  was  intended  to  put  a  stop  to  all 
that  was  useless,  and  to  leave  room  for 
everything  that  was  necessary.  Even  the 
puhlicans,  on  whom  this  Bill  appeared  to 
press  with  some  severity  hy  closing  their 
houses  till  one  o'clock  on  Sunday,  had' 
come  forward  to  petition  for  this  Act.  He 
hoped,  therefore,  that  his  nohle  and  learned 
Friend  would  withdraw  his  opposition  to 
this  Bill,  and  allow  it  to  rest  on  its  own 
merits,  and  not  on  the  merits  of  another 
Bill  totally  unconnected  with  it.  lie  hoped 
that  his  nohle  and  learned  Friend  would 
allow  him  to  go  into  Committee,  in  order 
that  he  might  introduce  certain  clauses  to 
amend  the  Bill. 

The  Earl  of  ELLENBOROUGH  said, 
he  was  most  anxious  to  prevent  the  dese- 
cration of  the  Sabhath  as  far  as  possible, 
but  he  was  afraid  the  present  measure  was 
calculated  to  inspire  a  spirit  of  resistance 
that  was  likely  to  do  considerable  harm. 
He  admitted  the  great  grievance  caused  by 
these  Sunday  fairs;  but  if  they  passed  this 
Bill,  giving  an  arbitrary  power  to  the  police, 
under  which  any  single  policeman  could,  at 
his  own  discretion,  seize  any  booth  in  one 
of  these  crowded  fairs  or  markets,  the  pro- 
bability was,  that  resistance  and  breaches 
of  the  peace  would  be  the  consequence. 
He  had  no  doubt  but  that  the  root  of  all 
this  evil  originated  in  the  late  payment  of 
wages  on  Saturday  evenings,  and,  that  if 
an  arrangement  were  established  by  which 
workmen  would  be  paid  on  Friday  night, 
much  of  the  desecration  of  the  Sabbath 
which  now  prevailed  would  be  prevented. 
When  a  man  was  allowed  to  remain  in  the 
public-house  until  twelve  o'clock  on  Satur- 
day night,  and  was  then  prevented  from 
purchasing  necessaries,  it  was  obvious  that 
breaches  of  the  Sabbath  would  take  place. 
Ho  was  quite  sure  that  if  they  went  into 
Committee  on  this  Bill,  they  would  find 
that  considerable  amendments  were  neces- 
sary, and  that  the  Bill,  as  it  now  stood, 
would  be  found  very  defective. 

The  Bishop  of  ST.  ASAPH  hoped  their 
Lordships  would  not  suppose  that  the  Bill 
Jbad  been  introduced  incautiously,  and  with- 


out mature  deliberation.  It  was  founded 
on  the  Act  of  Charles  II.,  the  difference 
between  the  two  Bills  being,  that  the  pre- 
sent one  was  to  be  carried  out  by  the  po- 
lice, whereas  the  old  Act  was  entrusted  to 
the  parish  officers.  With  regard  to  the 
alarm  of  the  noble  Earl,  lest  riots  should 
take  place,  he  had  only  to  say  that  the 
matter  had  been  submitted  to  one  of  the 
commissioners  of  police,  who  stated  that 
he  considered  there  would  be  no  diffi- 
culty whatever  in  carrying  the  law  into 
effect.  He  had  himself  seen  one  of  these 
fairs  two  years  ago,  and  a  scene  more 
disgraceful  and  disreputable  he  had 
never  witnessed.  In  some  parts  of  Lam- 
beth, Seymour-place,  Camden-town,  and 
other  places,  the  thoroughfares  were  com- 
pletely obstructed  by  Sunday  morning 
traffic.  He  considered  that  the  Bill  would 
prove  a  blessing  to  the  country,  and  it 
should  be  considered  that  it  only  gave  the 
police  the  same  power  with  regard  to  ob- 
structions in  these  fairs  which  they  already 
possessed  in  the  case  of  obstructions  in 
the  fields. 

Earl  GREY  said,  he  was  disposed  to 
view  legislation  of  this  kind  with  some  sus- 
picion, but  he  thought  that  a  fair  case  had 
been  made  out  for  this  Bill.  The  great 
body  of  the  public  appeared  to  be  in  favour 
of  the  Bill,  and  it  was  in  evidence  that 
many  persons  opened  their  shops  against 
their  own  inclination.  With  regard  to  the 
dangers  to  be  apprehended  from  the  Bill, 
he  thought  they  would  be  considerably  di- 
minished by  its  being  placed  in  the  hands 
of  the  metropolitan  police. 

The  Earl  of  ST.  GERMANS  consider- 
ed that  JParliamentary  interposition  on  this 
subject  was  absolutely  necessary.  At  pre- 
sent markets  or  fairs  were  regiilarly  held 
on  the  Sunday  in  different  parts  of  the  me- 
tropolis; and  this  practice  was  most  de- 
trimental, not  only  to  the  comfort  but  to 
the  health  of  large  numbers  of  tradesmen. 
There  was  no  doubt  as  to  the  feeling  of 
tradesmen  on  the  subject,  for  in  many 
parts  of  the  metropolis  meetings  had  been 
held  by  persons  of  that  class,  at  which  re- 
solutions had  been  adopted  calling  upon 
Parliament  to  prevent  Sunday  trading. 
He  considered  that  nothing  was  more 
likely  to  lead  employers  to  pay  their  ser- 
vants' wages  on  the  Friday  night  or  early 
on  the  Saturday  than  the  adoption  of  a 
measure  of  this  kind. 

The  Earl  of  MOUNTCASHELL  ob- 
served, that  this  Bill  had  not  originated 
with  the  nohle  Earl  by  whom  it  was  intro- 
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duced,  but  had  been  suggested  by  the 
shopkeepers  themselyes,  and  that  it  had 
met  with  no  opposition,  except  from  a 
small  section  of  Chartists. 

Their  Lordships  then  went  into  Com- 
mittecy  and  the  first  clause  was  agreed  to. 

On  Clause  2, 

Lord  BROUGHAM  did  not  see  why,  in 
the  list  of  perishable  articles,  the  sale  of 
which  was  to  be  permitted,  cream  and 
butter  should  not  be  included.  Their  Lord- 
ships must  be  aware  that  Sunday's  cream 
was  the  produce  of  Saturday's  milk. 

The  Earl  of  ELLENBOROUGH  ob- 
served, that  when  he  had  suggested  that 
the  sale  of  bread  and  butter  should  be 
allowed  on  the  Sunday,  he  was  met  by  the 
objection  that  those  were  not  perishable 
articles.  Now,  he  wished  to  ask  the  noble 
Earl  who  had  charge  of  the  Bill  whether 
he  considered  a  periodical  newspaper  duly 
stamped  a  perishable  article  ? 

The  Earl  of  HARROWBY  said,  of  all 
perishable  articles  a  newspaper  was  the 
most  so,  for  it  died  with  the  day. 

Clauses  agreed  to. 

House  resumed. 

Report  to  be  received  on  Monday  next. 

AUSTRALIAN  COLONIES  GOVERNMENT 

BILL. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing read. 

Earl  GREY  hoped  he  might  be  now 
allowed  to  call  their  Lordships'  attention 
to  the  very  great  importance  of  the  mea- 
sure, to  the  second  reading  of  which  he 
had  to  ask  their  Lordships'  concurrence. 
The  object  of  the  Bill  was  to  provide  for 
the  future  government  of  the  colonies  of 
Australia  —  colonies  which  were  already 
becoming  large  and  important,  and  which 
promised  at  no  distant  day  to  carry  the 
language,  the  religion,  and  the  civilisation 
of  England  over  a  large  portion  of  the 
earth.  In  order  that  they  might  fully  ap- 
preciate the  importance  of  this  measure, 
he  thought  it  right  that  he  should  very 
shortly  mention  to  them  the  extraordinary 
progress  which  these  colonies  had  already 
made.  They  were  aware  that  it  was  very 
little  more  than  sixty  years  ago  since  the 
oldest  of  these  colonies  had  been  founded, 
and  that  for  very  many  years  afterwards 
the  colony  of  New  South  Wales  was  merely 
A  gaol  or  convict  prison  on  a  large  scale. 
Van  Diemen's  Land  was  not  a  colony  until 
the  commencement  of  the  present  century; 
and  the  other  settlements  were  all  of  still 
more  recent  date.     The  first  settlers  in 


Western  Australia  landed  in  June,  1829. 
It  was  not  until  1836  that  South  Australia 
was  founded;  while  in  the  great  district  of 
Port  Phillip  the  first  land  sale  did  not  take 
place  until  1838.  These  settlements  had 
increased  both  in  the  wealth  and  number 
of  the  inhabitants,  who  now  amounted  to 
about  300,000  persons.  But  what  was 
stiU  more  remarkable  was  the  progress  that 
had  been  made  during  the  last  twenty 
years.  He  held  in  his  hand  a  return  of 
the  population  of  these  colonies  for  the 
several  periods  of  1828,  1838,  and  1848. 
He  found  that  in  1828  the  whole  popula- 
tion of  the  British  Australian  colonies  was 
only  53,500  persons.  In  1838  the  num- 
ber had  risen  to  145,600;  and  in  1848  it 
had  risen  to  no  less  than  333,910.  The 
best  test  which  they  had  of  the  wealth  of 
the  colonies  was  afforded  by  the  exports, 
as  the  imports  were  partly  fallacious,  owing 
to  the  amount  of  necessaries  required  for 
the  convicts  and  the  Government  establish- 
ments. He  found  that  in  1828  the  exports 
from  New  South  Wales  and  Van  Diemen's 
Land,  the  only  two  of  the  colonies  then  in 
existence,  were  181,5002.  In  1848,  after 
an  interval  of  twenty  years,  the  exports 
had  increased  in  value  to  2,800,0002. ,  or, 
in  other  words,  considerably  above  fifteen 
fold  in  twenty  years.  It  was  also  rather 
a  remarkable  fact  that  the  whole  popula- 
tion of  New  South  Wales,  in  1828,  was 
36,600,  and  that  in  the  year  1849,  which 
had  just  concluded,  the  number  of  emi- 
grants who  left  the  shores  of  this  country 
for  the  Australian  colonies,  was  no  less 
than  32,000,  or  actually  within  4,000  of 
the  whole  population  twenty  years  before. 
He  was  sure  that  these  facts  would  make 
their  Lordships  feel  still  more  strongly  the 
importance  of  a  measure  which  was  intend- 
ed to  promote  the  rapid  progress  of  these 
colonies  in  the  career  of  prosperity  and  ad- 
vancement which  they  so  steadily  pursued, 
and  which  was  designed  to  supply  not 
merely  the  actual  wants  of  the  existing 
state  of  society  in  the  colonies,  but  also  to 
provide  a  constitutional  government  suited 
to  the  future  condition  of  these  rapidly 
growing  States,  and  calculated  to  meet  the 
wants  of  societies  tending  daily  to  become 
more  numerous  and  more  complex.  It  was 
the  object  of  this  Bill  to  endeavour  to  pro- 
vide for  the  good  government  of  these  colo- 
nies. That  being  so,  it  became  now  his 
duty  to  point  out  to  their  Lordships  the 
nature  of  the  provisions  by  which  it  was 
intended  that  that  object  should  be  accom- 
plished.    In  doing  so^  he  -^Uk^  m  ^^ 
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£rfit  place  to  obsenre,  that  it  was  tho  lead- 
ing principle  of  this  measure  to  aroid  any 
great  or  experimental  change.  It  sought 
to  build — if  he  might  use  tho  expression-^ 
on  the  existing  foundations,  institutions 
suited  to  the  wants  of  the  colonies,  and 
which  the  J  did  not  alrcadj  possess.  They 
were  aware,  that  for  a  considerable  period 
after  the  colonies  were  first  established,  no 
regular  legal  authority  or  goyemment 
whatever  existed.  In  fact  they  were  go- 
rerned  by  the  absolute  authority  of  the 
governors,  just  as  gaols  or  prisons  would 
be.  Parliament  more  than  once  passed 
Acts  to  legalise  the  resolutions  of  those  by 
whom  authority  in  the  colonies  was  exer- 
cised. It  was  not  until  1824  that  a  more 
regular  form  was  given  to  the  Qovemment. 
In  that  year,  Lord  Bathurst  being  Secre- 
trry  of  State  for  the  Colonies,  an  Act  was 
passed  creating  a  regular  legislative  body 
and  jurisdiction  in  those  colonies;  and  in 
1828  this  Act  was  amended  by  Mr.  Hus- 
kisson,  and  subsequent  Acts  have  been 
passed  relating  to  those  colonies.      The 

grinciple  of  those  different  Acts,  which 
ave  always  been  temporary,  has  been  to 
confer  legislative  authority  on  the  gover- 
nors, assisted  by  a  council  nominated  by 
the  Crown.  Such  was  the  form  of  go- 
vernment established  which  still  exists  in 
all  those  colonies,  excepting  New  South 
Wales.  With  regard  to  New  South 
Wales,  the  noble  Lord  opposite  (Lord 
Stanley),  in  1842,  brought  in  a  Bill  which 
obtained  the  sanction  of  Parliament,  by 
which  the  constitution  of  the  Legislative 
Council  was  altered,  being  composed  of 
two-thirds  elective  members,  and  one-third 
nominated  by  tho  Crown.  Though  this  was 
a  government  in  which  in  theory  it  would 
be  easy  to  point  out  many  objectionable 
features,  still,  upon  the  whole,  he  thought 
it  would  not  be  denied  that,  practically,  it 
had  not  worked  in  a  manner  otherwise 
than  satisfactory;  and  experience  had 
proved  that  it  was  not  ill  adapted  to  the 
state  of  society  which  existed  in  the  colony. 
Such  being  the  case,  it  appeared  to  him  to 
be  an  obvious  rule  of  prudence  that  they 
should  not  make  any  great  or  violent 
changes  in  a  system  which  they  found  thus 
established.  The  working  of  a  constitu- 
tional government  depended  so  infinitely 
more  upon  its  being  understood  and  ap- 
preciated by  those  among  whom  it  was 
established,  than  upon  the  abstract  perfec- 
tion of  the  different  arrangements,  and  we 
bad  seen  so  much  of  late  years  of  the  man- 
ifer  ia  which  paper  constitntionB  had  been 


swept  away,  that  it  would  not  be  prudent 
to  disturb  arrangements  which  on  the 
whole  worked  well,  further  than  to  correct 
any  defects  or  evils  which  experience  might 
have  pointed  out,  maintaining  at  the  same 
time  the  main  features  of  the  system. 
Such  was  the  principle  of  the  Bill  which 
he  now  presented  to  their  Lordships. 
Adopting  this  course  with  respect  to  New 
South  Wales,  it  seemed  to  him  to  follow 
almost  as  a  matter  of  course  that  they 
should  extend  the  same  system  to  the  ad- 
joining colonies;  or,  to  use  the  words  of 
Sir  William  Denieon,  in  ooe  of  the  de- 
spatches on  their  Lordships'  table — 

"  The  reasons  for  doitig  so  may  be  samtnod  up 
in  the  simple  imet,  that  this  form  of  government 
is  established  in  New  South  Wales,  and  that  the 
Anstralian  colonies  are  so  identified  with  each 
other,  as  far  as  the  practical  habits  of  the  people 
are  concerned,  as  to  make  any  changes  In  the  ex- 
isting system  of  administration  applied  to  one 
colony  a  matter  of  very  doubtfbl  policy." 

This  seemed  to  him  a  good  summary  of 
the  reasons  for  extending  to  the  adjoining 
colonies  the  system  established  in  New 
South  Wales,  and  accordingly  they  pro- 
posed that  the  same  course  should  be  taken 
in  their  case;  that  was,  the  existing  legis- 
lative councils  would  be  invested  with  the 
power  of  making  electoral  districts,  and 
taking  all  the  necessary  arrangements  for 
bringing  the  new  system  into  operation  ; 
and  when  these  were  completed,  legisla- 
tive councils  would  be  summoned,  two- 
thirds  of  the  members  of  which  would  be 
elected  by  the  inhabitants  of  the  colony, 
and  the  remaining  third  nominated  by  the 
Crown.  There  was  an  additional  reason 
for  taking  this  course.  When  legislative 
institutions  had  been  once  granted  by  Par- 
liament to  a  colony,  it  was  very  inexpe- 
dient, unless  some  strong  reason  existed, 
that  those  institutions  should  bo  altered 
without  tho  express  and  declared  consent 
of  the  inhabitants  themselves  ;  and  the 
papers  on  their  Lordships'  table  showed 
that  this  feeling  existed  very  strongly. 
Having  a  constitution,  and  finding  it  to 
work  on  the  whole  satisfactorily,  they 
wished  no  essential  change  to  be  made 
without  their  own  concurrence.  It  was 
proposed,  however,  to  correct  some  faults 
which  experience  seemed  to  have  brought 
to  light  in  the  existing  arrangements  with 
respect  to  New  South  Wales.  Of  those 
defects  he  thought  by  far  the  most  impor* 
taut  was,  that  there  was  included  under 
one  government  and  legislature  a  vast 
extent  of  territory,  different  parts  of 
which  presented  in  many  respeets  distinct 
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Interests.  Almost  from  the  passing  of  tbe 
Act  of  1842,  this  hecame  a  subject  of  com- 
plaint. At  the  first  election  for  Port 
Phillip  district,  one  or  ttvo  members  were 
returned  for  the  legislati?e  council  after 
a  short  period  of  residence  ;  but  it  was 
soon  found  that  in  those  infant  communi- 
ties there  were  not  persons  possessing  the 
time  and  wealth  to  be  able  to  reside  for 
months  in  the  jear  at  a  distance  from  their 
now  concerns.  The  consequence  was,  that 
members  representing  certain  districts  in 
the  Legislative  Council  of  Port  Phillip,  re- 
signed ;  and  at  the  end  of  1 845 — the  measure 
having  only  come  into  operation  in  1843 — 
the  inhabitants  complained  that  they  could 
find  no  one  of  their  own  body  who  would 
consent  to  make  a  satirifice  in  order  to  re- 
present them  in  the  council,  and  they  con- 
sequently had  been  compelled  to  choose 
the  whole  six  members  whom  they  were 
entitled  to  return,  from  persons  resident  in 
the  other  division  of  the  colony.  They 
complained  that  the  result  of  this  was, 
that  their  interests  were  very  inadequately 
attended  to,  and,  therefore,  prayed  for  the 
division  of  the  colony.  In  the  first  in- 
iitance  this  prayer  for  the  division  of  the 
colony  met  with  great  resistance  in  New 
South  Wales  ;  but  after  a  time  the  griev- 
ance was  found  to  bo  so  substantial  a  one 
that  all  parties  were  pretty  generally 
agreed  that  it  ought  to  be  redressed. 
Accordingly,  one  of  the  principal  provi- 
sions included  in  the  Bill  on  the  table,  was 
for  separating  the  district  of  Port  Phillip 
from  New  South  Wales,  and  constituting 
it  into  a  colony  by  itself  under  the  name 
of  Victoria.  The  Bill  further  contained  a 
clause  enabling  Iler  Majesty,  on  the  peti- 
tion of  the  inhabitants,  to  divide  from  New 
South  Wales  the  district  of  Moreton  Bay, 
lying  as  far  to  the  north  as  Port  Phillip 
did  to  the  south.  This  district,  of  which 
Brisbane  was  the  capital,  was  rapidly 
rising  into  importance,  and  no  doubt  would 
soon  be  inhabited  by  a  very  large  and 
thriving  population.  Her  Majesty  was  there- 
fore empowered,  by  Order  in  Council,  to 
separate  from  the  colony  of  New  South 
Wales  the  territory  north  of  the  30th  de- 
gree of  latitude,  being  an  extension  of  the 
existing  law,  under  which  Her  Majesty 
was  enabled  to  separate  the  territory  north 
of  the  26th  degree.  It  was  another  ob- 
jection to  the  Act  of  1842,  that  it  con- 
tained some  provisions  which  were  practi- 
cally a  dead  letter.  He  alluded  to  those 
delating  to  the  formation  of  district  coun- 
cils, empowered  to  administer  variouB  local 


affairs,  and  provide  for  the  expense  of 
levying  rates  and  assessments.  The  able 
and  energetic  officer  who  then  presided 
over  the  Government  of  New  South  Wales 
(he  alluded  to  the  lamented  Sir  George 
Gipps),  found  it  impossible  to  bring  those 
clauses  into  practical  operation;  and  the 
noble  Lord  opposite,  then  Secretary  of 
State,  acquiesced  in  their  being  allowed 
to  remain  in  abeyance.  He  thought  it 
obvious  that  any  part  of  an  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment which  it  was  found  impossible  prac- 
tically to  enforce,  ought  for  that  reason,  if 
for  none  other,  to  be  repealed.  At  the 
same  time,  the  more  experience  we  had, 
the  stronger  seemed  our  reasons  for  bo* 
lieving  that  some  system  of  municipal  in- 
stitutions, some  local  organisation,  was  al- 
most essential  for  the  well-working  of  any 
form  of  representative  government ;  and 
it  was  of  great  importance  that,  as  speedily 
as  possible,  arrangements  should  be  made 
which  should  prevent  the  concentration  of 
all  powers  in  the  central  legislature  of 
those  colonies,  and  give  them  the  benefit 
of  municipal  institutions.  It  had  been  the 
opinion  of  some  of  the  most  profound 
writers  on  political  questions,  and  the  best 
observers  of  our  own  constitution,  that 
much  of  the  vitality  of  that  constitution, 
by  which  it  had  been  enabled  to  come  to 
maturity  through  many  centuries,  and 
maintain  itself  through  all  the  difficulties 
and  dangers  of  this  long  period,  was  attri- 
butable to  the  way  in  which  the  inhabitants 
of  this  country  had  been  trained  to  the 
duties  of  self-government  by  the  manage- 
ment of  their  own  local  affairs  in  their 
counties,  towns,  and  parishes.  In  Ame- 
rica also,  the  first  settlers  of  the  United 
States  carried  with  them  a  similar  system 
from  this  country ;  and  one  cause  of  the 
prosperity  of  that  great  nation  might  be 
traced  to  the  effect  of  those  institutions  in 
preparing  the  people  for  the  exercise  of 
the  duties  of  entire  self-government  which 
devolved  upon  them  after  their  separation 
from  this  country  :  and  it  was  mainly 
owing  to  this  that  they  had  presented  so 
different  an  aspect  from  the  Spanish  colo- 
nies, which,  upon  the  dissolution  of  the  tie 
that  bound  them  to  the  mother  country, 
had  proved  so  unequal  to  the  task  of  main- 
taining order  and  a  well-regulated  system 
of  government.*  He  thought,  however,  it 
would  bo  highly  inexpedient  that  the 
clauses  on  this  subject  in  the  existing 
Act  should  be  simply  repealed,  and  that 
wns  not  the  course  they  proposed.  The 
Bill   provided  that  tlii^   i\saXxv5X  ^^xsxsss^^ 
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sbould  come  into  operation  only  on  the 
petition  of  the  inhabitants  of  the  dis- 
trict to  be  placed  under  their  authority.  In 
this  particular  they  followed,  as  closely  as 
possible,  the  example  of  this  country.  Their 
Lordships  were  aware  that  the  charters  of 
our  corporate  towns  were  issued  by  the 
ancient  Sovereigns  of  this  country  upon 
the  petition  of  their  inhabitants;  and  the 
form  which  they  bore  was  almost  invariably 
to  recite  such  petitions  as  had  been  made 
to  the  Sovereign.  In  the  Municipal  Re- 
form Act  of  1835  this  principle  was  ad- 
hered to,  and  the  Crown  was  empowered 
to  grant  charters,  on  the  prayer  of  the 
peaceable  inhabitants  of  the  town,  giving 
authority  to  levy  rates.  In  the  same  man- 
ner the  colonisd  governors  would  be  au- 
thorised to  issue  charters  to  those  districts 
which  might  apply  for  them;  and  he  be- 
lieved that  this  mode  of  proceeding  would 
do  much  to  remove  the  objections  felt  in 
New  South  Wales  to  such  charters.  There 
was  something  in  the  nature  of  English- 
men which  made  them  a  good  deal  easier 
to  lead  than  to  drive;  and  he  believed  the 
positive  provision  of  the  Act  of  Parliament, 
that  such  charters  should  issue,  rather 
created  an  indisposition  to  avail  themselves 
of  their  advantages.  But  this  was  by  no 
means  the  whole  extent  of  their  proposi- 
tions. The  existing  law  required  that  half 
the  expense  of  the  police  should  bo  paid  by 
rates  levied  on  the  inhabitants,  and  also 
provided  that  the  property  of  the  Crown 
should  be  liable  to  no  rates  or  assessments 
whatever,  the  local  legislature  having  no 
power  whatever  of  interfering  or  modifying 
those  enactments.  In  New  South  Wales 
the  country  was  very  partially  occupied, 
settlers  having  obtained  by  grant  or  pur- 
chase the  best  land  over  a  very  great  ex- 
tent of  territory,  with  considerable  tracts 
which  still  remained  the  property  of  the 
Crown.  The  charge  for  the  police,  roads, 
and  local  institutions,  being  thus  defrayed 
entirely  by  rates  levied  on  lands  alienated 
from  the  Crown,  fell  with  great  severity 
on  the  actual  settlers,  whilst  the  benefit  to 
be  derived  from  them  was  conferred  on 
land  in  which  they  had  no  interest,  and 
which  might  afterwards  be  purchased  by 
other  individuals.  He  believed  this  had 
been  one  of  the  main  obstacles  to  the  suc- 
cess of  the  existing  Act  of  Parliament,  and 
it  was  proposed  to  repeal  the  provisions  of 
the  Act  wnich  made  it  binding  on  the  set- 
tlers to  defray  half  the  charge  of  the  police 
by  rates.  He  believed  it  was  more  judi- 
cioas  and  fair,  in  the  actual  state  of  things^ 


that  the  police  should  be  a  charge  on  the 
revenue.  It  was  also  proposed  to  give 
power  to  the  local  legislatures  to  modify, 
in  any  manner  they  might  deem  expe- 
dient, the  constitution  and  character  of 
those  bodies.  There  was  also,  subsidiary 
to  those  provisions,  another  to  which  he 
attached  very  great  importance.  Their 
Lordships  were  aware  of  the  difficulty  of 
levying  rates  except  in  the  towns  and  the 
old  settled  portions  of  the  colony.  It  was 
proposed  to  meet  this  by  an  arrangement 
to  transfer  the  appropriation  of  the  re- 
venue derived  from  the  sale  of  land  to 
those  district  councils  as  soon  as  they 
should  be  established.  By  the  existing 
Land  Sales  Act,  half  the  proceeds  of  the 
sales  was  to  be  applied  exclusively  in  aid 
of  emigration  from  the  united  kingdom, 
the  residue  being  set  apart  for  expenses 
connected  with  the  survey,  and  the  welfare 
of  the  aborigines,  and  other  necessary 
charges.  Afterwards,  it  was  intended  that 
those  receipts  should  be  applicable  to  the 
construction  of  roads  and  bridges,  and  the 
building  of  schools  and  gaols,  and  for  other 
works  necessary  on  the  occupation  of  a 
new  territory,  under  the  regulation  of  the 
district  councils.  He  anticipated  that  great 
advantages  would  arise  from  this  regula- 
tion. First,  he  had  always  held  that  the 
main  object  of  the  law  which  required  that 
land  should  be  sold  at  a  comparatively  high 
price,  and  not  alienated  in  grants,  was  not 
to  raise  the  price,  but  to  transfer  the  pos- 
session of  it  to  such  persons  as  would  turn 
it  comparatively  to  the  best  advantage. 
Experience  proved  that  if  land  were  sold 
at  a  comparatively  low  rate,  it  was  gene- 
rally engrossed  by  persons  who  in  the 
colony  bore  the  name  of  land-sharks. 
These  persons  acquired,  by  one  means  or 
another,  large  districts,  upon  the  specula- 
tion that  the  lapse  of  years  and  growth  of 
population  would  turn  them  to  great  ac- 
count. There  was  a  sort  of  greed  for  land 
in  colonies  which  he  believed  there  was  no 
effectual  mode  of  dealing  with,  except  by 
placing  it  at  a  high  price,  or  subjecting  it 
to  very  high  rates.  In  America  the  best 
land  was  liable  to  very  heavy  rates;  but  in 
Australia  insurmountable  objections  were 
entertained,  for  the  present,  at  least,  to 
rates.  This  being  the  object  of  the  system 
of  selling  land,  it  seemed  to  him  highly 
desirable  that  a  settler  purchasing  land 
should  obtain  the  full  value  of  his  money. 
That  portion  of  the  price  of  land  expended 
on  emigration,  was  undoubtedly  thus  re« 
turned  to  the  settler;  for  it  was  population. 
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and  population  onlj»  which  gave  value  to 
land  in  those  countries.  The  money  spent 
on  hridgesy  roads,  and  public  works,  was 
no  less  directly  returned  to  the  settler; 
and  he  had  no  doubt  but  the  purchaser 
who  bought  his  land  at  a  pound  per  acre, 
that  pound  being  spent  in  the  manner  he 
had  described,  woidd  buy  it  more  cheaply 
than  if  he  paid  2d.  an  acre  for  it,  with  a 
general  scramble.  There  had  been,  from 
the  establishment  of  a  free  constitution  in 
New  South  Wales,  a  constant  struggle  on 
the  part  of  the  legislative  council  against 
the  appropriation  of  the  proceeds  of  the 
land  sales  by  authority  of  tne  Government. 
They  had  always  contended,  and  with  a 
considerable  show  of  justice,  that  it  was 
alien  to  the  whole  genius  of  representative 
government  that  so  very  large  a  revenue 
should  be  spent  on  objects  over  which  they 
had  no  control  whatever,  by  the  mere  au- 
thority of  the  Lords  of  the  Treasury.  But 
whilst  he  agreed  that  this  was  a  grievance, 
he  was  also  strongly  of  opinion  that  it 
would  not  be  remedied  by  simply  transfer- 
ring the  power  of  disposing  of  those  funds 
to  the  central  legislature.  It  was  where 
the  land  sales  had  taken  place  that  the 
proceeds  of  them  should  be  expended  for 
the  benefit  of  the  inhabitants  of  those  wild 
dbtricts — the  first  pioneers  of  civilisation 
— ^the  bold  and  enterprising  men  who  faced 
difficulties  and  privations  in  uncultivated 
deserts.  They  would  thus  also  obtain  the 
contingent  advantage  of  removing  the  main 
obstacle  to  the  erection  of  municipal  dis- 
tricts in  the  colony,  and  hold  out  a  strong 
inducement  to  the  inhabitants  to  petition 
for  the  grant  of  charters.  This  was  the  re- 
commendation of  the  Committee  of  Coun- 
cil, to  which  the  subject  of  a  constitution 
for  Australia  was  referred.  There  was, 
however,  no  provision  to  this  effect  in  the 
present  Bill,  because  none  was  necessary, 
and  it  would  bo  exceedingly  difficult  to 
frame  any  clause  for  carrying  the  arrange- 
ment into  effect  conditionally,  or  the  for- 
mation of  councils;  and  under  the  Land 
Sales  Act  there  was  ample  power  vested 
in  the  Government  to  carry  the  arrange- 
ment into  effect.  The  Lords  of  the  Trea- 
sury could  authorise  the  governors  to  trans- 
fer those  funds  into  the  hands  of  the  dis- 
trict councils,  as  soon  as  they  were  formed, 
and  instructions  to  that  effect  would  be  is- 
sued. The  next  defect  in  the  existing 
arrangements  which  had  attracted  much 
notice,  regarded  the  expenditure  of  New 
South  Wales.  By  the  Act  of  1842,  no 
less  a  sum  than  8I96OOI.  out  of  the  total 


revenues  arising  from  taxation,  less  than 
300,0002.  in  all,  was  placed  entirely  be- 
yond the  control  of  the  Legislature,  being 
devoted  to  the  support  of  religion  and  to 
different  purposes  of  the  civil  government. 
From  the  first  existence  of  representative 
institutions  in  those  colonies,  this  had  fur- 
nished a  subject  of  complaint,  and  he  could 
not  but  think  with  considerable  foundation 
in  reason.  Accordingly  they  proposed  by 
this  Bill  to  empower  the  local  legislatures 
tn  deal  with  the  whole  proceeds  of  the 
taxes,  reserving  certain  items  which  could 
not  be  interfered  with.  The  principle  on 
which  the  Bill  proceeded  was  to  settle  a 
very  considerable  portion  of  the  expenses 
of  the  Government  upon  the  revenue,  in  a 
manner  unalterable,  except  by  acts  of  the 
whole  legislature,  to  which,  of  course,  the 
Crown  must  be  a  party.  This  would  bo 
analogous  to  the  charges  on  the  Consoli- 
dated Fund  in  this  country,  as  distinguish- 
ed from  those  which  were  annually  voted 
on  the  estimates.  The  colonial  legisla- 
ture was  not  to  be  at  liberty  to  alter  the 
salaries  of  judges  during  the  tenure  of  office 
of  the  existing  judges.  This  showed  the 
soundness  of  the  principle  for  which  Go- 
vernment contended  in  its  dispute  with 
Guiana  and  Jamaica.  Even  with  respect 
to  future  judges,  and  also  appropriations 
for  the  support  of  religious  worship,  the 
governor  was  not  to  be  at  liberty  to  assent 
to  any  Acts  which  might  be  passed  by  the 
colonial  legislature,  but  would  be  bound 
to  reserve  them  for  the  consideration  of 
the  Home  Government.  He  thought  it 
essential,  for  the  future  peace  and  good 
government  of  these  colonies,  that  the  Ex- 
ecutive Government  should  have  the  power 
of  refusing  its  assent  to  hasty  and  incon- 
siderate reduction;  but  at  the  same  time 
he  was  quite  prepared  to  allow  that  a  very 
wide  discretion  should  be  left  to  the  repre- 
sentatives of  the  colonists  in  the  local 
legislatures,  subject  to  its  qualification^ 
that,  as  regarded  the  allowances  of  judges 
and  public  servants,  respect  should  be  paid 
to  existing  interests.  He  was  convinced 
that  to  respect  existing  interests,  would  be 
found  in  the  end  the  best  economy  for  the 
colonists  themselves.  He  thought,  also» 
that  the  Crown  ought  not  to  consent  to 
allow  any  of  the  more  important  salaries  to 
be  transferred,  even  after  the  expiration 
of  existing  interests,  from  pcimanent 
charges  to  annual  estimates.  In  amending 
the  Act  as  to  New  South  Wales,  he  pro- 
posed to  extend  the  same  system  to  all 
these  coloniea;  but  ^\\.\i  1^^^^  V^^ ««^at^ 
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Australia,  he  should  ohserve  that  the  ope- 
ration of  this  Bill  was  made  oontiugent  on 
that  colony  being  prepared  to  meet  the  ex- 
penses of  its  civil  government.  He  thought 
there  could  be  no  doubt  of  the  justice  of 
the  principle  that  the  advantages  of  self- 
■govornment  should  be  granted  only  when 
there  was  a  disposition  to  undertake  the 
burdens  accompanying  them.  Another  im- 
portant provision  was  for  the  establishment 
of  a  general  assembly  for  the  Australian 
colonies,  thus  providing  the  machinery  by 
which  the  inhabitants  of  those  vast  territo- 
ries would  be  enabled  to  meet  and  combine 
for  common  objects.  It  was  a  curious 
circumstance  that  in  the  former  history  of 
our  American  colonies,  the  necessity  of 
furnishing  a  general  assembly  was  felt, 
4)ven  before  the  breaking  out  of  those  dis- 
turbances which  ended  in  a  revolution. 
So  long  ago  as  the  year  1754,  a  sort  of  vo- 
luntaiy  congress  was  called  together;  and 
the  celebrated  Dr.  Franklin  prepared  a 
plan  for  giving  greater  regularity  of  form 
to  that  assembly.  His  own  belief  was, 
that  if  a  regular  congress  had  been  at  that 
time  created,  far  from  having  had  the  ef- 
fect which  those  who  promoted  the  scheme 
expected,  of  hastening  the  period  of  the 
separation  from  the  mother  country,  it 
might  have  been  the  means  of  averting 
that  which  afterwards  took  place,  or  at  all , 
events  of  giving  it  a  manner  less  repulsive 
than  that  which  produced  a  disastrous  and 
expensive  war.  His  belief  was,  that  if  on 
the  one  hand  such  a  policy  had  been  adopt- 
ed with  regard  to  those  colonies,  the  Home 
Government  would  not  have  taken  an  nn- 
reasonablo  and  violent  course,  which  could 
lead  to  nothing  but  separation;  and,  upon 
the  other  hand,  if  they  had  been  ruled  upon 
a  system  of  moderation  and  wisdom,  all 
motive  for  separation  upon  their  part  would 
have  been  taken  away.  But  be  this  as  it 
might,  he  was  persuaded  that  a  necessity 
existed  for  the  creation  of  some  such  joint 
authority.  It  might  not,  however,  come 
into  immediate  operation,  and  upon  the 
whole  he  was  inclined  to  think  it  would 
not;  for  some  considerable  period  must 
elapse  before  the  necessity  became  so  strong 
as  to  overrule  all  the  local  interests,  pre- 
judices, and  passions,  which,  in  the  first 
instance,  he  knew  would  bo  arrayed  against 
any  such  scheme  of  union;  but  in  the  na- 
ture of  things  no  very  groat  length  of  time 
would  pass  by  before  circumstances  would 
cause  such  a  system  to  come  into  operation. 
It  was  highly  desirable,  therefore,  that 
FarJiamcD^  §hou\d  bow  provide  for  a  ne- 


cessity thus  foreseen.  At  the  same  time, 
whilst  it  was  desirable  that  this  necessity 
should  be  provided  for,  it  was  equally  right 
that  the  formation  of  any  such  general  as* 
sembly  should  not  be  rendered  imperative 
upon  the  colonies.  For  the  same  reason 
that  he  had  stated  with  respect  to  the  dis- 
trict councils,  he  believed  that  prescribing 
such  an  assembly,  and  making  it  impera- 
tive, would  ratheirtend  to  create  resistance; 
and  it  was,  therefore,  proposed  by  the  Bill 
that  it  should  be  entirely  voluntary.  All 
that  was  proposed  was,  that  Her  Majesty 
should  be  empowered  to  commission  the 
governor  of  one  of  the  colonies,  as  Go- 
vernor General  of  Australia;  and  the 
ofHcer  so  commissioned  would  be  en- 
abled, upon  receiving  an  address  from  two 
or  more  colonies,  to  call  together  an  as- 
sembly with  authority  to  legislate  upon 
certain  points  for  thoso  colonies  whioh  con- 
curred in  the  address.  This  was  the  ex- 
tent of  the  provision;  and  he  trusted  that 
the  House  would  see  the  propriety  of  sanc- 
tioning it.  The  Bill  contained  one  provi- 
sion of  a  novel  character,  as  compared 
with  the  Act  of  1842,  to  which  it  was  ne- 
cessary he  should  call  attention.  It  was 
the  clause  which  enabled  the  legislatures  it 
was  proposed  to  create,  to  bo  enabled  to 
make,  if  they  thought  fit,  subject  to  cer- 
tain conditions,  changes  in  their  new  con- 
stitution. He  was  fully  awai*e  of  the  im- 
portance of  such  a  clause;  but,  without  it, 
he  had  no  hesitation  in  saying  that  the  Bill 
was  most  materially  imperfect.  [Lord 
Stanlbt  :  Hear,  hear!]  The  noble  Lord 
cheered  the  expression,  by  which  no  doubt 
ho  meant  the  opinion  that  such  a  provision 
was  novel  in  its  character;  but  he  would 
find  the  same  view  and  the  same  opinion 
most  distinctly  expressed  in  the  report 
upon  whioh  the  Bill  was  founded.  He 
(Earl  Grey)  adhered  to  the  opinion  for  this 
reason — that  whilst  the  form  of  govern- 
ment now  existing  in  New  South  Wales, 
which  it  was  proposed  to  extend  to  the 
other  colonies,  was  well  adapted  to  the 
existing  state  of  society  in  those  colonies, 
he  could  not  doubt  they  were  advancing 
with  giant  steps  in  wealth  and  population — 
that  society  was  becoming  every  day  more 
numerous,  more  comfortable,  and  more 
wealthy;  so  that  no  long  time  could  elapse 
before  it  would  be  necessary  to  modify  the 
arrangements  to  the  growing  wants  of 
such  a  growing  society.  He  firmly  be- 
lieved that  the  power  of  making  these 
modifications  might  safely  be  left  to  the 
ooloniei  theuuelvea.    When  free  iastitu- 
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tioDB  had  been  once  recognised  in  the  colo- 
nies, they  ought  not  to  be  lightly  altered 
by  Parliament  without  the  desire  and  sane- 
lion  of  the  local  legislatures.  Reforms 
should  not  be  pressed  upon  thorn  unless 
they  were  absolutely  required.  Party  con- 
siderations might  have  influence  at  home; 
and  there  were  many  reasons  why  the  in- 
tervention of  Parliament  to  effoct  such 
modifications  as  might  be  required  from 
time  to  time,  might,  in  the  highest  degree, 
be  inconvenient  and  imprudent.  But  Par- 
liament, he  thought,  should  retain  a  check 
over  such  alterations,  and  the  Bill  was 
drawn  in  such  a  manner  as  to  maintain 
that  principle.  It  was  provided,  for  ex- 
ample, by  one  of  the  clauses,  that  no  Bills 
making  constitutional  changes  should  come 
into  operation  at  once  by  the  assent  of  the 
governors.  The  governors  would  be  bound 
to  reserve  them  for  the  express  significa- 
tion of  Her  Majesty's  pleasure;  and  Her 
Majesty  was  not  empowered  to  signify  Her 
pleasure  until  the  Bills  had  lain  for  thirty 
days  upon  the  tables  of  both  Houses  of 
Parliament. 

Lord  STANLEY  asked  what  power  of 
interference  either  House  would  have  under 
such  circumstances  ? 

Earl  GREY  replied,  the  same  power 
which  the  Houso  of  Parliament  now  had 
of  interfering  upon  every  subject  disposed 
of  by  Her  Majesty,  with  the  advice  of  Her 
constitutional  advisers.  They  would  have 
the  power  of  interposing  a  check  by  an 
address  to  the  Crown.  [Lord  Stanley  : 
Oh,  oh !]  The  noble  Lord  might  think 
that  mode  of  intervention  insufficiont;  but, 
in  his  opinion,  it  would  be  ample,  and  it 
ought  not  to  be  carried  fui*ther.  He  had 
already  urged  that  modifications  of  constitu- 
tional arrangements  could  best  be  made  in 
the  colonies  themselves,  and  this  was  obvious 
from  the  clear  impossibility  of  Parliament 
being  able  to  judge  so  well  as  the  colonists 
themselves  upon  what  the  wants  of  society 
might  be.  And  this  inconvicnce  would  be 
specially  felt — that  the  distance  of  the  co- 
lonies, and  the  length  of  time  required  for 
communication  with  them,  rendered  it 
quite  impracticable  for  modifications  of  the 
eonstitution  to  bo  decided  here  without 
great  danger.  But  if  he  entertained  this 
opinion  originally,  at  the  time  when  ho 
concurred  in  the  report  of  the  Committee 
of  Council  upon  which  the  Bill  was  found- 
ed, his  views  had  been  greatly  strengthen- 
ed by  recent  proceedings  since  the  measure 
had  been  under  the  consideration  of  Par- 
liament,    He  cQuld  not  but  perceive  that 


even  among  those  who  were  the  greatest 
sticklers  for  what  they  called  colonial  self- 
government,  there  was  a  great  disposition 
— with  regard  to  the  manner  in  which  self- 
government  should  be  carried  on,  and  the 
form  of  institution  under  which  it  should 
be  worked — to  impose  their  own  peculiar 
theories  (he  might  almost  say  their  own 
peculiar  crotchets),  upon  the  colonies,  with 
extremely  little  reference  to  the  wishes  and 
opinions  of  their  inhabitants.  He  had  now 
completed  what  he  feared  had  been  a  some- 
what tedious  explanation  of  the  main  pro- 
visions of  this  important  measure;  and  he 
had,  beforo  he  concluded,  but  little  more 
to  add,  except  that  he  felt  himself  justified 
in  assuring  the  House  that  the  Bill  had 
been  accepted  in  the  colonies  with  a  pro- 
portion and  degree  of  general  assent  f&r 
beyond  what  ho  had  ventured  to  antici- 
pate. Their  Lordships  were  aware  it  fol- 
lowed very  closely,  indeed,  the  recommen- 
dations in  the  report  of  the  Committee  of 
Privy  Council,  which  was  laid  upon  the 
table  last  year.  That  report,  and  the  Bill 
itself  (which  had  been  before  the  other 
House  of  Parliament  last  year),  had  been 
sent  to  the  colonies  and  there  published. 
They  naturally  excited  a  very  great  amount 
of  discussion  and  much  interest  among  all 
classes;  and  ho  was  enabled  to  assure  the 
House,  from  a  careful  examination  (as 
far  as  it  was  possible  to  judge)  of  public 
opinion  in  all  the  usual  modes  of  ascer- 
taining it — from  the  proceedings  at  public 
meetings,  and  the  language  of  news- 
papers in  tho  greatest  circulation,  that  in 
general  the  moasure  had  met  with  almost 
unanimous  approbation.  It  was  true  that 
upon  various  points  contained  in  it,  there 
had  been  differences  of  opinion.  Some 
had  recommended  alterations  in  one  direc- 
tion, and  some  in  another;  but,  taking  the 
measure  as  a  whole,  he  was  authorised  to 
state  that  it  had  been  received  with  gene- 
ral satisfaction.  It  had  not  been  loss  well 
received  by  persons  in  this  country  who 
were  closely  connected  with  the  Australian 
colonies.  Tho  petition  he  had  that  night 
presented,  which  was  precisely  similar  to 
another  presented  to  the  other  House,  was 
signed  by  all,  he  might  say,  of  the  most 
eminent  mercantile  firms  engaged  in  the 
Australian  trade.  At  all  events,  it  was 
signed  by  a  large  number  of  persons  deeply 
interested  in  the  prosperity  of  those  colo- 
nies; and  thoso  petitions  had  been  called 
forth  by  apprehensions,  from  some  proceed- 
ings in  tho  other  House,  that  the  Bill 
might  not  pass  in  its  present  aka^«    T^^ 
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prayer  of  the  petitions  was,  that  the  Bill, 
as  it  now  stood  hefore  their  Lordships, 
might  pass  into  a  law.  That  they  would 
assent  to  this  prayer  from  such  a  hody,  he 
would  not  for  a  moment  permit  himself  to 
douht.  He  was  convinced,  if  they  now 
read  the  Bill  the  second  time — and  he 
know  the  second  reading  was  not  to  he  op- 
posed— they  would  likewise  pass  its  details 
without  any  alterations  affecting  its  prin- 
ciple. He  was  sure,  too,  they  would  enter 
upon  the  discussion  of  its  details  with  an 
anxious  desire  to  promote  the  efficiency  of 
the  Bill;  and  that,  in  its  main  principle,  it 
would  hecome  law,  he  could  not  hring  him- 
self to  douht.  By  so  passing  it,  he  con- 
fidently and  earnestly  hoped  that,  with  the 
favour  of  Providence,  they  would  he  pro- 
viding for  the  unhorn  millions  who,  in  fu- 
ture ages,  were,  no  douht,  destined  to  peo- 
ple the  wide-spread  regions  of  Australia, 
still  unoccupied  by  civilised  man,  and  se- 
cure to  them  the  blessings  of  order  and 
well-regulated  freedom,  to  be  by  them  long 
enjoyed  under  the  protection  of  the  British 
flag,  and  as  subjects  of  the  British  Crown. 
Earl  FITZWILLIAM,  in  allusion  to 
the  remark  of  the  noble  Earl  that  it  was 
better  that  important  subjects  should  be 
discussed  in  a  thin  House,  and  that  they 
could  then  be  better  discussed  than  when 
their  Lordships'  benches  were  filled,  said 
that  undoubtedly  the  noble  Earl  could  have 
had  no  better  House  than  that  now  assem- 
bled in  which  to  unfold  this  great  measure. 
[  Tliere  were  less  than  twenty  Members  pre* 
sent]  In  his  opinion,  this  was  the  most 
important  measure  that  had  ever  been  sub- 
mitted to  this  reformed  Parliament;  and 
he  said  "reformed  Parliament,"  because 
be  believed  that  reform  was  so  important 
that  now,  viewed  in  its  results,  and  in  what 
had  passed  elsewhere,  it  was  evidently  a 
necessary  revolution  rather  than  an  Act  of 
Parliament.  But,  with  that  single  excep- 
tion, of  all  the  Acts  in  which  this  British 
Parliament  could  be  engaged,  there  could 
be  none  more  important  than  the  discus- 
sion of  the  measure  so  ably  and  so  candidly 
unfolded  to  their  Lordships  by  the  noble 
Earl.  He  agreed  with  the  noble  Earl  that 
it  was  a  measure  calculated,  to  lay  the 
foundation  of  free  government  for  millions 
vet  unborn  of  the  Anglo-Saxon  race;  and 
he  rejoiced  to  see  those  foundations  laid 
in  these  distant  regions;  but  he  must,  at 
the  same  time,  express  his  deep  regret 
that  the  Bill  was  not  framed  in  some  re- 
spects in  a  different  manner.  He  should 
Amvo  thought,  from  the  manner  in  which 
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the  noble  Earl  concluded  his  speech,  that 
the  measure  should  not  have  been  sub- 
mitted to  Parliament  in  what  seemed  to  him 
to  be  an  imperfect  form;  but  he  considered 
that  it  was  the  duty  of  Her  Majesty's 
Ministers  to  have  rendered  the  measure  as 
perfect  as  was  possible.  Their  Lordships 
were  told  that  there  was  no  opposition  to 
be  made  to  the  second  reading  of  this  Bill; 
and  he  undoubtedly  agreed  with  its  prin- 
ciple, if  that  was  merely  the  giving  of  free 
institutions  to  our  brethren  in  the  southern 
hemisphere;  but  he  altogether  condemned 
such  a  mode  of  discussing  the  principle  of 
a  measure,  as  the  most  unphilosophic  he 
could  conceive.  He  could  not  discover  the 
principle  of  a  measure  from  its  details,  al- 
though it  was  by  the  details  that  life  and 
vitality  wore  given  to  the  principle.  There 
was  one  point  to  which  he  must  allude — 
one  which  the  noble  Earl  had  kept  out  of 
sight  as  much  as  possible.  Did  the  noble 
Earl  think  it  was  the  perfection  of  wisdom 
and  of  British  legislation  to  establish  a 
constitution  in  New  South  Wales,  of  the 
successful  establishment  of  which  we  had 
no  example  in  the  civilised  world  ?  What 
the  noble  Earl  designed  to  establish  in 
New  South  Wales  was  neither  more  nor 
less  than  "  a  constituent  assembly."  He 
was  not  about  to  form  an  assembly  to  go- 
vern the  country,  but  a  "  constituent  as- 
sembly," out  of  which  he  hopes,  by  some 
means  or  other,  a  better  constitution  may 
be  formed  by  the  colonists  themselves.  If 
they  looked  around  them,  east  or  west, 
north  or  south;  if  they  searched  the  pages 
of  ancient  history,  or  the  records  of  modem 
instances,  they  would  not  find  one  single 
country  which  had  over  enjoyed  outward 
peace,  internal  tranquillity,  or  prosperity 
under  such  a  government.  If  they  went 
to  the  American  republic,  they  would  find 
there  that  congress  consisted  of  two 
houses;  and  in  every  individual  State  in 
that  republic,  the  same  principle  was  re- 
peated. There  was  nothing  like  the  sys- 
tem proposed  by  the  noble  Earl  anywhere 
now  in  existence,  or  ever  had  been  in  past 
times.  The  noble  Earl  had  shadowed  forth 
some  sort  of  an  argument  on  the  ground 
that  it  was  not  advisable  to  change  the  in- 
stitutions now  existing  in  the  country;  and 
if  those  institutions  were  coeval  with  its 
existence  he  could  have  understood  it;  but 
little  more  than  seven  years  had  elapsed 
since  the  present  Government  was  estab- 
lished, as  the  noble  Lord  opposite  (Lord 
Stanley)  could  attest.  If  the  persons  who 
framed  this  Bill  had  not  possessed  minda 
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capable  of  taking  a  wide  and  farseeiDg 
view  of  the  question,  he  should  not,  per- 
haps, have  been  so  much  surprised  at  the 
numerous   apologies  with  which    it  was 
ushered  in.     Those  apologies  proved  that 
the  framers  of  the  Bill  were  conscious  of 
the  imperfections  of  their  own  work.  They 
said  that  there  were  no   materials  for  a 
second  chamber.     He  admitted  that  there 
were    not    materials    for    an    hereditary 
Peerage,    like    that    of    the    House    of 
Lords  in  this  country,  in  a  community 
which  had  only  existed  sixty  years ;  but 
that  was  no  proof  that  a  second  chamber 
might  not  have  been  established  another 
way.     He  looked  upon  this  "  constituent 
assembly"  with  great  jealousy  and  alarm. 
He  did  not  very  much  care  whether  it  suc- 
ceeded or  whether  it  failed — ^in  either  case 
it  would  be  equally  bad.     If  it  failed,  it 
annihilated   one  moral    influence  in  the 
colonies.     It  was  not  desirable  to  launch 
these  youthful  communities  as  self-govern- 
ing States,  and  then  to  have  them  coming 
back  to  the  parent  country  to  complain  of 
our  giving  them  a  bad  constitution.    That 
was  not  the  way  to  increase  or  even  to 
perpetuate  their  attachment  to  this  coun- 
try.    He  liked  as  little  what  might  be 
cidled  "  success*' — a  term  in  respect  to 
the  meaning  of  which  he  might  probably 
differ  with   many.      If  this  "constituent 
assembly "  governed    that    country  well, 
there  were  those  in  this  country  who  would 
immediately  be  for  trying  a  little  experi- 
ment here.     Thus  he  liked  neither  alter- 
native, and  was  alike  fearful  of  success  or 
failure.     Another  part  of  this  Bill  he  con- 
sidered a  great  error — he  alluded  to  those 
clauses  which  related  to  the  formation  of 
electoral  divisions.     They  ought  most  cer- 
tainly to  begin  with  the  system  matured 
by  this  country,  and  have  had  two  mem- 
bers, and  two  only,  for  each  electoral  di- 
vision.     There  were  evident  misgivings 
also,  on  the  part  of  Government,  with  re- 
spect to  the  conduct  of  the  "  constituent 
assembly  ;"  and  he  agreed  with  them  in 
thinking  there  were  good  grounds  for  such 
misgivings.     The  consequence  was,  that 
they  had  provided  that  one-third  of  the  total 
number  should  be  nominated  by  the  Crown. 
This  was,  however,  a  most  objectionable 
expedient.     There  would  be  two  elements 
in  the  assembly,  the  popular  and  the  go- 
vernmental ;    and   the    elective    and   the 
nominative  parts  would  thus  be  in  opposi- 
tion.     How  much  better  at  once  to  have 
another  chamber,  for  the  purpose  of  coun- 
teracting, if  need  be,  the  popular  influ- 
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ence !     The  great  advantage  of  a  second 
chamber  was  to  prevent  hasty  legislation. 
The  great  advantage  of  their  Lordships' 
House  was,  that  it  operated  as  a  sort  of 
drag  on  the  other  House  of  Parliament, 
and  prevented  its  going  faster  than  was 
consistent  with  safety.    If  that  were  found 
advantageous,  and,  indeed,  necessary  here, 
d  fortiori  it  would  be  equally  advantage- 
ous   and    necessary  there.      It  was  not, 
however,  that  their  Lordships'  power  of 
throwing    out  Bills  passed  by  the  other 
House  constituted  their   greatest  benefit 
to  the  country.     Public  opinion  changed 
rapidly,  and,  although  the  House  of  Com- 
mons might  be  acting  in  accordance  with 
public  opinion  in  February,  their   Lord- 
ships, if  public    opinion  changed,  might 
reject  that  Bill  in  May  ;  and  thus  the  pub- 
lic opinion  always  had  time  to  get  rid  of 
its  first  ill-considered  and  crude  notions. 
If  they  looked  at  what  had  taken  place  in 
France  during  the  last   two  years,  they 
would  find  that  every  man  in  that  country, 
whose  opinion  any  man  here  would  value, 
voted  in  favour  of  the  double  chamber. 
That  was  a  strong  point  in  favour  of  his 
argument.     It  would  appear  an  extraordi- 
nary specimen  of   legislation  if  England 
should   proceed  deliberately  to    establish 
that  in  her  colonies  which  she  condemned, 
and  which  every  civilised  nation,  whether 
a  royalty  or  a  republic,  repudiated.     He 
did  not  object  to  the  second  reading,  as  he 
approved  of  the  measure  generally.     He 
trusted,  however,  their  Lordships  would 
give   these  particular  details   the  fullest 
consideration,    and,    notwithstanding   the 
expectation  expressed  by  the  noble  Earl  at 
the  conclusion  of  his  speech,  he  trusted  the 
House  would  not  be  deterred  from  amend- 
ing the  Bill  in  those  particulars,  for  it 
would  not  be  safe  to  send  out  the  Bill  un- 
amended.    Such  a  course,  he  was  satis- 
fied, would  be  a  dangerous  experiment. 

Lord  MONTEAGLE,  whilst  he  agreed 
with  his  noble  Friend  who  had  just  sat 
down,  that  the  principle  as  well  as  the 
details  of  the  measure  before  the  House 
were  most  important,  could  not  forbear 
admiring,  in  the  speech  of  his  noble  Friend^ 
the  frankness  with  which  he  admitted  the 
importance  of  the  Bill,  and  yet  manifested 
an  admirable  dexterity  and  a  resolute  de- 
termination to  exclude  from  consideration 
all  the  difficulties  of  the  subject.  His 
noble  Friend  had  opened  the  Bill  as  a 
great  measure  of  imperial  legislation,  which 
was  to  develop  views  of  colonial  policy 
now  for  the  first  t\m^>  T^^va^^*   ^^^^^^^ 
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who  heard  hb  noble  Friend's  speech  must 
admit  that  rarely  had  more  ability  been 
exercised  for  the  purpose  of  explaining 
what  by  his  own  description  would  appear 
but  a  very  common-place  measure.  His 
noble  Friend  had  endeayoured  to  justify 
his  shortcomings  by  a  determination  to 
avoid  changes,  and  to  stand  in  the  "  old 
ways;"  but  this  part  of  his  noble  Friend's 
argument  was  inconsistent  with  his  enun« 
eiation  of  principle,  in  which  he  pointed 
out  the  necessity  of  abandoning  those  «  old 
ways."  This  contradiction  could  not  be 
Teconciled*  If  his  noble  Friend  was  de- 
sirous of  adhering  to  the  old  system,  he 
had  at  least  a  singular  mode  of  doing  so. 
It  was  extraordinary,  too,  that  he  should 
now,  in  1850,  find  out  the  necessity  of 
holding  to  a  legislature  consisting  of  a  sin- 
gle chamber,  whon,  in  his  capacity  of  Colo- 
nial Secretary  in  1847,  he  had  recommend- 
ed, and  even  endeavoured,  to  enforce  the 
eatablisbment  of  a  double  chamber.  His 
noble  Friend  had  also  given  a  con- 
stitution to  New  Zealand,  in  which  he 
introduced  the  principle  of  two  cham- 
bers ;  and  even  in  the  present  Session 
be  adhered  to  the  same  principle  in  re* 
lation  to  another  colony,  the  Cape.  Why 
then  abandon  it  in  the  present  Bill  ?  The 
noble  Lord  then  challenged  the  Govern- 
ment to  produce  any  successful  preoedent 
in  colonisl  history  eolonies  for  such  a  con- 
stitution as  this.  When  the  measure  was 
postponed  last  year,  he  was  in  hopes  that 
if  the  Bill  were  again  introduced  in  the 
aame  form,  some  local  approval  or  authority 
might  have  been  brought  forward  in  its 
favour.  But  all  those  who  were  best  ac- 
quainted with  the  facts,  were  opposed  to  this 
most  dangerous  scheme.  What  were  the 
despatches  from  Van  Di^nen's  Land,  New 
South  Walw.  and  South  Australia  ?  Was 
Sir  William  Denison  in  its  favour,  or  Sir 
Charles  Fitaroy,  or  Sir  Henry  Young? 
No  one  person  of  the  slightest  authority  had 
doelared  in  favour  of  die  Bill.  His  noble 
Friend,  in  recommendation  of  his  proposal, 
had,  indeed,  alluded  to  the  unanimity  which 
prevailed  on  its  behalf  among  the  Austrar 
Uaa  newspapers:  it  was  most  disinterested, 
though  somewhat  strange,  that  the  noble 
Lord  should  rely  upon  such  authority; 
for  those  very  newspapers  were  filled  with 
Tituperation  against  his  noble  Friend  and 
Us  principles  of  oolonial  policy,  and  with 
reports  of  mteetings  of  colonists,  at  which 
resolutions  were  passed  equally  condem- 
natory of  the  Government  and  of  their 
m0d^  of  dealing  with  our  dependoncies. 


He  (Lord  Konteagle)  denied  the  impossi-i 
bility  of  finding  materials  for  a  second 
chamber  in  the  colony  of  New  South  Wales, 
or  Victoria,  and  argued  that  if  the  best 
and  most  respectable  persons  were  elected 
by  their  brother  colonists,  they  would  have 
infinitely  more  weight  and  influence  than 
they  now  possessed,  as  mere  nominees  of 
the  Government.  The  condition  of  the 
Australian  colonies  was  now  very  different 
from  what  it  had  been  but  a  few  years  since; 
the  proportion  between  the  convicts  and  the 
other  classes  of  the  population  was  greatly 
changed.  A  few  years  back  the  propor- 
tion between  the  bond  and  the  free,  was 
35  per  cent  of  the  population.  It  is  now  but 
5  or  6.  Persons  of  high  character  and  of 
good  family  and  education  are  now  resident 
in  Australia;  the  materials  for  an  electoral 
second  chamber  could  be  found  if  the  Go- 
vernment desired  to  seek  them.  Such 
must  have  been  his  noble  Friend's  opmion 
in  1 847,  when  he  himself  proposed  a  double 
chamber.  The  facility  is  greater,  in  1850. 
Nor  was  he  liable  to  be  reproached  with  in- 
consistency, in  maintaining  this  opinion.  It 
was  true  that  he  had  supported  the  Bill  of 
1842,  introduced  by  his  noble  Friend,  Lord 
Stanley,  because  in  the  state  of  the  Aus- 
tralian population,  eight  years  ago,  he  was 
of  opinion  that  that  Act  was  the  best  mea- 
sure that  could  then  be  passed,  and  that  it 
would  become  the  foundation  of  a  better 
measure  at  a  future  period.  That  period 
had  arrived.  Could  it  be  denied  that  Aus- 
tralia, considering  the  increase  of  its  popu- 
lation, its  exports,' and  oommercial  prosper- 
ity, was  not  as  capable  of  furnishing  materi- 
als for  two  chambers  as  the  infant  State  of 
California  ?  and  yet  the  experience  of  the 
United  States  had  led  to  the  adoption  of  a 
double  chamber  even  among  the  gold  diggers 
of  San  Francisco.  Another  point  which  the 
noble  Earl  had  conveniently  evaded  was  the 
state  of  the  franchise,  which  in  New  South 
Wales  was  most  unjust  and  most  unsat- 
isfactory. He  had  lately  presented  a  pe- 
tition to  that  effect,  and,  on  that  occasion, 
had  obtained  an  admission  from  the  noble 
£ari  that  the  complaint  of  the  petitioners 
was  well  foonded.  The  franchise  had  been 
based  upon  an  exaggerated  idea  of  the 
value  of  oolonial  property,  which  had  since 
been  greatly  depreciated.  Yet  it  was  to  a 
council  returned  by  so  imperfeot  a  consti- 
tuency that  an  unlimited  power  of  making 
constitutional  changes  was  to  be  entrusted. 
He  would  press  his  noble  Friend  to  answer 
one  simple  question :  Supposing  that  the 
Government  nominees  were  defeated  in  the 
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council,  and  that  the  colonists  were  to  adopt 
a  constitution  without  nominees,  and  based 
upon  a  single  democratio    chamber,  how 
would  he  act  ?     [Earl  Gret  :  They  oould 
not  do  so.]    He  (Lord  Montcagle),  on  the 
contrary,  contended  that,  under   Section 
35,  thej  had  the  full  power  of  doing  so. 
But  if  the  case  were   otherwise,  and  the 
council  were  intended  to  be  restrained  in 
this    particular,  it  would   be  evident  his 
noble  Friend  had  a  distrust  of  his  own 
constituent  assembly,  for  he  appeared  to 
deem  it  so  probable  they  would  go  wrong, 
that  he  placed  those  restrictions  on  them. 
The  question  of  disposing  of   the  waste 
lands  of  the  colony  was  one  upon  which 
the   greatest    anxiety  was   felt,   and   he 
wished  to  know  why  the  QoYornment  had 
changed  their  minds   upon  that  subject. 
In  1849,  and  even  in  the  present  Session, 
they  had  proposed  to  leave  this  power  to  a 
local  authority.     Why  had  they  changed 
their  intention  ?    How  could  they  reconcile 
their  inconsistency,  when,  after  affirming 
in  the  most  unqualified  manner  the  doc- 
trine of  self-government,  they  now  denied 
to  Australia  that  privilege  in  a  matter  in 
which,  of  all  others,  it  was  the  most  im- 
portant?    It  was  proposed  to  make  the 
municipal  institutions  the  means  of  apply- 
ing the  funds  received  from  land  sales; 
this  was  founded  on  an  expressed  mis- 
trust of  the  Legislative  Council ;   but  if 
his  noble  Friend    distrusted  the    central 
authority,  as  he  seemed  to  do,  and  would 
neither  confide  to  his  legislative  councils 
nor    to  his   general   assembly  a  control 
over  the  land  fund,  how  was  he  justified 
in  ^ermittingj  that   land   revenue  to  be 
appropriated    for   roads   and    bridges  by 
the  municipal  institutions  ?     If  the  colo- 
nial   legislatures  were  unequal  to  make 
their  own  roads  and  bridges,  they  surely 
ought  not  to  be  trusted  with  the  more  dif- 
ficult task  of  framing  a  new  constitution. 
The  35th  clause  gave  the  constituent  as- 
sembly an  unlimited  power  of  altering  the 
construction  of  the  council  s  there  was  not 
one  word  of  restraint  in  it  which  would  pre- 
Tent  their  exclusion  of  the  nominees  of  the 
C!rown,  and  their  creation  of  a  complete 
democracy.     He  objected  to  the  power  so 
given  to  the  colonists,  of  making  a  demo- 
cratic constitution   for   themselves.      He 
objected  to  the  power,  because  he  believed 
that  such  a  government  by  a  single  cham- 
ber was  inconsistent  with  good  government 
and  sound  legislation.     His  noble  Friend 
denied    that    the  Bill    created  such    an 
authority;  but  he  reasserted  it^  and  there* 


fore  he  wished  to  see  words  introduced  in 
the  Bill  restricting  them  from  so  doing. 
The  Governnoient  had  been  asked  in  another 
place  whether  they  would  refuse  the  Royal 
assent  to  such  a  democratic  constitution; 
but  they  gave  no  answer.  The  noble  Lord 
concluded  by  giving  notice  of  an  Amend- 
ment in  Committee,  to  provide  that  there 
should  be  in  each  of  the  colonies  of  New 
South  Wales  and  Victoria  a  legislative 
council  as  well  as  a  representative  as- 
sembly, for  the  purpose  of  bringing  the 
question  of  a  single  or  a  double  chamber 
fairly  before  their  Lordships. 

Earl  GRANVILLE  said»  that  after  the 
lucid  statement  of  his  noble  Friend^  it  weald 
be  unnecessary  for  him  to  occupy  much  of 
the  time  of  their  Lordships;  and  as  it  was 
understood  that  no  division  should  take 
place  on  the  second  reading,  he  should 
content  himself  with  offering  one  or  twe 
remarks  upon  the  objections  which  had 
been  Urged  by  the  two  noble  Lords  against 
the  Bill.  The  first  objection  was»  thai 
the  legislative  council  to  be  created  by  the 
Bill  was  nothing  more  than  a  constituent 
assembly.  Now  he  apprehended  thai  a 
constituent  assembly  had  been  generally 
appointed  for  a  limited  periodi  and  the 
only  analogy  between  such  an  assembly 
and  the  legislative  council  contuned  ia 
this  Bill,  was,  that  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment proposed  to  give  to  the  colonial  ie- 
gislature  that  power  which  the  Legislature 
of  this  country  themselves  exercised  in 
amending  their  constitution^  and  adapting 
it  to  the  growing  wants  and  requirements 
of  the  country.  The  next  objection  was, 
that  the  legislative  power  was  to  exist  in 
one  assembly  instead  of  an  upper  and  a 
lower  house.  No  one,  at  least  in  that 
House,  would  deny  the  great  advantages  of 
a  House  of  Loras;  and  he  believed  that 
there  was  hardly  a  man  in  this  country,  or 
on  the  whole  continent  of  Europe,  who 
would  deny  that  the  House  of  Lords  was  a 
firm  component  part  of  the  constitution  <^ 
the  British  empire.  If  wealth,  leisure,  and 
historical  associations  had  been  found  to 
the  same  extent  in  Australia  as  in  this 
country,  the  Govemmenti  having  their 
hands  unfettered,  would,  without  hesita- 
tion, have  given  to  the  colonists  a  consti- 
tution comprising  two  chambers.  But  the 
same  analogies  and  associations  were  not 
there  to  be  found.  In  1842  a  constitution 
was  given  to  New  South  Wales,  consisting 
of  one  chamber  only;  and  he  had  never 
heard  that  there  was  any  understanding  on 
the  pari  of  either  the  Qo^^tkkis^  ^x  ^% 
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colonists  that  the  duration  of  that  chamber 
was  to  be  only  temporary  and  limited.  In 
giving  a  constitution  to  such  a  colony,  it 
was  of  great  importance  to  shape  it  in  ac- 
cordance with  their  wishes,  and  not  to 
force  upon  them  something  which  might 
be  theoretically  more  perfect.  The  Bill 
was  founded  upon  the  recommendations 
of  the  Committee  of  Privy  Council,  to 
which  the  matter  had  been  referred;  and 
he  did  not  know  of  any  objections  that  had 
been  urged  at  the  time  against  those  re- 
commendations. As  for  the  elective  fran- 
chise, it  was  deemed  desirable  to  leave  that 
to  be  dealt  with  by  the  local  legislatures, 
instead  of  sending  out  a  specific  form  to  be 
adopted.  With  regard  to  the  Amendment 
of  which  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Monteagle) 
had  given  notice,  it  would  be  premature 
then  for  him  to  go  into  the  principles  in- 
Tolved  in  them;  but  he  had  no  doubt  when 
the  proper  time  came,  he  should  be  able  to 
show  sufficient  reasons  to  induce  the  House 
not  to  sanction  them.  He  would  only  add 
that  the  Government,  in  proceeding  with 
that  Bill,  thought  it  was  better  to  give  the 
inhabitants  of  New  South  Wales  that  with 
which  ^hey  were  acquainted  and  were  now 
satisfied,  than  to  force  upon  them  a  con- 
Btitution  against  which  they  might  enter- 
tain the  strongest  objections. 

Lord  WODEHOUSE  wished,  as  this 
was  a  question  which  affected  the  whole  of 
our  colonial  empire,  to  make  a  few  ob- 
servations on  it.  This  measure  was  the 
turning  point  of  our  colonial  legislation. 
This  was  the  first  time  on  which  they  were 
called  upon  to  discuss  the  principles  by 
which  must  be  regulated  the  relations  of 
the  colonies  with  the  mother  country ; 
and  they  should  well  consider  whe- 
ther these  principles  tended  to  the  pro- 
motion of  mutual  goodwill  and  to  the  ex- 
tension of  the  mutual  interests  of  both. 
The  problem  which  they  had  to  solve  was, 
how  to  reconcile  colonial  freedom  with 
the  Imperial  Supremacy.  Now,  they 
were  all  agreed  that  the  colonies  were 
entitled  to  a  certain  control  over  their 
local  affairs,  and  that  all  colonies,  the  in- 
habitants of  which  were  of  British  origin, 
were  entitled  to  representative  assemblies. 
It  was  a  matter  of  satisfaction  to  hear  the 
noble  Earl,  on  the  part  of  the  Government, 
enunciate  such  sound  and  liberal  prin- 
ciples of  colonial  government  as  he  had  on 
that  night,  and  it  was  calculated  to  pro- 
duce a  very  good  effect  on  the  minds  of 
tho  colonists.  ,  But  if  they  were  not  fol- 
Jowed  up  in  practice,  the  disappointment 


would  be  productive  of  the  greatest  harm; 
and  ho  feared  that  the  present  measure 
would  by  no  means  realise  the  expectations 
that  might  be  excited  by  the  enunciation 
of  those  sound  and  liberal  principles.     Al- 
though he  cordially  agreed  in  the  prin* 
ciple  of  the  Bill,  as  far  as  it  proposed  to 
give  a  constitution  to  the  Australian  colo- 
nies, he  objected  to  some  of  the  provisions 
in  it,  as  not  laying  the  foundation  of  a  wise 
and  safe  government  in  these  colonies.    It 
might  be  said  that  the  British  Parliament 
should  not  take  upon  itself  the  responsi- 
bility of  legislating  for    these    colonies, 
as  it   was  not   acquainted   with   all   the 
local  circumstances  affecting  the  question; 
and  that  it  therefore  would  be  better  to  leave 
it  to  the  colonists  to  form  constitutions  for 
themselves.      This  would    be  at  least  a 
consistent  course :  if,  however,  they  took 
upon  themselves  the  responsibility  of  send- 
ing out  a  constitution  ready  prepared,  they 
were  bound  to  perform  the  task  in  the  best 
possible  manner.     In  his  opinion,  the  Bri- 
tish  Parliament    ought  to   establish  the 
ground-work  of  constitutions  for  those  dis- 
tant countries,  and  having  marked  out  the 
general  principles,  ought  to  leave  the  colo- 
nists to  modify  them,  and  fill  up  the  details 
as  they  might  best  adapt  them  to  their  pe- 
culiar circumstances.  It  was  proposed  to  give 
as  a  constitution  a  single  chamber,  com- 
posed of  two-thirds  elected  members,  and 
one- third  Government  nominees;  just  such 
an  assembly  as  the  House  of  Commons 
would  be,  if  about  220  Members  were  no- 
minated by  the  Government.     It  was  also 
proposed  to  extend  similar  institutions  to 
the  four  other  Australian  colonies.    If  they 
looked  to  France  and  other  neighbouring 
States  which  had  had  only  single  chambers 
for  their  legislatures,  he  did  not  conceive 
that  the  working  of  the  system  had  been 
such  as  to  justify  any  confidence  in  it.    On 
the  other  hand,  they  had  long  had  the  ex- 
perience in  this  country,  and  in  the  United 
States  of  America,  of  the  beneficial  work- 
ing of    a  constitution   with    two    cham- 
bers.    They  had  been  told  that  the  single 
chamber  was  the  old  constitution  of  the 
colony  of  New  South  Wales;  but  it  ap- 
peared to  him  to  be  absurd  to  call  this  an 
old  constitution,  when  they  referred  to  the 
date  of  its    introduction   in   1842.      No 
doubt  in  1842,  when  New  South  Wales 
contained  so  large  a  convict  element  in  its 
population,  such  a  constitution  might  have 
been  necessary  for  the  first  introduction  of 
representative  institutions  with  safety,  but 
was  it  not  for  that  very  reason  ill-suited  to 
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the  New  South  Wales  of  1850,  which  had 
taken  up  its  position  amongst  the  free  co- 
lonies of  the  British  empire;  still  more  was 
it  not  ill-suited  to  Port  Phillip,  or  South 
Australia,  which  had  never  heen  convict 
colonies  at  all.     The  colonists  also  had 
expressed  their  opinions  against  several 
parts  of  this  Bill,  and  more  especiallj  to 
the  provisions  which  gave  such  powers  to 
the  governors  of  the  colonies.    It  appeared 
also  most  inconvenient  that  there  was  no  pro- 
vision in  the  Bill  for  an  elective  franchise 
in  these  colonies.     The  franchise  which 
was  estahlished  hy  the  Act  of  1842  pro- 
vided that  a  person  to  be  qualified  as  an 
elector  should  be  possessed  of  a  freehold  of 
the  value  of  2002.,  or  a  house  of  the  rental 
of  201.     Since  that  time  some  remarkable 
changes  had  taken  place  in  the  value  of 
property  in  New  South  Wales,  which  had 
produced  an  effect  upon  the  franchise  which 
was  not  contemplated  at  the  time  the  Act 
passed.     It  was  now  a  much  higher  fran- 
chise than  was  ever  intended.     Circum- 
stances also  had  operated  in  such  a  way 
as  to  give  a  most  powerful  influence,  under 
the  present  state  of  things,  to  that  class  of 
the  population  who  were  formerly  convicts. 
He  also  wished  to  make  one  or  two  obser- 
vations on  that  part  of  the  Bill  which  pro- 
posed the  formation  of  a  federal  assembly 
for  these  colonies.     He  was  at  a  loss  to 
understand   the    principle  on   which   this 
would  be  formed,  and  also  how  such  a  sys- 
tem would  work.     With  the  exception  of 
New  South  Wales  aU  the  Australian  colo- 
nies had  expressed  opinions  against  a  fede- 
ral union,  and  it  was  supported  in  the 
former  on  the  ground  that  it  would  give 
great  influence  to  that  colony  as  the  Fede- 
ral Assembly  would  meet  at  Sydney.     He 
could  not  understand  what  beneficial  object 
would   bo  gained   in   giving  concomitant 
powers  to  this  Federal  Assembly  with  the 
local  assembly.     His  own  opinion  was  that 
the  whole  plan  was  premature,  and  that  it 
would  be  found  most  dangerous  in  opera- 
tion.    He  did  not  believe  by  pursuing  such 
a  course  they  would  be  adding  to  the  sta- 
bility of  our  colonial  empire.     As  it  was, 
disputes  were  often  occurring  in  the  colonies 
which  led  to  considerable  difficulties ;  and 
he  believed  they  would  be  increased  if  they 
persevered  in  needless  restnctions  instead 
of  leaving  all  local  questions  to  be  dealt 
with  by  the  colonial  assemblies,  observing 
only  that  control  which  was  necessary  to 
secure  the  supremacy  of  the  mother  coun- 
try.    In    conclusion,  he    would   ask   the 
House  whether  it  would  not  be  incurring 


in  its  present  shape,  for  ihey  were  legis* 
lating  for  colonies  which  must  herei^r 
become  great  coi^ntries  ?  The  population 
of  these  Australian  colonies  was  essentiaUy 
English  in  their  prejudices,  thdr  feel- 
ings, and  their  attachments ;  why,  there- 
fore, did  they  not  extend  to  them  those 
institutions  under  which  this  country  had 
been  able  to  maintain  so  long  and  so  success* 
fully  a  government  which  combined  liberty 
with  order  more  than  any  government,  <n 
which  history  made  mention  ? 

Lord  STANLEY  said,  there  were  one 
or  two  points  in  the  Bill,  on  which  he  wished 
to  say  a  few  words.     He  acknowledged 
himself  to  be  the  father  of  that  venerable 
constitution  of  New  South  Wales,  which 
had  been  reverenced  and  regarded  on  ae* 
count  of  its  great  age.     With  reference, 
however,  to  the  establishment  of  a  single 
chamber  in  New  South  Wales,  he  never 
looked  upon  it  as  other  than  suited  to  a 
transition  state— as  a  mere  introductory 
measure  for  the  enjoyment  of  a  more  per- 
fect state  of  freedom.     He  might  mention 
a  case  in  point,  to  show  the  suitability  of 
the  single  chamber  under  certain  ciroum* 
stances.     About  the  same  period  at  which 
the  single  chamber  had  been  established  at 
New  South  Wales,  the  Parliament  of  the 
Island  of  Newfoundland  thought  they  were 
bound  to  imitate  the  Imperial  Parliament 
in  matters  of  principle,  about  which  they 
were  perpetually  squabbling^— the  speaker 
of  the  lower  house  imprisoning  members 
of  the  upper  house,  and  the  speaker  of  the 
upper  house  imprisoning  members  of  the 
lower  house:     the  result  of  which  was, 
that  the  business  of  the  legislature  was 
brought  to  a  complete  stand.     He  was 
then  Colonial  Secretary,  and  he  ventured 
to  put  a  summary  end  to  the  difficulty,  by 
prevailing  upon  Parliament  to  pass  an  Act, 
by  which  the  members  of  both  houses  were 
brought  together  in   the  same  chamber, 
and    conjointly    transacted    the    business 
which  in  separate  chambers  they  had  failed 
to  accomplish.     The  experiment  had  the 
best  possible  effect  in  bringing  them  to  the 
performance  of   the  legislative    business 
which  they  had  previously  failed  to  effect. 
He  could  easily  imagine  that  in  an  infant 
society  the  institution  of  a  similar  prin- 
ciple might  very  likely  produce,  in  the  first 
instance,  beneficial  results.     He  thought, 
again,  that  there  was  always  an  obvious 
objection  to  the  constitution  of  a  supposed 
popular  assembly,   consisting  of   a  very 
limited  number  of  m<ea!i\^^t%  \  %:ck^  ""^^  ^ 
supposed.  pop\]\sx  sA»«a!^c^l  ^wiJ»aJws^%  ^ 
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poMd  BOD'popular  assembly,  consisting  of 
fifO  or  six  members^  would  not  perform  the 
&Mtiona  of  two  legislative  bodies  satisfae- 
torilj  or  advantageously.  In  the  condition 
in  which  Kew  South  Wales  was  in  1842, 
a^d  V9ry  probably  in  the  condition  of  some 
of  tbf  other  Australian  colonies  now,  there 
wa«  not,  in  his  judgment,  a  supply  of  men 
suffieient  to  form  two  legislative  assemblies, 
each  of  them  numerous  enough — the  one 
to  be  a  popular  assembly,  and  the  other 
to  represent  sufficient  of  die  interest  and 
the  wealth  of  the  colony,  and  to  take  upon 
itaelf  the  responsibility  which  it  ought  to 
liear.  But  by  the  union  of  these  two 
hronehes  there  was  an  infusion — not,  per- 
bi^^,  the  most  satisfactory  that  oould  be 
devitedf<-^but  there  was  an  infusion,  never- 
^eleas,  of  the  popular  and  the  govem- 
siental  principle,  and,  practically  speaking, 
H  had  worked  beneficially  to  iho  present 
day.  Still  looking  to  the  very  rapid  ez- 
tenaiQii  which  had  taken  place  in  the  popu- 
lation, the  resources,  and  the  wealth  of 
ITew  South  Walea,  he  could  not  say  that 
the  time  had  not  come  when  it  would  be 
expedient  to  separate  that  body,  and  divide 
ilinto  two  legislative  assemblies.  There 
«|^;ieared,  howerer,  to  be  a  conflict  of 
•pinion  in  the  colonies  upon  this  subject  as 
weU  as  in  this  country;  but  if  the  materials 
&r  eonstituting  two  chambers  did  exist — 
if  there  were  a  su6Seient  number  of  per- 
SMia  in  the  colony  to  form  a  popular  as- 
«Mnhly  and  a  legislative  council,  which 
should  carry  weight  with  it,  both  by  its 
mumbers  and  its  responsibility,  clearly  and 
Undoubtedly  the  principle  of  two  chambers 
iraa  the  principle  which  all  previous  theory, 
practice,  and  constitutional  history,  pointed 
Oiftl  to  be  the  most  desirable;  and  he  frankly 
and  freely  admitted  that  the  adoption  of  a 
single  chamber  was  a  merely  temporary 
expedient  until  a  more  perfect  system 
Qould  be  introduced.  Whilst  he  expressed 
a  doubt,  then,  as  to  whether  the  other 
Auatrolian  colonies  were  ripe  for  the  double 
•hamber,  or  that  they  should  pass  through 
the  same  process  as  the  colony  of  New 
Soatk  Wales,  he  was  clearly  of  opinion 
that  Parliament  should  reserve  within  its 
Otwn  hands  the  power  of  giving  at  some 
future  period  that  it  shoukl  see  fit,  the 
further  extension  of  freedom  which,  as  he 
OQQSeived,  was  involved  in  the  constitution 
•f  a  second  chamber.  The  noble  Eaii  had 
•Md,  and  he  (Lord  Stanley)  altogether 
foueurrcd  with  him,  that  when  represent 
tative  institutions  had  been  granted  to  a 
09unirjr,  i$  did  oo^  come  witlun  the  legitl- 
Mmie  fuM0tiom  idFtaiiwMnk  or  Ihe  Crovrn 


to  control  or  abridge  them;  but,  on  the 
other  hand,  he  (Lord  Stanley)  did  not  see 
that  it  was  necessary  in  the  first  instance 
to  give  to  a  colony  the  full  measure  of 
representative  freedom  and  constitutional 
independenee  that  they  might  desire  to 
oonfer  upon  it.  On  the  contrary,  he 
thought  it  was  useful  to  retain  in  the  hands 
of  Parliament  the  power  of  extending  those 
rights  and  amending  and  improving  that 
constitution;  and,  above  all,  he  was  con- 
vinced of  this,  that  if  they  were  to  give 
to  any  constitution  the  power  of  amending 
itself,  they  ought  to  intrust  that  power-*- 
the  highest  and  greatest  power  that  oould 
be  exercised — to  the  most  perfect  machinery 
which  in  the  first  instance  they  could  devise. 
He,  for  his  part,  was  not  prepared  to  intrust 
to  the  Legislative  Assembly  of  New  South 
Wales,  as  at  present  constituted,  to  the 
single  chamber  of  that  colony,  elected  by  a 
constituency  from  which  was  excluded — and 
this  was  the  most  important  part  of  the 
question — at  all  events  the  wealthiest,  and, 
he  believed,  the  moat  intelligent  and  best- 
educated  portion  of  the  people  of  New  South 
Wales— <he  was  not  prepared  to  give  to  that 
single  chamber  so  constituted  the  exten- 
sive power  of  amending  or  altering  its  own 
constitution  as  was  proposed  by  this  Bill. 
The  noble  £ari  had  alluded  to  the  35th 
clause  of  the  Bill;  but  he  could  not  see 
how  the  power  of  the  legislative  assembly 
was  checked  or  controlled  by  that  clause. 
True,  it  was  necessary  that  the  assent  of 
the  Grown  should  be  given  to  the  measures 
of  the  assembly;  but  supposing  a  Bill  were 
passed  for  constituting  a  single  chamber,  to 
be  elected  by  universal  sutfrage,  it  would 
be  most  difficult  for  the  noble  Earl,  with 
his  views,  to  withhold  the  assent  of  the 
Crown  from  a  measure  even  so  extensive  as 
that.  If  the  noble  Eari  had  felt  a  difficulty 
with  regard  to  the  restriction,  in  the  first 
instance,  upon  the  powers  to  be  conferred 
upon  the  assembly,  infinitely  greater  would 
be  the  disgust  of  the  colonists  when  they 
found  that,  though  ostensibly  they  had 
had  given  to  them  the  full  power  of  amend- 
ing their  constitution,  yet  that  power  was 
not  to  be  practically  exercised,  but  was  to 
be  vetoed  by  the  single  veto  of  the  Crown, 
applied  by  the  Secretary  of  Slate  for  the 
time  being.  The  noble  Earl  had  stated 
that  it  was  important  that  questimu  affect- 
ing the  colonies  should  be  subjected  to  the 
possibility  of  being  considered  in  the  light 
of  party  conflicts  in  this  country.  He  was 
sure  the  noble  Earl  had  not  had  reason  to 
eomiplain  of  thia»  at  all  events,  ia  referenco 
to  ihie  f vewD^  meavuie^   Set  fUfposnig  « 
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case  did  oceur  in  which  a  Bill  of  this  de- 
scription were  sent  heme  from  New  South 
Wales,  and  that  the  Minister,  haying  laid 
the  BiU  upon  the  tables  of  the  two  Houses  of 
Parliament,  intimated  the  intention  of  the 
Crown  to  give  its  sanction  to  the  measure; 
then  he  asked  whether,  if  a  discussion  were 
to  arise  for  an  Address  to  the  Crown  not 
to  giTC  its  assent  to  that  Bill,  it  would  not 
be  a  question  in  which  the  policj  of  the 
GoYernment  was  concerned,  and  of  neces- 
sity, which  of  all  things  ought  to  be  avoid' 
ed,  gi?e  rise  to  a  political  and  partj  strug- 
gle, in  which  the  Goremment  would  be 
bound  to  stand  bj  the  Tiew  thej  had  taken, 
and  the  opponents  of  the  Goremment  be 
bound  to  perseTere  in  their  opposition  to 
a  measure  which,  from  the  first,  they  had 
thought  to  be  objectionaUe.     Thus,  the 
Terj  thing  which  the  noble  Earl  was  anx- 
ious to  avoid,  was  introduced  by  the  provi^ 
sicms  of  his  own  BiU.     With  regard  to  the 
check  which  Parliament  was  to  exercise, 
that  check  consisted  only  in  this— -that  an 
Address  to  the  Crown  might  be  moved  in 
either  House  of  Parliament  within  thirty 
days  after  the  Bill  had  been  laid  upon  the 
table,  praying  the  Crown  not  to  grant  its 
assent  to  the  measure.      But  even  after 
one  or  other  of  the  Houses  of  Parliament 
should  have  sent  up   that  Address,   the 
Crown j  acting  by  its  constitutional  advisers, 
might  disregard  that  Address.     It  nngbt 
rely,   perhaps,   upon  the  support  of  one 
House  in  opposition  to  the  opinion  of  the 
other,  and  in  the  meantime  the  Government 
would  act  on  its  own  discretion;  and  thus 
the  questioB  became  immediat^y  a  ques- 
tion of  confidence  in  the  Govemmeat  of 
the  day.     But,  whilst  he  objected  to  this 
extensive  power  being  given  to  the  single 
chamber  of  New  South  Wales,  or  the  single 
chamber  of  any  other  colony-— of  altering 
the  constitution  according  to  its  owb  good 
pleasure — there   were  other  parts  gS  the 
Bill  to  which  he  entertained  yet  stronger 
objections.     The  whole  of  this  Bill  had 
been  founded  upon  the  necessity  of  pre- 
serving a  uniibrmity  in  ik^e  constitotional 
system  of  the  various  Australian  coloniea. 
Yet,  in  the  presence  ef  this  unifarmity  of 
system,  the  noble  Earl  had  introduced  a 
provision   by  which  each  of  the  colonial 
legislatures  might  make  a  separate  and  a 
distinct  alteration  of  its  constitution.     In 
short,  whilst  the  noble  Earl  set  out  with  a 
strict  adherence  to  uniformity,  he  took  the 
greatest  possible  pains   to  introduce  the 
possibility — nay,   the   probability — ^of   an 
endless  diversity  of  eonstntotions  through^ 

a«t  the  sefend  AiMdiaa  wktoH.    B«k 


the  point  to  which  he  (Lord  Stanley)  en- 
tertained the  strongest  objecUon,  was  the 
perfectly  novel  and  wholly  unnecessary, 
and,  if  unnecessary,  certainly  mischievous 
introduction  of  the  machinery  of  a  fedenA 
government.     In  his   opening  speech  the 
noble  Earl  stated  that  he  thought  it  waa 
most  dangerous  and    most  objectimiable 
that  any  portion  of  an  Act  of  Parliament 
should  become  a  dead  letter;  consequently 
he  proposed  to  rescind  a  portion  of  the  Act 
of  1842  relating  to  thedbtrict  councils,  in^ 
asmuch  as  for  a  considerable  time  that  had 
become  a  dead  letter.     But  whilst  ^e  no- 
ble Earl  said  this,  he  proposed  to  introduce 
the  federal  system  into  the  AustraliMi  co^ 
lonies— he  (Lord  Stanley)  was  going  to 
say  with  all  the  machinery  complete;  hot 
that  he  had  not  done,  for  he  had  introduced 
it  without  making  provision  as  to  the  coi^ 
stitutioa  of  the  federal  government,  and 
believing  all  the  time  that  for  a  consider* 
able  period  it  would  not  be  adopted  at  all. 
The  noble  Earl  had  introduced  it  by  giving 
absidate  and  entire  power  to  the  Crown-^ 
that  was  to  the  Minister  of  the  day,  with 
regard  to  this  federal  government,  which 
would  override  all  the  local  governments 
in  dealing  with  questions  of  the  hig^Mst 
constitutional  import.     The  whole  fraiMM 
work  and  constitution  of  the  federal  go^ 
vemment  were  lefi  by  the  Bill  to  the  no- 
disputed  control  of  the  Mii»ster  of  the 
Crown,  whenever  any  two  colonies  might 
petition  for  the  establishment  of  that  sys^ 
tem.     He  (Lord  Stanley)  contended,  then, 
that  in  adopting  these  provisions  of  the 
Bill,  Parliament  would  be  abdicaiing  its 
own  proper  functions^     Let  the  coloniee 
themseWee  p<»nt  out  the  natvro  of  the 
combination,  the  species  of  concert,  and 
the  mode  in  which  thej  desired  to  effect 
that  eombinatioD  or  federative  systeai  ef 
government;  and  upon  their  petitioB  and 
advice  let  Parliament-^not  the  Crown-^by 
an  enactment  passed  in  concurrence  with 
the  wishes  of  the  colonies,  give  effect  t^ 
that  which  upon  experience  they  found  to 
be  necessary,  and  impart  to  that  federal 
governsvent  precisely  those  powers  whiek 
the  cekmies  thessselves,   and  no   ethers, 
should  fiacl  it  necessary  to  be  exercised  by 
somebody  acting  in  concert  or  combinatioa 
for  those  different  cc^nies.     He  would  not 
DOW  enter  further  into  the  details  of  the 
BiU.     He  had  alhided  to  the  main  pointtf 
upon  which  he  thought  it  required  very  se- 
rious consideration.     He  had  spoken  with 
some  doubt  and  hesitatkm  as  to  the  pro- 
priety ef  ami»m«lk«AA*i&^x^^KiCv^ 
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House.  He  was  quite  clear  that  Parlia- 
ment sbonld  reserve  in  its  own  hands  the 
power  of  dividing  the  single  legislative 
chamber  in  whatever  colony  it  might  be 
oonstituted.  He  was  sure  that  they  should 
not  give  to  the  local  legislature,  as  at  pre- 
sent constituted,  the  extensive  power  of 
altering  its  constitution,  which  was  pro- 
posed by  this  Bill.  And  he  was  still  more 
confident  that  it  would  be  most  unwise,  in 
their  present  state  of  absolute  ignorance 
and  blindness,  to  agree  to  the  wholly  novel 
system  of  a  federal  government,  acting  per- 
haps in  concert  with,  or  else  overruling 
the  local  legislature  of  the  different  States, 
though  controllable  to  a  certain  extent  by 
Parliament,  without  knowing  precisely 
what  were  the  functions  which  they  in- 
tended to  confer  upon  that  government — 
without  leaving  to  Parliament  the  oppor- 
tunity of  performing  its  proper  functions, 
and  defining  the  powers  which  they  in- 
tended to  intrust  to  that  government,  and 
not  leaving  the  definition,  the  restriction, 
or  the  extension  of  their  powers  at  the  ab- 
solute disposal  of  the  Minister  of  the  Crown 
for  the  time  being. 

Earl  6RET  said,  he  would  not  then 
undertake  to  reply  to  the  various  criticisms 
that  had  been  made  upon  the  Bill.  But 
he  must  correct  a  misapprehension  into 
which  more  than  one  noble  Lord  appeared 
to  have  fallen  when  they  spoke  of  this 
constitution  as  one  under  which  the  repre- 
sentatives of  the  colonists  were  to  be  sum- 
moned  together  only  to  alter  it.  That  was 
not  his  opinion.  He  conceived  that  in  all 
probability  a  considerable  period  would 
elapse  before  any  of  the  colonies  would 
think  it  expedient  to  alter  the  constitution 
now  about  to  be  established.  In  proof 
that  the  existing  constitution  of  a  single 
chamber  in  New  South  Wales  was  work- 
ing well,  he  quoted  a  summary  of  the  last 
session  from  one  of  the  local  newspapers, 
stating  that  the  result  of  the  labours  of 
the  chamber  had  given  general  satisfac- 
tion. If  they  were  to  discuss  the  question 
of  a  double  or  single  chamber  in  Commit- 
tee, he  did  hope  that  the  noble  Lord  (Lord 
Monteagle)  would  be  prepared  to  say  how 
the  second  chamber  was  to  be  consti- 
tuted. That  problem,  he  believed,  still 
remained  unsolved ;  and  it  would  be  the 
height  of  rashness  if  their  Lordships,  with 
their  inexperience  of  colonial  society,  were 
to  attempt  to  solve  it  for  them.  With 
respect  to  what  the  noble  Lord  (Lord 
Stanley)  had  stated  of  his  establishment  of 
3  BmgiB  chamber  being  intended  merely  as 
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he  was  bound  to  state  that,  in  his  Lord- 
ship *8  despatch  constituting  the  single 
chamber,  there  was  not  a  single  hint  of  a 
second  chamber  being  afterwards  deemed 
advisable;  and  farther,  he  would  add,  that 
the  population  of  New  South  Wales,  with 
Victoria  taken  off,  was  less  in  1850  than 
the  whole  population  of  New  South  Wales 
in  1842,  when  the  noble  Lord  did  not  think 
there  were  the  materials  in  the  colony  for 
a  second  chamber.  The  noble  Earl  then 
quoted  the  opinions  of  the  various  colonieSt 
which,  as  far  as  they  had  been  ascertidn- 
ed,  he  said,  were  in  favour  of  the  Bill ; 
and  concluded  by  proposing  that  if  the 
Bill  were  read  a  second  time  to-night,  he 
would  propose  to  go  into  Committee  on  it 
on  Monday,  the  10th  of  June ;  and  he 
hoped  that  noble  Lords  who  intended  to 
move  amendments  would  have  them  print- 
ed before  that  time,  that  they  might  be 
considered.  He  would  also  state,  that  be- 
fore that  day  the  report  on  the  land  ques- 
tion would  be  laid  before  their  Lordships. 

On  Question,  Resolved  in  the  Affirma-^ 
tive. 

Bill  read  2*,  and  committed  to  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  whole  House  on  Monday, 
June  10. 

House  adjourned  to  Monday  next. 
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Abbreviation. 

SUGAR  DUTIES. 

Sir  E.  N.  BUXTON  said,  it  was  with 
great  diffidence  and  a  great  feeling  of  his 
own  inefficiency  that  he  brought  forward 
so  great  and  important  a  question  before 
the  House  of  Commons.  But  feeling  as 
he  did  that  this  question  was  of  great  im- 
portance to  our  West  India  colonies,  and 
as  it  seemed  to  him  of  still  greater  impor- 
tance to  the  interests  of  humanity,  he  had 
ventured  to  throw  himself  on  the  kindness 
of  the  House.  He  must  say  at  the  begin- 
ning that  he  brought  forward  this  question 
in  no  spirit  of  hostility  to  Her  Majesty's 
Ministers.  If  he  were  to  turn  to  the  men 
who  had  done  most  to  promote  the  inte- 
rests of  humanity  so  far  as  the  slave  trade 
was  concerned,  he  should  turn  to  those 
Gentlemen  who  now  occupied  the  seats 
below  him.  And  he  muat  retnm  his 
thuka  to  theai  on  this  ocoaaioii  for  what 


529 


{Mat 


530 


they  had  done,  at  Tkrloos  tunes  and  in 
TariouB  wajg,  to  prevent  the  extension  of, 
nod  to  put  down,  the  sUto  trade.  It  was 
hiB  inteation  not  to  treat  this  matter  as  a 
matter  of  trade.  He  was  well  aware  of 
the  great  importanee  of  this  question  to 
our  West  Indum  colonies,  and  rer^  Bhortlf 
he  must  enter  into  the  condition  of  those 
coloniefi,  for  they  were  so  intimately  con- 
nected with  the  question  of  the  slave  trade 
that  it  was  totally  impossihle  to  separate 
the  two.  But  his  object  was  to  consider 
this  question  as  a  question  of  humanity, 
as  a  question  of  high  principle  rather  than 
as  a  question  of  trade,  or  as  a  question 
affecting  the  prosperity  of  our  colonies. 
He  would  Terj  shortly,  in  the  first  instance, 
remind  the  House  of  the  alterations  that 
had  been  made  in  the  sugar  duties.  It 
was  of  course  well  remembered  that  it  was 
in  1841  that  the  first  proposal  was  made 
by  the  Whig  Gavemment  of  that  day  to 
introduce  slare-grown  sugar  at  not  an 
equ^  duty,  but  at  a  duty  which  was  at 
that  time  supposed  sufficient  for  it  to  com- 


The  right  hen.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Tamworth  took  a  different  course.  The 
course  that  he  took  during  the  time  that 
be  was  in  office  was  to  reduce  the  duty  on 
free  foreign  sugar,  but  jealously  to  exclude 
the  produce  of  those  couutries  which  car- 
ried on  the  slave  trade.  In  1844  the  duty 
on  foreign  was  34f.,  and  on  home  sugar 
24f.  per  cwt.  Some  further  alterations 
were  made,  and  in  1846  tho  measure  was 
introduced  by  Her  Majesty's  present  Min- 
isters on  their  accession  to  office,  against 
which  he  made  his  chief  complaint.  It 
was  quite  true  that  in  1848  an  alteration 
was  made,  the  measure  of  1846  was  in 
some  degree  altered,  and  the  immediate 
effect  was  certainly  mitigated  for  a  time. 
He  thought  no  one  would  deny  that  in 
1848,  at  a  time  when  a  noble  Lord,  who 
was  now  no  more,  the  late  Lord  George 
fientinck  was  Chairman  of  the  Committee, 
that  the  greatest  distress  existed  in  the 
West  Indies.  That  distress  was  brought 
before  the  House  in  an  able  manner  by 
Lord  George  Bentinck  and  by  the  hon. 
Baronet  opposite,  and  in  consequence  of 
that  Her  Majesty's  Ministers,  who  had 
preriously  declared  their  intention  to  ad- 
here to  the  Act  of  1846,  introduced  a 
measure  by  which  the  effect  of  Itiat  Act 
was  greatly  mitigated,  and  the  disastrous 
effects  of  it  were  postponed.  Now  be  did 
not  wish  to  say  to  the  House  that  at  the 
present  moment  anything  like  the  distresi 
that  enated  In  X848  aoir  exirtad  in  tht 
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West  Indies.  The  fact  was  that  the  Act 
of  1848  bad  been  very  beneficial  to  the 
West  Indies,  and  they  were  enjoying  for  ft 
year  or  two  a  oomparatire  respite  from 
their  evils.  But  still  these  accounts  of 
great  prosperity  were,  in  his  opinion,  not 
true.  The  fact  was,  that  they  were  just 
able  to  get  on.  They  were  in  a  condition 
that  was  just  satisfactory  for  the  time, 
but  he  saw  nothing  in  tho  condition  of  the 
West  Indies  which  should  lead  one  to  sup- 
pose that  in  two  or  three  years  from  this 
time,  when  the  duty  on  their  sugars  would 
again  be  brought  down  to  the  level  of  the 
duty  on  foreign  slave  sugar,  that  at  that 
time  they  should  not  have  as  great  distress 
the  West  Indies  as  they  had  had  before. 
He  wished  to  draw  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  a  passage  from  a  despatch  of 
Governor  Barkly  to  Earl  Grey,  m  June, 
""1,  describing  the  condition  of  British 
Quisna : — 

the  preunt  moment,  indeed,  with  rednosd 
vkges  and  increued  prices  of  produce,  *ugsr  enl- 
tivation  muit  igiin  become  remnaer&tiTe,  *nd  for 
I  time,  at  least,  the  sbandoament  of  estates  be 
irreated.  But  I  oaanot  belp  feeliog  apprehea- 
lire  at  ths  mino  time  tbst  an;  Inth  attempt  to 
reduce  wages  at  a  criaia  like  thii  in  the  bistoir 
of  the  negro,  might  turn  tbe  ecale  against  indns- 
trj  and  ciTiUiBtioD,  and  in  bvour  of  ■  hare  lub- 
sistence  and  compantiTS  barbarism  ;  and  jet 
such  an  attempt  will  becomo  inevitable  under  tbo 
present  Sugar  Bill,  unless  the  restoration  of  com- 
mercial prosperity  on  tbe  Continent,  or  other 
imbine  to  sustain  the  adventitious  im- 
provement in  the  demand  for  sugar  which  (be 
failure  of  the  crop  this  jear  in  Cuba  has,  provi- 
dentially for  the  British  colonies,  occasioned." 

Such  was  the  effect  of  the  Bill  of  1848  in 
British  Guiana.  Notwithstanding  the  ex- 
cellence of  the  soil,  tho  price  of  estates 
was  much  reduced,  and  he  had  heard  that 
the  estate  of  the  bishop,  which  not  long 
ago  had  cost  30,0001.,  sold  lately  for 
6,000  dollars.  That,  at  all  events,  showed 
the  colonists  did  not  anticipate  permanent 
prosperity  under  the  Act  of  1848.  He 
had  also  received  a  letter  from  a  Quaker 
gentleman,  Mr.  Alexander,  travelling  in 
the  West  Indies,  which  gave  no  very  glow- 
ing idea  of  the  state  of  the  colonists,  or 
of  their    prospects  for  the    future.     Ha 

"  T  do  not  feel  it  (the  importance  of  eioluding 
slavo-grown  sugar)  tbe  leu  atrongl;.  now  that  I 
have  seen  a  largo  portion  of  our  own  West  Indian 
odonies.  In  some  of  these  colonies  the  depres- 
sion is  truly  serious  to  all  claiaoi,  and  will,  1  fear, 
should  the  low  prices  of  sugar  rule  daring  tbe  pre- 
sent year,  lead  to  a  considerable  diminution  of  the 
cultivation  of  that  staple.  Although  then  re- 
mains mnoh  in  whio^t  Vbfi  CbfiaVAa  ncufi.  t«y^wa 
In  the  ahanee  fana  A»«ri  to  it»«aftoi,'in»  ^"oJp* 
A«thMlni»«^tof««or-^'~"-*  •-*—»- 
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thftt  measure  of  iU  legitimate  benefits  to  all 
olaaaes  of  the  community." 

In  some  newspapers  great  sireM  had  been 
laid  on  the  preMOi  &¥oarable  condition  of 
the  West  Indies,  whioh  was  affirmed  to 
hare  resulted  from  the  operation  of  the 
Act  of  1846.  According  to  that  Act  the 
protective  datj  was  now  6s.  6d,  per  cwt., 
or  6^.  lOs,  a  ton ;  in  July  next  it  would  be 
If.  6d,  per  cwt. ;  and  in  1851  it  would  en- 
tirely cease.  By  the  present  protection 
the  planters  were  just  enabled  to  keep 
their  heads  above  water,  and  that  was  all. 
Now,  as  far  as  he  was  informed,  the  ex- 
portation of  machinery,  and  such  like 
means  of  extensire  cultivation,  were,  ex- 
cept in  particular  cases,  and  to  a  very  lim- 
ited degree,  not  going  on  as  they  did  go 
on  to  the  West  Indies.  And  now  let  them 
turn  for  a  moment  to  the  condition  of 
Cuba.  The  exports  of  sugar  from  Cuba 
had  increased  from  145,000  tons,  in  1840, 
to  270,000  tons  in  1850.  He  thought  it 
likely  that  the  power  of  exportation  of 
sugar  from  Cuba  was  likely  to  increase 
still  further.  It  is  true  that  the  number 
of  slaves  in  Cuba  altogether  was  cUminish- 
ed,  but  the  production  of  coffee  was  greatly 
diminished,  the  export  having  been  reduced 
from  24,000  tons  to  10,000  tons;  and  Mr. 
Kennedy,  who  was  employed  by  the  Go- 
vernment, and  who  was  living  in  Cuba, 
wrote  home  word  that  38,000  slaves  had 
been  transferred  from  the  cultivation  of 
coffee  to  the  cultivation  of  sugar.  In  an- 
other letter  he  stated  that  a  large  number 
of  slaves  who  had  been  employed  in  the 
making  of  railways,  were  now  employed  in 
the  cultivation  of  sugar.  Under  the  stimulus 
we  had  given  them  by  opening  our  market 
to  them,  the  importation  of  slaves  had  in- 
creased, and  was  likely  to  increase.  This 
was  Mr.  Kennedy's  account : — 

"  The  planters  are  actively  intent  on  the  pro- 
motion of  their  interests.  They  are  proceeding 
with  unremitting  assiduity  to  obtain  the  best  ma- 
chinery and  carry  on  their  businese  under  the 
best  systema  tbcy  can  learn.  Meanwhile  the  Go^ 
vemment  it  also  aiding  them,  by  going  on  with 
equal  pace  in  promoting  the  prosperity  of  the 
island.  Coals  are  not  only  admitted  free  of  duty, 
but  the  Teesels  bringing  them  are  admitted  at  a 
reduced  tonnage  duty.  Public  works  on  all  stdee 
are  wisely  carried  on.  New  roads  and  bridges 
are  in  course  of  construction  in  every  direction, 
and  railroad  companies  encouraged  and  supported. 
Harbours  arc  improved,  and  opened  to  ti^uie,  so 
that  both  internal  and  coasting  communicationa 
are  fiiciiitated." 

Ho  believed  that  ten  years  ago  Cuba  was 

far  behind  any  of  our  colonies  in  the  mann- 

£aeture  of  sug^.    At  ju'eseat  tliey  were 

fmto  eyitt/  to  §aj  o£  oar  iikyuk^ni  pro- 


bably beat  Htnem  in  producing  the  best 
augar  mi  the  cbeapest  eost.  He  would  not 
enter  generally  into  the  state  of  Brasil; 
but  there  also  the  quantity  of  augar  ex- 
ported had  been  considerably  increased, 
and  there  also  a  yerj  great  degree  of  proe- 
perity  prevailed  among  the  planters.  One 
thing,  however,  was  remarkable  in  the 
state  of  Brazil.  The  Emperor  of  Brazil, 
in  making  his  speech  to  the  Cortes  not 
long  since,  informed  them  that  their  agri- 
culturists were  in  great  want  of  labourers, 
and  recommended  them  to  supply  that 
want  of  labour  by  some  means,  thereby 
showing  that,  notwithstanding  what  we 
considered  a  great  degree  of  proeperity, 
they  contemplated  increasing  their  cultiva- 
tion. He  must  say  that,  in  his  opinion,  it 
was  not  likely  our  West  India  colonies 
could  compete  with  such  countries  as  Cuba 
and  Brazil,  who  were  enabled  to  renew 
their  population  by  importations  of  slaves. 
It  seemed  to  him  that  so  far  as  slavery  was 
concerned,  they  could  oompete  with  Ame- 
rica— they  could  compete  with  the  Freoeh 
colonies,  and  with  such  countries  as  Suri- 
nam, but  not  with  such  countries  as  Cuba 
and  Brazil,  where  people  were  enabled  to 
buy  slaves  as  they  bought  horses,  and  to 
work  them  night  and  day  whhovt  regard 
to  their  lives.  He  held  in  his  band  an  ex- 
tract from  a  Surinam  paper,  whidi  set 
forth  the  melancholy  condition  of  that  co- 
lony, and  stated  that  the  number  of  their 
slaves  was  greatly  reduced,  and  it  was  ab- 
solutely necessary  to  set  them  free,  in 
order  that  the  cok>nist8  might  be  enahledl 
to  continue  their  cultivation.  If  it  were 
the  simple  question  of  the  colonies  alone, 
considering  the  many  experiments  W9  had 
Bsade  in  the  West  Indies,  he  should  have 
been  disposed  to  treat  them  with  more  ten- 
derness and  to  give  them  a  gpreater  length 
of  time  than  had  been  allowed  by  that 
House;  but,  at  the  same  time,  he  must  say 
that  it  was  not  on  account  of  the  West  In- 
dies, but  on  account  of  the  great  question 
of  humanity  which  it  involved  that  he  was 
induced  to  press  this  matter  upon  that 
House.  For  fifty  years  this  cooatry  hail 
considered  that  no  effort  was  too  great, 
that  no  sacrifice  was  ill  made,  to  put  dowa 
the  slave  trade.  In  1815  they  gave  in- 
structions  to  the  Duke  of  WeUington,  by 
which  he  went  abroad  and  proposed  that  a 
convention  should  be  made  of  the  different 
States  of  Europe  by  which  they  i^ould  pro- 
hibit the  importatien  into  th^  respective 
dominions  of  coleniel  produce  from  within 
the  tsiritsriea  of  P«ven  that  refused  to 
^  Miter  laAa  4Mfta«mBlmQ»    Wa  were  to 
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prohibit  eyes  at  that  time  ^lave-grown 
produce  from  oountries  where  the  slaTe 
trade  was  atill  carried  oo.  He  found  that 
at  that  time  we  gare  a  great  sum  of  meiiej 
— 300,000I.»  beaides  remittbg  a  debt  of 
400,000^.  to  Portugal,  and  400.000^.  to 
Spain,  to  induce  those  countries  to  put  down 
the  slave  trade.  It  was  quite  unnecessary  to 
remind  the  House  that  we  gaye  20,000,000t 
in  1833,  in  order  that  slavery  might  be  ex- 
tinguished in  our  own  colonies.  He  thought 
every  one  would  acknowledge  that  if  there 
was  one  principle  which  this  country  had 
maintained  during  the  present  century, 
at  home  and  abr^d,  it  was,  that,  having 
abolished  the  slave  trade  and  slayery  in 
our  own  country,  we  would  do  all  that  in 
us  lay  as  a  great  and  Christian  nation  to 
put  it  down  in  foreign  countries.  He  hoped 
the  time  would  never  come  when  we  should 
give  up  that  great  principle.  He  remem- 
bered the  words  of  an  American  who  un- 
fortunately was  himself  a  slaveowner,  who, 
aUuding  to  this  subject,  said,  "  I  tremble 
for  my  country  when  I  remember  that  God 
is  just."  He  thought  we  might  tremble 
for  our  country  if  we  should  arrive  at  the 
day  when  we  gaye  up  the  great  principle  that 
the  slave  trade  was  to  be  opposed  by  every 
means  that  was  likely  to  be  effectual. 
There  were  some  objections  certainly  em- 
ployed against  any  efforts  by  means  of  a 
duty  to  repress  and  to  keep  back  the  slave 
trade  in  Cuba  and  Brazil.  He  was  told 
that  if  they  wished  to  keep  out  slave-grown 
articles,  they  should  keep  out  not  only 
sugar,  but  also  cotton  and  tobacco — and 
that  while  they  introduced  cotton  and  to- 
bacco, they  had  no  wish  to  keep  out  sugar. 
Now,  he  saw  no  reason  why  he  should  not 
oppose  an  evil  that  he  could  successfully 
oppose,  because  there  were  other  evils  that 
it  was  impossible  for  him  to  oppose.  But 
he  thought,  if  any  one  looked  at  the  history 
of  our  cotton  trade  with  America,  he  would 
see  that  that  was  an  example  rather  to  be 
avoided  than  followed.  We  first  introduced 
cotton  from  America  at  the  beginning  of 
this  century.  At  that  time,  unfortunately, 
yre  held  slaves  ourselves,  and,  therefore, 
eould  not  consistently  tell  the  Americans 
we  would  not  admit  their  slave-grown  cot- 
ton. And  what  was  the  consequence  ?  At 
this  moment  we  were  obliged  to  admit  it. 
We  bad  a  vast  population  dependent  on  a 
manufacture  which  was  carried  on  with 
fottott  which  was  produced  by  slayes,  and 
slaves  who,  he  was  sorry  to  say,  were  in  a 
state  of  great  misery  and  degradation. 
Now,  if  fifty  years  ago  we  had  beea  in  the 
•ame  eoodiliaD  reare  io  wnr  with  reganl 


to  sugar,  had  we  then  introduced  cotton 
from  some  other  place,  and  yery  little  from 
America— had  we  made  a  stand  at  the  time 
and  said,  **  We  will  admit  free  cotton,  but 
win  not  admit  aUfs  grovn  oatton. ' '— *wottld 
any  one  tell  him  that  by  this  time  we 
should  not  have  had  an  ample  supply  of 
cotton,  not  grown  by  miserable  and  ill-fed 
slaves,  but  by  freemen  ?  Therefore,  so  far 
from  following  the  example  of  cotton,  he 
was  inclined  to  ayoid  that  example,  and  at 
all  eyents  if  he  could  not  oppose  the  intro« 
duction  of  slave-grown  cotton,  he  eould,  he 
thought,  provide  the  people  of  England 
with  sugar  grown  by  freemen.  He  thought 
it  well  wort^b  while  to  make  an  effort  and 
eyen  some  sacrifice  in  order  to  effeot  so 
great  a  purpose.  Then  it  was  also  said, 
that  if  we  excluded  slaye-grown  suffarfrom 
this  country,  the  effect  would  be  that  that 
sugar  would  go  abroad — that  foreign  free 
sugar  would  come  to  this  country^and  that 
we  should  not  thereby  discourage  slave-grown 
sugar.  Now,  that  argument  was  theoreti- 
cally true,  but  practically  false.  Cuba  and 
Brazil  took  a  different  yiew  of  it.  They 
considered  it  of  the  greatest  possible  im- 
portance to  them  that  this  market  should 
be  open  to  them;  and  the  day  on  which 
we,  unfortunately,  as  he  thought,  admit- 
ted slaye-grown  sugar  into  this  country,  waa 
kept  as  a  day  of  rejoicing  in  Cuba.  The 
plan  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite 
to  keep  out  slaye-grown  sugar,  and  to  ad« 
mit  foreign  free  sugar,  seemed  ta  him  a 
wise  one,  and  it  was  a  great  misfortune 
that  it  was  not  more  strcmgly  adhered  to. 
He  confessed  that,  for  his  part,  he  should 
far  prefer  a  return  to  that  plan.  He 
thought  that  the  West  Indies  had  nothing 
to  fear  from  free-grown  sugar;  he  thought 
that  they  had  everything  to  fear  from 
slaye-grown  sugar.  But  if  it  were  said 
that  it  was  quite  impossible  to  return  to 
that  plan,  then  he  would  ratlver  keep  a  dif- 
ferential duty  on  all  foreign  sugars;  he 
would  rather,  instead  of  gradually  decreas- 
ing, gradually  increase,  the  duty  on  foreign 
sugars.  And  now  let  him  ask  the  House 
for  one  moment  to  cocksider  what  waa 
the  condition  of  the  slaye  trade.  Let 
the  House  reflect  for  a  moment  on  what 
waa  the  effect  of  any  measure  that 
they  took  which  clearly  promoted  the 
slave  trade  on  the  coast  of  Africa.  He 
did  not  mean  to  harrow  up  their  feelings 
by  descriptions  of  the  horrors  of  the  slave 
trade  in  its  different  forms,  but  let  him  beg 
the  House  for  one  momei\i  tc^  e^wiA^^  '^da 
mjtaery  t\ia^  ivaa  '^ycAxja^^  Va  ^^  '^as^  ^ 
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produced  bj  his  original  seizure.     In  each 
case,  perhaps,  a  whole  country  was  thrown 
into  confusion  and  despair  by  the  attack  of 
some  hostile  tribe.     Let  him  beg  of  the 
House  to  remember  the  destruction  of  life 
And  the  misery  caused  by  the  detention  of 
the  slaves  in  those  horrible  places  which 
were  called  barracoons.     Let  them  remem- 
ber that  if  they  were  supplied  by  slave- 
grown  sugar,  they  were  supplied  by  the 
blood  of  those  men  who  were  carried  across 
the  Atlantic  in  those  awful  prison-houses 
the   slave   ships.     There  might  be  some 
difference  of  opinion  as  to  the  misery  of 
slave  ships  at  present  compared  with  what 
it  was  fifty  years  ago.     He  would  avoid 
entering  into  that  question,  but  would  sim- 
ply call  attention  to  Mr.  Wilberforce's  de- 
scription of  a  slave  ship,  in  1807,  fifteen 
years  after  the  slave  trade  had  been  regu- 
lated by  an  Act  of  Parliament.     His  state- 
ment was,   that  no  greater    amount    of 
misery  could  be  infiict^  on  human  beings 
than  was  endured  in  a  slave  ship  on  the 
middle  passage.     The  condition  of  these 
poor  creatures  was  probably  no  better  now. 
On  their  arrival  at  Cuba  no  description  of 
human  misery  could  be  more  desperate 
than  their  condition.     In  some  instances 
500  slaves  were  shut  up   on  one  estate 
without  a  single  female;  and  during  crop 
time  they  were  worked  eighteen  hours  a 
day.     Our  vice-consul  of  tbe  Brazils  said, 
the  slaves  were  treated  worse  than  beasts; 
and  their  lives  were  mostly  at  the  disposal 
of  their  masters.     In  the  following  year, 
Mr.  Goring  stated  that  their  hours  of  re- 
laxation had  been  curtailed,  the  increased 
demand  for  sugar  in  the  European  markets 
inducing  the  planters  to  work  their  mills 
night  and  day,  in  order  that  they  might 
take  advantage  of  the  favourable  opportu- 
nity.   The  fact  was,  that  if,  for  the  sake  of 
supplying  the  people  with  cheap   sugar, 
they  cbose  to  admit  the  slave-grown  sugar 
of  Cuba  and  Brazil  to  a  free  competition, 
they  would  promote  in  a  great  degree  the 
utmost  amount  of  misery,-  degradation,  and 
suffering,  that  could  possibly  be  conceived 
in  any  human  condition.     In  addition,  the 
amehoration  of  Africa  by  civilisation  or 
otherwise  would  be  prevented.     The  slave 
trade  was  the  great  bar  to  this,  and  to  any- 
thing like  commerce;  above  all,  it  was  the 
enemy  of  the  missionary  and  the  great  bar 
to  the  gospel.     For  another  reason  he  ear- 
nestly desired  to  check  the  course  we  had 
taken.  At  one  time  this  country  had  great 
iiii9uence  over  foreign  nations  on  the  sub- 
Ject  of  aUrerj;  now  that  inflaonce  was 
macb  dimiaiabed;  fyr,  bj  Mliiiittbg  sUTe* 


grown  sugar  at  an  equal  duty  with  our  own, 
we  exposed  ourselves  to  the  contempt  of 
foreign  nations,  and  to  the  charge  of  being 
slavetraders  ourselves  for  the  sake  of  get- 
ting sugar  a  penny  a  pound  cheaper.  He 
held  that  the  man  who  bought  the  sugar 
produced  by  the  slave,  was  as  bad  as  the 
man  who  bought  the  slave  that  produced 
the  sugar;  in  moral  guilt  there  was  no  great 
difference.  At  all  events,  it  was  a  very 
ineficient  humanity  to  let  free  our  own 
slaves,  and  not  only  to  encourage  other 
people  to  keep  theirs,  but  to  buy  more. 
He  hoped  hon.  Members  on  his  side  of  the 
House  would  forget  the  hallucinations  into 
which  they  had  been  led  by  free  trade,  and 
would  return  to  those  high  feelings  of  mo- 
rality wbich  they  had  formerly  evinced  on 
this  subject.  He  hoped  that  those  who 
had  been  led  away  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Manchester  and  others,  would  quit  their 
leadership  for  once,  and  return  to  the  good 
old  course  of  opposing  the  introduction  of 
slave-grown  sugar.  No  one  could  deny 
that  the  effect  of  the  Act  of  1846  had 
been,  and  must  be,  greatly  to  promote  the 
slave  trade  of  the  Brazils.  The  report  of 
the  Parliamentary  Committee  on  the  Slave 
Trade,  which  sat  two  years,  and  of  which 
he  had  the  honour  to  be  a  Member,  de- 
clared unanimously — 

"  That  the  admiuion  of  slave-grown  sugar  for 
consumption  in  this  country  has  tended,  by  greatly 
increasing  the  demand  for  that  description  of  pro- 
duce, so  to  stimulate  the  Afirican  slave  trade  as  to 
render  any  eflfectual  check  more  difficult  of  attain- 
ment than  at  any  former  period." 

The  right  hon.  Member  for  the  University 
of  Oxford  had  said  on  a  recent  occasion — 
"  If  you  really  meant  to  oppose  the  slave 
trade,  you  should  never  have  passed  the 
Act  of  1846;**  and  there  was  scarcely  a 
Member  in  the  House  who  had  not,  at 
some  time  in  his  Parliamentary  career,  de- 
clared most  distinctly  that  the  admission  of 
slave-grown  sugar  would  increase  the  slave 
trade,  and  that  it  was  necessary  on  that 
account  to  keep  it  out.  He  hoped  that' 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  who  were  in  a 
different  position  from  the  free-traders, 
would  not  vote  against  this  Motion,  while 
agreeing  with  it  in  their  hearts.  The 
right  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Tam- 
worth  had,  in  1846,  declared  most  dis- 
tinctly and  forcibly  his  impression,  that  the 
Act  of  1846  was  likely  to  increase  the 
slave  trade;  and  though,  from  motives  of 
policy,  he  then  refrained  from  opposing  the 
Government,  those  reasons  had  now  passed 
away,  and  he  hoped  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
I  irowL  \m  di«{«Mm  to  iltec  hii  vote.    He 
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appealed  to  the  country  with  great  confi- 
dence, satisfied  that  the  people  would  wil- 
lingly and  gladly  forego  any  advantage 
which  they  might  derive  from  cheap  sugar, 
if  the  House  would  take  upon  itself  to 
maintain  a  high  principle,  and  declare,  on 
the  ground  of  humanity  and  justice,  that 
it  was  unjust  to  expose  free-lahour  sugar 
to  a  competition  with  slave-grown  foreign 
sugar.  Would  the  House  declare  by  their 
vote  that  night  that  they  were  determined 
to  take  a  course  which  would  tend,  by 
keeping  out  slave-grown  sugar,  to  repress 
the  slave  trade,  they  would  be  backed  by 
the  opinion  and  the  support  of  the  great 
majority  of  the  people  of  England.  He 
must  say  further,  he  thought  a  blessing 
would  rest  upon  this  country  if  they  would 
have  the  courage  to  adopt  that  course. 
Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed-— 

"  That  it  is  unjust  and  impolitic  to  expose  the 
firee-grown  Sugar  of  the  British  Colonies  and  Pos- 
sessions abroad,  to  unrestricted  competition  with 
the  Sugar  of  Foreign  Slave-trading  Countries." 

Mb.  W.  EVANS  seconded  the  Motion. 
It  was  not  without  difficulty  and  some  pain 
that  he  felt  it  his  duty  to  take  a  course 
which  might  embarrass  the  present  Min- 
istry, and  he  was  desirous  of  avoiding  any 
course  which  might  afford  the  slightest 
opportunity  to  hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  op- 
posite side  of  the  House  to  substitute  a 
system  of  protection  for  the  present  sys- 
tem of  free  trade.  But  he  thought  that 
this  particular  subject  stood  quite  distmctly 
by  itself.  The  slave  trade  had  no  resem- 
blance to  any  of  the  trades  carried  on  by 
this  country.  He  confessed  that  the  vote 
which  he  was  about  to  record  that  night  in 
favour  of  the  present  Motion,  would  be  in- 
consistent with  the  course  which  he  had 
taken  when  the  Sugar  Bill  was  discussed  in 
that  House;  but  he  conceived  that  when  his 
opinion  of  a  measure  had  become  altered 
by  its  operation  and  effects,  it  was  his 
bounden  duty  not  to  be  ashamed  openly 
to  confess  his  error.  And  he  might  add, 
that  if  his  present  was  inconsistent  with 
his  past  conduct  on  this  subject,  it  was  not 
influenced  by  any  interested  motive.  From 
the  different  accounts  which  he  had  heard 
from  time  to  time  from  our  sugar-growing 
colonies,  he  felt  convinced  that,  if  the  pre- 
sent differential  duties  on  sugar  were  re- 
duced, it  would  be  utterly  impossible  for 
them  to  continue  the  cultivation  of  their 
estates  ;  and  thus,  whilst  the  owners  of 
those  estates  would  be  reduced  to  poverty, 
those  natives  of  Africa  whom  they  at  pre- 
sent employed,  and  in  whose  behalf  this 
country  had  acted  80  noble  a  pari  a  few 


years  ago,  would  be  left  altogether  desti- 
tute, and,  from  their  present  state  of  com- 
parative comfort  and  civilisation,  must  re- 
lapse very  speedily  into  a  state  of  wretch- 
edness and  barbarism.  He  maintained 
that  it  would  be  highly  unjust  to  subject 
our  colonies,  who  employed  free  labour,  to 
competition  with  the  sugar  growers  of 
Cuba,  who  employed  slave  labour.  At  the 
present  prices,  the  great  mass  of  the  peo- 
ple of  this  country  were  enabled  to  be  con- 
sumers of  sugar;  and  on  behalf  of  the  pro- 
prietors of  estates  in  our  colonies,  and  the 
black  labourers  in  their  employ,  he  depre- 
cated any  further  reduction  in  the  sugar 
duties. 

Mr.  HUME  said,  he  fully  agreed  in  the 
terms  of  this  Motion — that  it  was  unjust 
and  impolitic  to  expose  the  free-grown 
sugar  of  the  British  colonies  and  posses-  . 
sions  abroad  to  unrestricted  competition 
with  the  sugar  of  foreign  slave-trading 
countries.  For  many  years  he  had  felt 
that  this  was  unjust,  and  had  urged  the 
House  to  take  measures  for  enabling  our 
free  labour  in  the  West  Indies  to  compete 
with  slave  labour  elsewhere.  He  was  not 
one  who  could  be  accused  of  inconsistency, 
for  from  the  moment  when  emancipation 
was  proposed  in  1832,  he  had  always 
maintained  the  opinion  which  he  now  sup- 
ported. The  colonies  could  not  exist  with- 
out labour;  yet  it  had  been  the  policy  of 
this  country  to  compel  them  to  compete 
with  slave  labour,  but  to  refuse  them  that 
supply  of  labour  by  which  alone  they  could 
so  compete.  He  had  the  authority  of  some 
individuals  having  great  interest  in  the 
West  Indies  to  state  broadly  that  they  did 
not  want  protection.  They  thought  it  un- 
just to  throw  on  the  people  of  England  an 
increased  price  for  an  article  of  so  much 
importance.  Though  having  property  in 
the  West  Indies,  those  who  had  looked 
most  correctly  at  the  matter  did  not  think, 
after  what  the  Government  had  done,  and 
after  the  sacrifices  that  had  been  made, 
that  England  ought  to  be  longer  subjected 
to  protection  in  their  favour.  That  pro- 
tection recently  amounted  to  about  four 
millions  a  year;  and  they  were  of  opinion 
that  no  such  tax  was  necessary,  and  that 
that  was  not  the  way  to  put  down  the 
slave  trade.  Could  free  labour  be  fairly 
brought  into  competition,  the  produce 
would  be  cheaper  than  that  of  slave  la- 
bour. There  was  no  other  mode  of  put- 
ting an  end  to  the  slave  trade;  the  whole 
united  fleets  of  England,  France,  and 
America,  if  employed  on  the  African  cQ«&i^ 
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which  now  prevailed.  Nothing  could  go 
to  the  root  of  the  evil  hot  to  make  the  pro- 
duce of  free  lahonr  cheaper  than  the  pro- 
duce of  slave  labour;  then  the  slave  trade 
would  cease  as  a  matter  of  course.  The 
hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  South  Essex 
might  have  referred  to  the  report  last  year, 
oontaining  an  account  of  the  horrors  of  the 
slave  ships,  which  were  even  worse  than 
in  the  time  of  Mr.  Wilberforee^  and  the 
mortalitj  was  greater.  Let  the  hon.  Ba- 
ronet review  the  question  on  his  own  prin- 
ciple of  humanity,  and  see  whether  the 
condition  of  the  slave  had  not  been  ren- 
dered worse  by  our  interference.  No  peo- 
ple could  have  acted  on  more  honourable 
principles  than  this  nation  had  done;  and 
yet  in  this,  the  seventeenth  year  since 
emancipation,  the  eiport  of  slaves  from 
-the  coast  of  Africa  was  as  great  as  ever. 
What  then  was  to  be  done  ?  As  Mr. 
Oanning  had  pointed  out,  thirty  years  ago, 
the  population  of  the  colonies  ought  to  have 
been  prepared  for  freedom  by  being  trained 
to  labour;  but  nothing  of  the  kind  had 
taken  place.  The  following  were  the  re- 
solutions proposed  by  Mr.  Canning  on  the 
16th  of  May,  1823  :-— 

,  "  That  it  is  expedient  to  adopt  effectual  and 
decisive  measures  for  meliorating  the  condition  of 
the  slave  population  in  His  Majesty's  colonies. 

''  That,  through  a  determined  and  persevering, 
but  at  the  same  time  judicious  and  temperate  en- 
forcement of  such  measures,  this  House  looks  for- 
ward to  a  progressive  improvement  in  the  char- 
acter of  the  slave  population,  such  as  may  prepare 
them  for  a  participation  in  those  civil  righte  and 
privileges  which  are  eigoyed  by  other  claases  of 
His  Majesty's  subjects. 

"  That  this  House  is  anxious  for  the  accom- 
plishment of  this  purpose,  at  the  earliest  period 
that  shall  be  compatible  with  the  well-being  of  the 
■laves  themselves,  with  the  safety  of  the  colonies, 
and  with  a  iair  and  equitable  consideration  of  the 
interests  of  private  property." 

Committees  of  both  Houses  had  sat  on 
this  question,  in  1832,  and  that  of  the 
Commons  (of  which  the  late  Sir  F.  Buxton 
was  chairman)  reported  that  they  had  only 
had  time  to  examine  the  parties  in  Eng- 
land in  favour  of  emancipation,  and  re- 
commended that  the  inquiry  should  be  re- 
sumed in  the  next  Session,  as  to  the  best 
means  of  carrying  out  emancipation,  by 
the  examination  of  witnesses  from  the  co- 
lonies. In  the  next  Session  Lord  Stanley 
had  at  once  proposed  the  emancipation. 
He  had  opposed  it  throughout,  on  the 
ground  that  the  Committee  had  not  com- 
pleted their  inquiry.  The  colonists  were 
evidently  as  anxious  for  emancipation  as 
iba  people  of  England,  but  they  did  not 
niMi  to  $ee  tbeir  ppof0tiy  mcttio^    The 


feelings  of  the  House  being  against  him 
(Mr.  Hume),  he  had  ceased  his  opposition 
to  the  measure,  merely  protesting  against 
the  haste  with  which  it  was  sought  to  be 
carried.  What  had  been  the  result  ?  The 
noble  Lord  the  Foreign  Secretary  had 
been  most  energetic  in  his  efforts  to  put 
down  the  slave  trade,  by  means  of  treaties 
with  France  and  other  Powers;  but  not- 
withstanding all  this,  the  trade  still  flour- 
ished as  much  as  ever;  and  in  the  last 
three  or  four  years,  he  understood  no  fewer 
than  25,000  negroes  had  been  sacrificed 
on  the  passage.  The  question  recurred-^ 
were  we  acting  on  a  right  principle  ?  He 
maintained  the  negative;  for  we  refused  to 
our  colonies  that  supply  of  labour  which 
was  necessary  to  enable  them  to  compete 
with  slave  countries?  Thus  we  had  not 
only  failed  to  put  down  the  slave  trade, 
but  had  ruined  our  colonies — the  depreci- 
ation of  property  could  not  be  estimated 
at  less  than  100,000,0002.  sterling.  In 
Demerara  estates  were  daily  going  out  of 
cultivation;  the  condition  of  the  people 
was  becoming  worse;  schools  were  decreas- 
ing, and  missionaries  were  leaving  the 
colony.  In  British  Guiana  the  evidence 
before  the  Committee  of  last  year  showed 
the  deplorable  state  to  which  the  colonists 
were  reduced.  The  protection  given  hav* 
ing  utterly  failed  to  produce  the  advan- 
tages desired,  and  nothing  but  starvation 
and  min  having  been  the  resulti  it  was 
natural  to  look  to  some  other  remedy  for 
the  evil.  The  Anti-slavery  Society  were 
opposed  to  the  only  means  by  which  the 
slave  trade  could  be  effectually  stopped-^ 
the  introduction  of  African  labour  under 
proper  guarantees  and  protection.  But 
when  measures  were  proposed  for  the  in- 
troduction of  Coolies,  the  Chinese,  or  other 
classes  of  persons,  the  society  declared 
that  these  measures  had  not,  would  not, 
and  could  not  succeed.  But  why  should 
they  not?  Why  could  not  proper  precau- 
tions be  taken  to  protect  the  African  la- 
bourer ?  No  part  of  the  exeoution  of  the 
law,  as  between  the  planters  and  the  ne- 
groes, was  left  to  the  planters  themselves. 
The  House  themselves  paid  the  salaries 
of  magistrates,  whose  duty  it  was  to  see 
justice  done,  and  the  law  carried  out. 
Why,  then,  this  alarm  ?  Why  should  it 
be  said  that  it  would  be  impossible  to  per- 
mit the  introduction  of  Africans  into  our 
sugar  colonies  without  reviving  the  slave 
trade?  The  proposition  was  to  bring 
them  from  a  state  of  slavery,  to  prevent 
them  from  being  destroyed  vpon  the  mid- 
dlepassag*.    £  would  kadttiMi  upon  («r 


Bil 


Sugar 


{Mat  31 J 


IhHes. 


543 


po8ie88ioii8»  and  tpprentiee  them  for  two, 
three,  or  four  years,  under  a  legal  bond 
and  form,  with  their  privileges  and  duties 
set  forth  in  the  indenture,  and  magistrates 
to  protect  them.     The  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  South  Essex  pointed  out  no 
means  by  which  an  additional  supply  of 
labour  was  to  be  provided.     He  had  no- 
thing to  propose  but  the  continuance  of  the 
differential  duty.     If  the  House  agreed  to 
this  Motion,  and  made  no  provision  for 
free  labour,  the  slave  trade  would  go  on 
notwithstanding.     He    (Mr.    Hume)    was 
opposed  to  protection  of  every  kind,  parti- 
culM*ly  when  he  saw  how  ineffectuial  it 
was,  and  had  been,  to  put  down  the  slave 
trade.     The  colonies  did  not  want  protec- 
tion.    There  was  virein  land  enough  in 
the  West  Indian    colonies,   if  labourers 
could  be  obtained  at  fair  and  proper  wages, 
to  produce  more  sugar  than  the  British 
islands  could  consume.     If,  as  he  believed, 
with  a  proper  supply  of  capital  and  labour, 
enough  sugar  could  be  brought  to  this 
country  to  enable  us,  as  we  used  to  do, 
to  export  some  to  foreign  countries,  we 
should  then  put  an  end  to  the  detestable 
traffic  in  slaves.    Let  the  Government  take 
abundant  precautions  to  protect  the  Afri- 
can labourers — ^let  them  buy  the  slaves 
who  were  brought  to  the  African  coast  for 
the  South  American  market,  if  they  would; 
for,  was  it  not  better  to  buy  them  and  to 
bring  them  over  to  the  West  Indian  colo- 
nies as   apprenticed  labourers,  than  for 
them  to  be  destroyed  in  the  barracoon  or 
on  the  middle  passage?     He  might  not 
be  in  that  House  to  recall  his  prophecy 
made  many  years  ago  to  the  recollection 
of  the  House;  but,  before  long,  unless  they 
gave  a  supply  of  labour  to  our  colonies, 
they  would  cease  to  be  productive,  and 
their  once  happy  population  would  revert 
to  a  state  of  barbarism.    The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Newoastle-under-Lyme,  stated  on 
a  former  occasion  that  there  would  be  no 
diffieulty  in  obtaining  emigrants  from  the 
coaat  of  Africa,  because  the  chiefs  would 
prefer  oonsigning  them  to  the  English,  to 
selling  diem  to  the  Portuguese.     He  did 
not  see  any  injustice  or  cruelty  in  thia. 
On  the  contrary,  the  condition  of  the  Afri- 
can would  be  greatly  bettered,  whilst,  at 
the  same  time*  they  took  the  only  means 
of  putting  an  end  for  ever  to  the  slave 
traoe;  because  he  had  no  hope  of  seeing 
it  put  an  end  to,  except  by  cheapening  the 
production  of  sugar  in  their  coioniea  and 
underselling  in  the  continental  markets 
that  whieh  was  the  produce  of  slave  la- 
boar«    Th(9  neaaoro  which  he  sow  oalM 


upon  the  Government  to  adopt  was  re- 
commended in  the  report  of  the  Commit- 
tee of  1841,  over  which  Lord  Sandon  (now 
the  Earl  of  Harrowby)  presided.  It  was 
proved  before  that  Committee  that  in  1841 
no  people  had  so  many  comforts  and  en- 
joyments— that  none  were  more  remark- 
able for  sobriety.  Sir  C.  Metcalfe,  in  re- 
ference to  Jamaica,  stated  in  a  despatch 
to  Lord  Stanley,  dated  Nov.  I,  1841— 

"  With  respect  to  the  lahouring  population,  for- 
merlj  aUreB,  but  now  perfectly  free,  and  more  in- 
dependent than  the  same  class  in  other  free  coun- 
tries, I  venture  to  say,  that  in  no  country  in  the 
world  can  the  labouring  population  be  more  abun- 
dantly provided  with  the  necessaries  and  comforts 
of  life,  more  at  their  ease,  or  more  secure  from 
oppression,  than  in  Jamaica ;  and  I  may  add  that 
ministers  of  the  gospel,  for  their  religious  inttrue- 
tion,  and  schools  for  the  education  of  their  chil- 
dren, are  established  in  all  parts  of  the  island, 
with  a  tendency  to  constant  increase,  although 
the  present  reduction  of  the  missionary  schools 
is  a  temporary  drawback.  I  turn  from  the  cheer- 
less prospects  of  the  future  to  a  more  pleat- 
ing feature  in  the  present  order  of  things.  The 
thriving  condition  of  the  peasantry  is  very  strik- 
ing and  gratifying.  I  do  not  suppose  that  any 
peasantry  in  the  world  have  eo  many  comforts  or 
so  much  independenoe  and  enjoyment.  Marriage 
is  general  amongst  them.  Their  morals,  are,  I 
understand,  much  improved,  and  their  sobriety  is 
remarkable." 


The  Governor  of  British  Gniana,  Sir  H. 
Light,  said  of  that  colony  in  September, 

"  If  I  were  not  convinced  that  the  unhappy 
Africans  are  benefited  by  the  transfer  to  this 
colony,  I  should  not  so  urgently  press  the  con- 
tinuance of  Her  Majesty  Government  to  immi- 
gration ;  thus  the  Afrioan*8  condition  must  here 
be  improved,  as  the  men  of  their  own  colour  are 
in  a  high  state  of  civilisation.  Religious  instruc- 
tion administered  in  fifty-seven  places  of  public 
worship;  each  parish  has  at  least  two  schools, 
and  each  missionary  has  a  school  at  his  own  re- 
sidence, Ac.  A  day's  task  is  understood  to  be 
seven  hours,  and  the  aTerage  rate  of  agricultural 
wages  5-12ths  of  a  dollar." 

Mr.  Latrobe,  in  his  report  of  1839,  speak- 
ing of  Trinidad,  said — 

"  There  were  thirty-five  day  and  fourteen  Sun- 
day schools,  but  now  increased  to  fifty  or  sixty 
schools.  The  soil  of  Trinidad  is  a  rich  marl,  and 
were  there  a  sufficiency  of  labour,  every  British 
market  might  be  amply  supplied  with  sugar  from 
this  one  isUnd.  Hence,  foreign  sugars  would  be 
excluded,  and  the  slave  trade,  as  it  refers  to  Great 
Britain,  would  be  practically  diseouraged.  It  is, 
therefore,  my  deliberate  conviction  t^t  the  peo* 
pki  would  gain  an  accession  to  their  religious 
privileges  by  quitting  any  part  of  the  Western 
Afiica  for  the  island  of  Trinidad." 

Well,  then,  with  these  facts  before  them, 
was  it  not  erident  that  the  condition  of  the 
African  would  be  greatly  benefited  b^  \\\^ 
iotrodoctioUi  md«r  ^^o^t  ro^^  w^^  t%^ 
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lations,  into  their  colonies  ?  It  was  quite 
true  that  Coolies  imported  from  India  were 
unfit  for  the  species  of  labour  required; 
and  the  immense  expense  of  their  impor- 
tation bj  reason  of  the  distance,  and  also 
the  expense  of  sending  them  back,  ren- 
dered the  traffic  unprofitable.  He  called 
on  the  House  to  assist  in  bringing  about 
such  a  change,  for  the  sake  of  the  unhappy 
African  himself ;  for  it  was  only  by  doing 
80,  and  not,  as  proposed  by  the  Anti- 
Slavery  Society,  by  maintaining  restric- 
tiye  duties,  that  they  could  ameliorate  his 
condition  and  put  an  end  to  the  traffic  in 
slaves.  If,  therefore,  the  hon.  Baronet 
consented  to  the  addition  of  the  words  he 
(Mr.  Hume)  proposed,  he  would  support 
his  resolution. 

Mr.  mangles  wished  briefly  to  state 
the  reasons  which  induced  him  to  vote  as 
he  would  do  on  the  present  occasion,  which 
were  founded  chiefly  on  his  sense  of  the 
injustice  with  which  the  West  Indies  had 
been  treated.  He  agreed  in  every  word 
which  had  fallen  from  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Montrose.  He  conceived  it 
was  the  bounden  duty  of  the  Government, 
when  the  emancipation  of  the  slaves  took 
place,  not  to  permit  the  introduction  of 
free  labour  under  a  species  of  restriction, 
but  to  have  done  everything  in  their  power 
to  promote  it.  He  maintained  that  free 
labour  was  always  cheaper  than  slave  la- 
bour ;  but  if  they  confined  the  market  of 
labour  as  they  did  in  the  West  Indies — if 
they  prevented  the  West  Indian  planter 
from  procuring  free  labour  where  he  could 
find  it,  they  were  doing  all  in  their  power 
to  verify  and  prolong  that  condition  of 
things  which  the  An ti- Slavery  Society 
were  in  the  habit  of  describing.  He  had 
been  in  India  when  the  proposition  for  the 
immigration  of  Hill  Coolies  into  the  West 
Indies  had  been  made,  and  he  remembered 
the  outcry  which  had  been  made  at  the 
period — an  outcry  to  which  he  had  been 
always  opposed.  And  he  maintained  if 
that  system  had  been  carried  out  under 
proper  regulations,  it  would  have  been 
productive  of  great  good.  But  the  Go- 
vernment at  home  had  been  influenced  by 
the  solicitations  and  the  representations  of 
a  party  who  had  described  the  system  as 
only  a  species  of  slavery  in  disguise,  and 
it  had  accordingly  been  put  a  stop  to.  He 
had  some  difficulty,  he  confessed,  in  com- 
ing to  a  conclusion  as  to  the  course  which 
he  would  take  on  the  present  occasion, 
until  he  saw  a  manifesto  put  forth  by  a  so- 
ciety to  which  allusion  had  been  made  that 
n/^bt,  and  which  the   hoD.  Baronet  the 


Member  for  South  Essex  represented. 
They  would  not  agree  to  any  importation 
of  free  labour  to  the  West  Indies,  except 
on  terms  which  he  (Mr.  Mangles)  looked 
upon  as  absolutely  impossible  to  be  com- 
plied with.  He  could  not,  therefore,  vote 
for  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Baronet. 

C0L05EL  THOMPSON  said,  that  after 
having    spoken  on   the  question  of  free 
trade  from  cart,  and  cask,  and  bench,  and 
hustings,  and  tribune,  and  pulpit,  he  did 
not  wish  to  be  charged  with  inconsistency 
in  the  vote  he  intended  to  give.     He  was 
therefore    desirous    of    explaining,    that 
though  free-traders  laid  down  the  doctrine 
that  the  way  to  make  a  commercial  gain 
was  to  buy  in  the  cheapest  and  sell  in  the 
dearest  market,  they  never  extended  their 
doctrine  to  questions  where  the  creation 
or  maintenance  of  immorality  was  concern- 
ed.     To  give  an  illustration — somewhat 
rude — of  his  meaning,  he  did  not  suppose 
that  any  hon.  Member,  in  his  anxiety  for 
cheap  goods,  would  go  into  that  part  of 
the  metropolis  called  Field-lane  in  search 
of  a  silk  handkerchief;  because  it  was  no- 
toriously a  receptacle  for  stolen  goods.  So 
in  like  manner,  there  was  nothing  in  free 
trade  to  prevent  him  from  voting  for  a 
duty  on  slave-grown  sugar,  if  a  moral  be- 
nefit would  result.     But  he  must  take  the 
opportunity  to  make  the  most  decided  op- 
position to  anything  under  the  title  of  ap- 
prenticeships.    In  the  years  1808,  1809, 
1810,  he  was  Governor  of  Sierra  Leone, 
where  the  system  of  what  was  called  ap- 
prenticeship had  been  introduced,  and  it 
was  a  mere  system  of  collusion,  and  no- 
thing but  slavery  under    another  name. 
Now,  if  even  in  Sierra  Leone  it  was  im- 
possible to  prevent  this  collusion,  how  much 
more  so  would  it  be  in  the  West  Indian 
colonics  ?      If  anything  of   the  kind  was 
attempted,  it  would  merely  open  the  way 
for  a  system  of  imposition  and  a  wastefid 
expenditure  of  public    money.     On   the 
coast  of  Africa,  too,  the  effiect  of  purchas- 
ing apprentices  would  be  exactly  the  same 
as  of  purchasing  slaves.     The  kings  and 
chiefs  in  Africa  would  find  no  diflerence 
in  a  name,  and  they  would  carry  on  wars 
under  one  title  with  as  great  glee  as  the 
other.     The  pretence,  too,  that  it  was  to 
be  done  for  the  sake  of  the  religious  ad- 
vantages to  be  conferred  on  the  transported 
African,  was  nothing    but  what  we  had 
heard  of  before.     All  that  was  very  old, 
and  was  thought  to  have  been  disposed  of 
sixty  years  ago  in  the  debates  on  the  ori- 
ginal slave  tr^e.  Believing  that  free  trade 
did  not  imply  the  support  of  inunonJity, 
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he  should  give  his  vote  in  support  of  the 
Motion. 

Mr.  GRANTLEY  BERKELEY  was 
anxious  to  state  that  he  would  give  his 
full  concurrence  to  the  Motion  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Memher  for  South  Essex. 
He  could  not,  however,  join  in  the  eulogy 
which  he  passed  on  the  Government  for 
having  done  so  much  to  put  down  the  slave 
trade,  hecause  the  admittance  of  slave- 
grown  sugar  suhverted  aU  which  they  had 
done  hefore.  The  hon.  Gentleman  said 
that  the  West  Indies  were  in  a  more  pros- 
perous state.  This  he  totally  denied. 
British  Guiana  was  more  than  three-fourths 
ahandoned,  and  production  in  that  colony 
was  in  a  state  of  stagnation.  Governor 
Barkly,  upon  the  same  subject,  in  his  evi- 
dence before  the  Committee,  observed  that 
the  population  were  on  the  verge  of  degra- 
dation, in  consequence  of  the  decrease  in 
the  amount  of  wages.  As  a  further  proof 
of  the  state  of  property  in  British  Guiana 
—he  spoke  from  personal  knowledge — an 
estate,  which  formerly  produced  10,000Z., 
was  sold  the  other  day  in  the  London  mar- 
ket for  2,000Z.  He  agreed  with  very 
much  which  had  faUcn  from  the  hon.  Mem- 
her for  Montrose.  All  he  wanted  was  the 
importation  of  free  labour.  The  planters 
had  not  sufficient  money,  and  unless  the 
Government  supported  them,  they  could 
not  enter  into  tnat  speculation.  It  was 
impossible  for  the  proprietors  in  that  co- 
lony to  condense  their  labourers  sufficiently 
to  obtain  an  adequate  control  over  them, 
or  create  around  them  such  natural  wants 
as  to  induce  them  to  be  desirous  of  amass- 
ing a  large  sum  of  money.  In  support- 
ing the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Gentleman, 
he  did  not  ask  the  Government  to  take 
any  retrograde  step.  He  only  asked  them 
to  take  a  straightforward  step — to  put 
down  slavery  by  cutting  off  the  demand. 
He  asked  them  not  to  permit  slave-grown 
sugar  to  come  into  competition  with  free- 
grown  sugar.  The  agreement  respecting 
the  apprentice  was  broken,  the  Govern- 
ment held  no  faith  with  the  West  Indian 
proprietors  upon  that  question,  and  the 
Act  of  1846  completed  the  ruin  of  their 
sugar-growing  colonies.  He  wanted  to 
know,  in  the  face  of  the  progress  of  the 
slave  trade,  did  they  mean  still  further  to 
diminish  the  duties,  and  to  abolish  the  dif- 
ferential duties  which  now  exist  ?  The 
people  in  the  West  Indies  were  waiting  in 
a  state  of  great  excitement  the  result  of 
that  night's  debate,  which  would  be  carried 
out  to  them  by  to-morrow's  packet ;  and 
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he  hoped  that  the  result  would  be  such  as 
to  enable  them  to  see,  if  not  an  end  of  their 
sufferings,  at  least  some  hope  of  redress. 
By  the  mail  which  had  just  arrived,  he 
found  that  the  slave  trade  was  increasing 
in  the  Brazils.  He  wanted  to  know  why 
treaties  should  have  been  made  with  fo- 
reign Powers,  if  it  was  not  intended  they 
should  be  kept ;  and  why  England  should 
be  left  in  the  Quixotic  position  of  sole  oc- 
cupant of  those  seas  where,  if  all  the 
navies  of  all  the  Powers  were  to  be  sta- 
tioned, they  could  scarcely  effect  the  ob- 
ject they  had  in  view.  They  lived  in  an 
age  of  extreme  religious  as  well  as  of  ex- 
treme political  views.  Could  anything  be 
more  extraordinary  than  that  the  House  of 
Commons  should,  upon  one  day,  pronounce, 
by  a  large  majority,  against  the  Govern- 
ment its  resolve  to  maintain  the  sacredness 
of  the  Sabbath,  and  its  horror  of  the  pro- 
fanation of  that  day  as  regarded  post- 
office  labour,  and  yet,  upon  the  next,  they 
should  affirm,  by  a  large  majority,  that 
slave  sugar  ought  to  be  received  in  our 
ports ;  and  that,  though  they  would  not 
permit  an  Englishman  to  work  for  two 
hours  on  Sunday,  they  would  encourage 
a  slaveowner  to  oblige  his  unfortunate  de- 
pendents to  toil  twelve  or  sixteen  hours  on 
the  Sabbath  ?  They  strained  at  the  post- 
office  gnat,  but  they  would  swallow  the 
slavery  camel.  The  Manchester  school 
boasted  of  the  great  increase  of  intelli- 
gence, learning,  and  morality  amongst  us, 
and  were  desirous  of  seeing  the  people  at 
home  spiritually  instructed  ;  but  they  were 
totally  regardless  of  the  condition  of  the 
unhappy  slaves,  and  were  utterly  indif- 
ferent to  the  notorious  fact  that,  in  the 
West  Indies,  the  chapels  and  schools  had, 
since  the  operation  of  our  policy,  been  de- 
serted. They  talked  of  solemn  obliga- 
tions contracted  in  the  face  of  the  world  ; 
but  they  showed  the  world  that  their  pro- 
fessions were  not  sincere,  by  evading  the 
principle  which  these  professions  seemed 
to  indicate.  Every  foreign  State  laughed 
at  our  ridiculous  position,  and  despised  our 
professions  of  sincerity,  so  long  as  we  in- 
directly, but  most  effectually,  encouraged 
slavery.  He  had  a  riglit  to  expect  the 
support  of  hon.  Gentlemen  on  his  side  of 
the  House,  and  more  especially  of  the 
peace  party ;  for  no  armament  could  so 
surely  put  down  slave  importation  as  the 
prohibition  of  slave-grown  sugar  in  our 
markets.  The  Emperor  of  Brazil  said  in 
his  speech — and  the  Emperor  took  a  little 
more  care  of  hia  ag;c\c^Vaxya\^  ^^&axL  ^^  ^^ 
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in  England — that  **he  hoped  they  would  niully  from  the  slave  trade?— There  has  been  * 

all  adopt  measures  for  supplying  their  ag-  !"?/^^''?.^»  *^"*  *  very  smaU  one,  not  more  than 

•     lA     •  X       •*!.   1  1.          xL            X    ^     !.•  u  600/.  sterhng  annually  for  seven  years, 

riculturists  with  labour   the  want  of  which  „  j^  j„  ^^^^  ^^j  J  ^^^  r.^^  of  Dahomey  taket 

was   daily  increasing.        Slave  labour,  of  8,000  slaves,  how  comes  it  that  he  only  selit 

course.     [Mr.  M.  Gibson  :  He  did  not  say  3,000 1  what  becomes  of  the  other  5,000? — TIm 

slave  labour.!      Ho    could  mean  nothing  other  6,000  are  kept  for  his  troops. 

else  •  and  cverv  man  who  knew  anvthinff  "  ^®  distributes  his  plunder  amongst  his  cap- 

eise  ,  ana  every  man  wno  itnew  anytmng  ^^^  ^^^  ^^^  ^^        ^^^  ^^^^  ^  ^^j,  ^^Yes. 

ot  the  state  of  iirazil  must  understand  him  "Then  be  keeps  8,000  to  himself?— He  keeps 

in  that  light.    The  deaths  of  slaves  in  Bra-  9,000,  or  perhaps  more. 

zils,  from  captivity  or  ci*uelty,  were  so  great  "  !>  this  slave  hunt  in  his  own  territory  ? — No, 

as  to  increase  the  otherwise  large  importa-  ^^  "  ^^^J.  ^5®y  ?<>.  ^  "^^^  ^^  ^«  different  tribes 

tion  of  slaves.      In   1847.  73  000  slaves  '^lt^^i'':^7Xr.^^on  of  war  beforehand, 

were  imported  into  Brazil,  and  the  importa-  ©r  do  they  march  where  they  wUl  ?— They  march 

tion  had  since  then  increased — a  pretty  sig-  where  they  will,  generally  concealing  the  object, 

nificant  sign  of  the  efficacy  of  our  measures,  a^d  the  position  which  they  are  going  to  take  up, 

Hon.  Gentlemen  would  equalise  the  condi-  »o  as  to  surprise  the  villages  and  towns. 

-^v     T»  ...  1          .     1*     •  .        1      1  .1  X  "And  your  impression   is,   that   the  greater 

iion  of  the  British  agriculturist,  and,  whilst  ^^^^^^  ^f  the  slaves  are  therefore  furnished  by 

expressing  great  horror  of    the  trade  in  those  sUve-hunt  wars  ?— Certainly." 

slaves,  were  quite  willing  to  eat  the  bread  . 

made  out  of  American  wheat  raised  by  ^^^  agam 

slaves,  or  the  sugar  of  the  Brazilian  slave-  «  b  any  resistance  made  to  those  slave  hunts, 

owner.     The  prospects  of  the  British  far-  which  you  desoribed  as  being  regularly  conducted 

mer  were  on  a  par  with  the  colonial  planter.  ^?''  ^'^o  <>»•  '^  ";o«*^>  ^r'^  joar ;  is  any  re- 

Mrv..  »..    »k<%«^  »..»  «.^<.»»^*  ^f  «    •:-«  ;«  sistance  made  to  them  by  the  chiefs  ? — No;  they 

Nor  was  there  any  prospect  of  a  rise  m  ^^e  overpowered  with  the  force  which  the  King  of 

the  price  of  corn,  seeing  that  land  in  Ame-  Dahomey  sends  against  them.     He  has,  upon  one 

rica  was  cheaper  than  here,  and  burdens  or  two  occasions,  produeed  me  models  of  the  dif- 

ligliter,  and,  indeed,  there  was  a  greater  fownt  forts  that  his  female  troops  have  captured, 

breadth  of  wheat  sown  in  America  in  this  ^«^^.  "o*  »<>  many  female  troops  as  he  has  male 

.1         .                                            T\r     It  and  it  is  those  in  whom  he  places  the  greatest 

than  m  any  previous  year.     [Mr.  Hume  :  confidence. 

How  do  you  know  that  ?]     He  knew  it  to  «  who  are  engaged  in  his  army  ?— Yes.  ther« 

be  so,  and  would  prove  it  to  be  so  when  are  nearly  8,000  of  them.    I  was  present  at  a  re* 

the  proper  time  arrived.     Could  his  hon.  view  of  8,000  women. 

Frknd  sayit  wa.  not  so?     In  Americ.  ^^  fl^H^-,'^ '^Z^^^^^l^, 

there  was   the  same  mongrel  and  hybnd  they  stormed,  and  regulariy  carried  by  storm,  of 

policy  as  in  this  country.      The  question  which  they  had  models. 

neither  there    nor  here  was  based  upon  "  Are  they  protected  by  armour  ? — From  tha 

principle.     It  was  not,  shall    slavery  be  ^''jfiJ!?!^  *^®  ®^**T*k             .    ik*   w^       4 

X.         L   A  \      xjoix*         i,xr  What  weapons  do  they  carry  ? — Muskets  and 

or  be  not  tolerated?  but,  in  what  form  g^^rds. 

can  we  tolerate  it  ?     Let  them  just  con-  «  Ate  they  foot  soldiers  or  borK  ?— AU  foot. 

sider  a  portion  of  their  policy  upon  this  "Does  the  King  himself  command  in  chief 

subject  —  with  reference,  for  instonoe,  to  "PO"*  ^^  occasion  of  those  raids  ?— Occasion- 

the  King  of  Dahomey.     From  that  skve-  »"y.^^  ^^^^  ^^  ^^  ^          ^^^          ^  ^^  ^ 

hunting,  slave-dealing  King,  the  Queen  of  times  ?— Yes,  his  captains  and  generals. 

England  had  condescended  to  receive  pre-  •«  Ai«  they  women  ?— They  are  women,  those 

sents,  as  appeared  from  the  evidence  of  attached  to  the  female  part  of  his  army.     Of 

Captoin  Winniett.     They  would  see  what  «o«^"f » ^^  ^^^  ^^^^^"^  *i?^-   _         ,.     ^ 

•^    «     ,  .        ^,  .             c              X       *  r  Do  you  know  the  proportion  between  the  !e- 

sort  of  a  king  this  was  by  an  extract  from  ^^^  ^^  ^„^  ^^^^  ^^^^  j_There  were  mom 

the  evidence  given  before  the  Lords   Com-  male  than  female.    There  are  8,000  female.    He 

mittee  : —  requested  that  Her  Majesty  would  kindly  make 

him  a  present  of  2,000  war  caps  for  his  female 

"  Will  you  proceed  with  your  statement  with  troops,  and  She  vexy  kindly  sent  them  to  bun." 
respect  to  the    King    of  Dahomey  f — When    I 

visited  the  King,  he  gave  me  to  understand  that  This  king,  it  appeared,  pat  great  faith  in 
ho  and  his  army  were  at  all  times  ready  to  fight  bis  female  army : — 
the  Queen  of  England's  enemies,  and  to  do  any- 
thing that  the  English  Government  wished  him,  "  Did  you  get  any  light  upon  the  reason  for 
except  doing  away  with  the  slave  trade  ;  the  king  having  that  female  army  from  the  King  of  Daho- 
is  willing  idse  to  permit  Englishmen  to  form  mey  ? — He  gave  me  to  uaderstand  that  he  could 
plantations  in  his  country.  place  greater  confidence  in  them  ;  that  be  kept 

*'  You  have  stated  tliat  the  King  of  Dahomey  them  only  around  his  person  ;  that  in  all  his  oas- 
is anxious  to  be  on  good  terms  with  the  Queen  of  ties  (he  had  three)  there  was  never  a  man  allow- 
England  ;  what  could  we  give  him  as  an  equiva-  ed  to  enter  ;  they  were  what  be  oalled  his  body 
/ffol  ^  tAsI  ^00,00^  doUars  which  he  derives  an-  gvard. 
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"Were  they  regularly  tnifned  ai  soldiers 
Yes. 

"  Of  what  age  were  they  ?— All  young  women ; 
not  one  beyond  35. 

"  After  that,  do  they  quit  the  serrice,  and 
marry  ? — He  pensioned  them  off,  and  took  oare  of 
them  ;  he  said  he  was  bound  to  take  oare  of  them 
after  they  were  of  no  use. 

**  Were  they  allowed  to  marry  whilst  in  his  ser- 
vice ? — No. 

**  Were  they  pressed  into  the  servioe  ?<^No ;  all 
voluntary. 

"  Natives  of  his  own  country  ? — Yes ;  remark- 
ably fine  women,  standing  five  feet  eight,  nine, 
and  ten." 

He  now  called  upon  the  UooBe  to  do  jus- 
tice to  a  long  Buffering  and  ruined  interest 
— to  do  justice  to  their  own  moral  and  re- 
ligious feelings,  and  to  save  those  colonies 
which  had  cost  England  so  much  blood  and 
treasure,  but  which  were  now  on  the  brink 
of  ruin.  Many  of  those  colonies  were  now 
ripe  for  revolt,  and  our  cruel  policy  to- 
wards them  taught  them  to  prefer  depend- 
ence upon  any  nation  to  being  connected 
with  this.  He  asked  the  Government  the 
plain  and  simple  question.  What  was  to 
become  of  the  colonies  if  our  present  po- 
licy was  persevered  in  ?  Would  they 
blindly  and  wilfully  pursue  this  terrible 
system — would  they  deprive  our  fellow- 
subjects  of  all  hope — would  they  prove  to 
them  that  our  policy  was  fatal  to  the 
planters  abroad,  and  to  the  agriculturists 
at  home,  and  that,  like  the  harpies  of  old, 
it  stained  all  it  touched  ?  He  sincerely 
hoped  that,  though  the  Motion  might  not 
be  carried,  the  minority  would  be,  at  least, 
so  large  that  it  would  evince  the  sympathy 
of  a  large  portion  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons for  our  fellow-subjects  in  the  colo- 
nies, who  would  look  upon  the  present  de- 
bate with  the  deepest  interest.  He  hoped, 
too,  that  the  Members  of  the  Government 
who  had  been  so  chary  of  speech  upon 
this  subject  of  late,  would  now  attempt  to 
show  kow,  upon  any  principle  of  justice, 
morality,  or  religion,  they  could  contra 
yene  the  principle  implied  in  the  present 
Motion. 

Mr.  J.  WILSON  said,  that  his  hon. 
Friend  who  had  opened  the  discussion,  and 
the  hon.  Gentleman  who  had  just  sat  down, 
had  plaoed  the  qoestion  before  the  House, 
on  very  plain  and  candid  grounds;  they  said 
that  the  colonists  were  in  no  way  indisposed 
to  compete  with  free  labour  in  any  part  of 
the  world,  and  the  only  thing  they  had  to 
fear  was  to  compete  with  slave-grown  sugar. 
Two  years  only  had  elapsed  since  the  ques- 
tion was  before  the  House,  and  there  had 
then  beea  a  lengthened  inquiry  into  the  por- 


tion of  the  British  colonies.  His  hon.  Friend, 
in  order  to  justify  himself  in  bringing  this 
question  before  the  House — when  within 
such  a  short  period  it  was  decided,  if  not 
by  a  large  majority,  at  least  by  a  majority, 
that  the  opinion  of  the  House  was  against 
the  Motion  now  submitted  by  his  hon. 
Friend — ought  to  have  shown  that  during 
those  last  two  years  of  past  experience  ha 
has  some  ground  for  basing  the  Motion  now, 
and  some  reasons  to  show  that  the  policy  of 
the  Government  had  not  succeeded,  and 
that  those  colonies  are  now  threatened  with 
more  danger  than  they  were  at  that  time. 
It  was  now  necessary  for  him  to  refer  the 
House  to  the  evidence  taken  before  the 
Parliamentary  Committee  of  1848,  in  order 
that  they  might  see  how  far  the  predictions 
then  made  with  regard  to  the  results  of 
the  policy  of  the  Government  have  been 
fulfilled.  It  was  impossible  to  approach 
this  question  exclusively  as  a  West  Indian 
question.  It  was  impossible  they  could 
exclude  from  their  observations  the  large 
sugar-producing  possessions  they  had  in  the 
East.  It  was  impossible  to  forget  that 
they  bad,  beyond  the  Cape  of  Good  Hope, 
one  single  island  now  producing  60,000  tons 
of  sugar  per  annum;  that  they  had  posses- 
sions in  the  East  Indies  that  were  export* 
ing  75,000  tons  of  sugar  per  annum,  and 
that  the  production  was  calculated  at  four 
times  that  amount,  and  they  had  more- 
over further,  in  the  East,  new  possessiona 
in  the  Asiatic  Archipelago  rapidly  inereaa^ 
ing  in  the  production  of  sugar.  It  was  im- 
possible,  in  considering  the  condition  of 
the  West  Indian  colonies,  to  exclude  those 
circumstances  from  their  attention.  He 
should  now  proceed  to  consider  the  condi- 
tion of  India,  Ceylon,  Mauritius,  and, 
lastly,  the  West  Indies;  he  would  glance 
at  the  predictions  made  with  regard  to 
them,  and  examine  how  far  those  predic- 
tions had  been  verified.  With  regard  to 
Ceylon,  the  Committee  had  as  witnessea 
before  them  previously,  Mr.  Anstruther, 
many  years  Colonial  Secretary,  and  a  plaa- 
ter  in  that  colony;  they  had  Mr.  Christian, 
A  very  eminent  cultivator  and  merchant; 
and  they  were  told  distinctly  that  if  they 
did  not  retrace  their  steps  with  regard  to 
free  trade,  and  lay  a  protective  duty  on 
coffee  of  2d.  a  pound  more  than  that  now 
enjoyed,  in  a  few  years  Ceylon  would 
be  a  barren  waste,  and  would  not  produce 
coffee  for  exportation.  But  what  was  the 
result?  The  produce  in  that  year  was 
20,000,000  lbs.;  it  was  30,000,000  lbs. 
in  the  next  year^  and  VuVmAi  ^«».\Si(.^^:b 
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40,000,000  lbs.,  being  exactly  doubled 
in  the  three  years,  instead  of  being  en- 
tirely annihilated.  And  what  was  now 
the  position  of  protection  with  regard  to 
Ceylon  ?  Instead  of  being  told  that  Ceylon 
could  only  exist  by  an  additional  protec- 
tion of  2d.  per  lb.,  they  were  now  told  by 
the  merchants  of  Ceylon  that  protection  to 
them  had  become  a  dead  letter,  and  was 
entirely  unimportant;  for  notwithstanding 
the  competition  to  which  they  were  ex- 
posed, and  the  predictions  that  were  ut- 
tered in  1846,  they  had  managed  to  in- 
crease their  cultivation;  and  now  the  im- 
portation from  the  British  colonies  exceed- 
ed the  entire  consumption  of  the  country, 
and  they  had  a  surplus  to  export  to  the 
Continent,  where  it  would  come  into  com- 
petition with  the  produce  of  St.  Domingo, 
Brazil,  and  Java,  and  the  price,  therefore 
liad  fallen  to  a  level  with  that  of  the  mar- 
kets of  the  world.  According  to  the  last 
accounts  they  had  from  Cevlon,  it  appeared 
that,  instead  of  40,000.000 lbs.,  they  would 
have  a  supply  of  50,000,000  lbs.  this 
year;  and  it  was  not  the  price  of  that  year 
that  caused  the  increase,  for  the  produce 
of  last  year  (40,000,000  lbs.)  could  only 
be  actually  brought  into  use  by  the  price 
in  the  preceding  years.  The  next  place 
to  which  the  Committee  turned  their  atten- 
tion was  the  East  Indies.  They  called 
before  them  several  most  able  officers,  and 
had  the  advantage  of  the  assistance  of  some 
of  the  most  able  directors  of  the  East  India 
Company.  They  had  before  them  Mr. 
Tucker,  Mr.  Melville,  Colonel  Sykes,  and 
other  individuals  well  acquainted  with  the 
condition  of  India.  And  so  important,  it 
was  said,  was  the  cultivation  of  sugar  in  the 
East  Indies  to  the  trade  with  this  country, 
that  without  that  produce  it  would  be  im- 
possible for  the  East  India  Company  to  re- 
ceive their  annual  remittances,  which  of 
sugar  alone  was  stated  at  1,500,000^. 
per  annum  out  of  4,000,000Z.,  and  that 
it  would  be  impossible  to  send  out  Eng- 
lish manufactures,  for  they  could  give 
nothing  in  return;  in  short  the  evidence 
was  of  a  most  discouraging  character. 
Mr.  Alexander,  who  was  several  years 
connected  with  the  trade,  gave  them 
to  understand  that  if  they  did  not  give  a 
protective  duty  of  10«.  per  cwt.,  the  im- 
portation would  fall  to  40,000  tons  from 
60,000  tons,  and  in  a  few  years  they  would 
not  receive  any  sugar  from  India.  A  wit- 
ness from  Madras  made  the  same  state- 
ment. Two  years  had  passed  over,  and 
ImrtoAd  of  the  prediction  being  realised — 


instead  of  there  being  a  falling-off  in  the 
importation  of  the  next  year  to  40,000 
tons,  it  was  a  proud  consolation  to  be  able 
to  say  that  not  only  had  the  importation  of 
the  East  Indies  been  maintained,  but  it 
had  steadily  increased  up  to  the  present 
time,  and  last  year  it  was  larger  than  in 
any  preceding  year  whatever.  And,  more- 
over, from  the  latest  accounts,  instead 
of  60,000  tons  of  importation  as  in  1848, 
when  they  were  taking  the  evidence  re- 
ferred to,  they  would  receive  from  75,000  to 
80,000  tons  in  the  present  year.  The  next 
colony  with  respect  to  which  they  examined 
witnesses  was  Mauritius;  and,  at  that  time, 
Mauritius  presented  a  most  gloomy  picture. 
The  whole  of  the  London  merchants  con- 
nected with  the  island,  with  a  few  excep- 
tions, had  become  bankrupt,  and  other 
persons  connected  with  the  trade  were  in 
a  state  of  insolvency.  They  were  told  by 
Mr.  Guthrie  that  they  wanted  a  duty  of 
Id.  per  pound  on  foreign  sugar  as  a  pro- 
tection against  it;  for,  otherwise,  it  was  im- 
possible for  the  cultivation  to  be  maintained 
in  Mauritius,  and  every  cultivator  hi  the 
island  would  be  ruined.  They  had  had 
that  evidence  from  Mr.  Guthrie  and  from 
Mr.  Hunter,  a  large  proprietor  in  Mauri- 
tius, and  from  Sir  George  Larpent,  and 
Mr.  Chapman;  and  other  persons,  he  be- 
lieved, gave  similar  information,  and  he 
was  not  surprised  that  it  made  a  great 
impression  on  the  minds  of  the  members  of 
that  Committee.  What  had  been  the  re- 
sult of  this  prediction,  as  shown  by  expe- 
rience ?  For  three  years  preceding  1846, 
when  slave -labour  sugar  was  excluded, 
the  average  production  of  the  colony  was 
34,000  tons  per  annum;  but  in  the  three 
years  succeeding,  including  the  last  year, 
the  annual  production,  instead  of  34,000, 
had  risen  to  50,000  tons  on  the  average  of 
the  last  three  years;  and  the  crop  which  was 
now  being  shipped  was  confidently  antici- 
pated to  be  no  less  than  60,000  tons,  being 
nn  increase  of  nearly  double  the  quantity 
produced  in  the  three  years  prior  to  the 
time  they  received  that  evidence.  They 
persevered  in  the  plans  they  then  contended 
for,  and  in  the  policy  of  the  Act  of  1846, 
and  instead  of  the  Island  of  Mauritius  be- 
coming a  desolate  wilderness,  it  now  pro- 
duced double  the  quantity  of  sugar  which  it 
produced  three  years  ago.  The  next  place 
to  which  they  had  turned  their  attention  was 
the  West  Indies;  and  what  was  the  ave- 
rage production  there  in  three  years  pre- 
ceding the  introduction  of  slave-grown 
sugar.    In   1844,   1845,  and  1846,  the 
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average  importation  from  the  West  Indies 
was  127,000  tons.  What  was  the  average 
in  the  last  three  years  in  these  colonies, 
which  they  were  told  could  not  suhsist  with 
a  smaller  protection  than  10«.  per  cwt.  ? 
It  had  increased  to  an  average  produc- 
tion in  the  last  three  years  of  148,000  tons 
per  annum,  and  in  the  present  year  the 
computation  was  from  135,000  to  140,000. 
[**  No,  no  !**]  He  could  only  say  that  it 
had  heen  stated  to  him  hy  the  hest  au- 
thorities in  the  city  of  London,  that  the 
lowest  computation  was  135,000,  and  the 
highest  140,000.  After  sitting  upon  that 
Committee,  and  hearing  all  the  evidence 
adduced  hefore  them  on  that  occasion,  and 
having  derived  information  from  every 
quarter  open  to  him,  he  was  not  for  one 
moment  disposed  to  question  the  distress 
and  suffering  that  existed  in  the  West  In- 
dian colonies,  and  the  other  sugar  colonies, 
in  the  year  past;  hut  it  was  one  thing  to 
admit  distress,  and  another  to  say  that  dis- 
tress was  to  be  cured  by  a  protective  duty. 
They  had  suffered  distress,  but  not  by  the 
withdrawal  of  protection,  but  because  they 
were  the  victims  of  a  vicious  system  that 
had  existed  in  years  gone  by,  by  which 
their  property  was  exhausted  in  some  re- 
spects and  burdened  in  others,  the  great 
weight  of  which  was  thrown  on  the  present 
race  of  proprietors.  In  Committee  of  1848 
one  of  the  most  valuable  witnesses  they  ex- 
amined was  a  Member  of  that  House — the 
hon.  Member  for  South  Cheshire.  He  had 
just  then  returned  from  a  visit  to  his  pro- 
perty in  the  West  Indies,  and  he  told  them 
that  he  had  been  informed  by  his  agent  in 
this  country  that  he  had  one  of  the  best 
managers  in  the  West  Indies;  yet,  when  he 
saw  the  condition  of  his  estate,  and  the 
way  in  which  it  was  managed,  it  was  to 
him  a  matter  of  surprise  that  he  received 
anything  from  it.  He  described  the  mode 
of  management — that  the  most  ordinary 
agricultural  implements,  if  not  unknown, 
were  unused,  and  that  the  labourers  used 
their  hands  to  convey  the  manure  from  one 
place  to  another,  instead  of  in  a  barrow  or 
on  a  fork.  The  hon.  Gentleman  took  mea- 
sures to  compel  the  use  of  proper  agricul- 
tural implements;  and  his  manager  after 
the  first  year  of  his  experiment,  forwarded 
to  him  the  annual  accounts  which  showed 
that,  instead  of  9,000Z.,  the  cost  of  man- 
agement under  the  old  system,  he  had  by 
his  improvements  saved  3,000Z.  in  one  year. 
What  were  the  general  predictions  in  that 
House  and  in  the  country  with  regard  to 
the  results  of  the  Bill  of  1846  ?   They  were 


told  over  and  over  again  in  that  House 
and  in  the  country  that  the  cry  of  cheap 
sugar  was  a  delusion — that  they  might 
have  cheap  sugar  for  a  short  time,  but  that 
they  would  throw  sugar  out  of  cultivation 
in  their  own  colonies,  and  that  they  would 
be  at  the  mercy  then  of  the  slave-growing 
colonies,  who  would  raise  the  price  as  they 
thought  proper.  How  had  this  great  and 
favourite  prediction  been  verified  ?  He  did 
not  think  that  there  had  been  any  large  in- 
crease in  the  production  of  sugar  in  the 
slave-growing  colonies  within  the  last  two 
years ;  but  a  very  great  increase  had 
taken  place  before  they  admitted  slave- 
grown  sugar  to  this  country.  The  chief 
increase  of  production  in  those  foreign  colo- 
nics took  place  from  1828  to  1840,  when 
they  had  a  practical  exclusion  of  foreign 
sugar,  as  well  the  produce  of  free  labour, 
as  of  slave-labour  sugar  from  this  country. 
He  would  take  Cuba  and  Porto  Rico. 
In  the  three  years  preceding  the  intro- 
duction of  the  Act  of  1846,  exclusive  of 
the  year  1845,  when  the  hurricane  de- 
stroyed the  crop  in  Cuba  almost  entirely, 
the  production  of  sugar  was  250,000 
tons  per  annum:  during  the  last  three 
years  the  production  in  these  two  islands 
was  300,000  tons  per  annum,  showing  an 
increase  of  50,000  tons,  being  an  increase 
of  20  per  cent.  In  Brazil  during  three 
years  preceding  the  Act  of  1 846,  the  average 
production  was  97,000  tons :  in  the  three 
years  succeeding  it,  108,000,  being  an  in- 
crease only  of  1 1  per  cent.  In  the  British 
West  Indies,  the  average  production  of  the 
three  years  preceding  that  Act  was  127,000 
tons;  and  in  the  three  years  succeeding, 
148,000.  In  Mauritius,  the  average  pro- 
duction of  the  three  years  preceding  the 
Act  was  34,000  tons:  in  the  three  years  suc- 
ceeding it,  50,000  tons.  In  the  East  Indies 
the  average  exportation  of  the  three  years 
preceding  the  Act  of  1846  was  64,000  tons: 
in  the  three  years  succeeding  the  Act,72,000 
tons.  In  the  whole  of  the  British  possessions 
the  average  production  in  the  three  years 
preceding  that  Act  was  225,000  :  in  the 
three  years  succeeding,  265,000.  So  the 
increase  in  Cuba  and  Porto  Rico  was  20 
per  cent,  in  Brazil  11  per  cent,  and  in 
the  British  possessions  20  per  cent.  There- 
fore, he  maintained  that  the  increase  of 
production  had  taken  place  as  rapidly  in 
their  own  possessions  as  in  the  slave- 
growing  countries.  He  thought  it  was 
capable  of  proof,  that  had  the  sugar  duties 
been  left  as  they  were  in  1844,  when 
the  right  hon.   Baronet  th^  M.«m\^^\  ^^\ 
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Tamworth  first  began  to  modify  them — 
had  they  been  left  with  the  exclusire 
supply  of  this  market  on  the  terms  on 
which  they  then  enjoyed  it — ^he  believed  the 
condition  of  the  West  Indies  at  the  present 
moment  would  be  infinitely  worse  than  it 
is  now.  What  was  the  consumption  of  su- 
gar in  this  country  under  the  old  law,  which 
gave  our  colonies  a  strict  monopoly?  In  1810 
the  consumption  of  sugar  was  nearly  as  high 
as  in  1 840.  He  admitted  that  in  1 8 1 0  some 
small  quantity  of  sugar  was  used  in  brew- 
eries and  distilleries.  In  1810  consump- 
tion was  196.000  tons;  in  1817, 184,000;  in 
1840,179.000.  In  1844  it  was  206,000  tons, 
but  iu  1842  it  was  only  193,000.  There- 
fore, if  they  looked  at  the  figures  from 
1830  to  1844,  they  had  almost  an  entire 
equality  in  the  quantity  of  sugar  consumed. 
In  1845  the  first  effective  alteration  in  the 
sugar  duties  was  made.  In  1846  the  law 
was  changed,  as  hon.  Members  were  aware; 
and  for  tho  first  time  the  production  of 
foreign  slave-cultivating  countries  was  ad- 
mitted; and  what  was  the  history  of  the  sugar 
trade  during  the  last  five  years  ?  Though 
they  had  a  fixed  quantity  for  almost  fifteen 
years  preceding  1845,  yot  from  1845  it 
had  risen  steadily,  but  rapidly,  to  no  less 
than  300.000  tons  a  year.  Whereas  the 
consumption  had  been  almost  stationary  for 
fifteen  years  preceding  1845:  in  the  next 
five  years,  under  the  policy  commenced  by 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for 
Tamworth,  and  followed  up  by  the  noble 
Lord  at  tho  head  of  tho  Government, 
the  consumption  had  increased  by  no  less 
than  50  per  cent.  Then  he  had  another 
reason  for  believing  that  the  introduction  of 
slave-grown  sugar  into  this  country  had  not 
been  of  any  material  consequence,  so  as  to 
encourage  production  in  the  slave-growing 
countries,  for  he  found  in  the  three  years 
preceding  the  introduction  of  slave-grown 
sugar  into  this  country,  the  average  price 
of  Havana  sugar  was  23^.  Id.  per  cwt., 
and  in  the  succeeding  three  years  it  was 
228.  4id. ;  so  that  there  was  no  pretence 
for  saying  that  slave-growing  countries  had 
been  stimulated  in  their  production  by  a 
rise  of  price  consequent  upon  their  admis- 
sion to  this  country,  and  it  was  a  rise  of 
price  only  which  could  lead  to  an  extended 
cultivation.  He  had  alluded  to  the  very  re- 
markable increase  that  had  taken  place  in 
the  consumption  of  sugar  since  the  Act  of 
1846;  but  they  mi^jht  be  told  bv  hon.  Gen- 
tlomen  opposite  that  they  should  not  boast 
of  it,  when  it  was  the  result  of  the  intro- 
duction of  sugar  produced  by  slaves  through- 


out the  world.  So  far  from  iia  hemg  Inie 
that  the  slave-growing  countries  had  an  ad- 
vantage in  competing,  during  those  thne 
years,  over  the  British  colooies,  it  was,  oa 
the  contrary,  true  that  during  those  three 
years  the  consumption  of  the  produce  of  frM 
labour  in  the  British  dominions  had  re- 
cently considerably  increased;  while  tht 
consumption  of  slave-grown  produce  had 
in  the  same  time  materially  diminished. 
In  1847  the  consumption  was  289,000  torn 
in  the  year,  of  which  227,000  was  free- 
labour  sugar,  and  62,000  tons  slare-grovn 
sugar ;  and  there  had  been  an  increase 
from  227,000  tons  of  free-labour  sugar  to 
243,000  tons;  and  a  decrease  from  61,000 
tons  of  slave-grown  sugar  to  39,000  tone. 
The  consumption  of  l.ast  year  was  310,000 
tons,  253,000  tons  being  free-labour  sugar 
— a  large  increase.  And  what  was  the 
case  this  year?  They  had  an  account  made 
up  for  ten  months;  and  if  the  next  two 
months  bore  the  same  proportion,  the  con- 
sumption would  bo  318,000  tons,  282,000 
tons  of  which  would  be  sugar  the  produce  of 
British  possessions;  while  36,000  tons  only 
would  be  sugar  the  produce  of  slave-labour 
countries.  During  the  four  years  in  which 
they  had  subjected  their  own  planters 
to  the  competition  of  slave-labour  sugar, 
the  consumption  of  their  own  sugar  had 
increased  from  227,000  to  282,0UO  tons, 
while  the  consumption  of  the  slave-labour 
sugar  had  diminished  from  61,000  to 
36,000  tons.  Sugar  was  not  the  only  thing 
in  which  their  colonics  had  an  interest.  The 
increase  would,  perhaps,  bo  found  greater 
in  other  productions.  They  should  take 
into  account  molasses,  and  taking  Slbs. 
of  molasses  as  representing  lib.  of  sugar, 
they  would  find  the  increase  of  consump- 
tion in  this  country  had  been  no  less  than 
from  207,000  tons  in  1844,  to  317,000 
during  the  last  year,  1849.  He  did  not  stop 
there.  The  rum  produced  in  their  colonies 
in  the  average  of  the  three  years  preceding 
1846,  amounted  to  3,095,000  gallons  annu- 
ally, and  in  the  three  years  since  1846  it 
had  increased  to  an  average  production  of 
5,080,000  gallons.  So  the  average  increase 
of  rum  was  no  less  than  2,000,000  of  gallons 
during  that  period.  He  would  call  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House  to  a  very  remarkable  re- 
turn which  was  laid  upon  the  table,  upon 
the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Dart- 
mouth, in  which  they  would  find  the  produc- 
tion of  sugar  in  all  the  colonies  since  1833 
up  to  the  present  time.  It  would  be  found, 
on  taking  the  whole  of  the  British  posses- 
sions, that  in  the  last  three  years  of  sla- 
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▼erj  the  entire  production  was  227,000 
tons.  During  the  whole  of  the  period  be- 
tween the  cessation  of  slavery  and  the  in- 
troduction of  the  free- trade  measure  in 
1844,  the  prodaction  was  204,000  tons ; 
but  during  the  succeeding  years — dorin? 
the  three  years  preceding  the  Act  of  184o 
—the  production  was  254,000,  and  in  the 
following  three  years — that  is,  the  three 
years  succeeding  the  Act  of  1846,  and 
ending  with  1849,  268,000  tons.  There 
had  been  great  changes  in  the  production  of 
sugar  during  the  last  three  years  all  over 
the  world,  which  placed  the  question  on  a 
different  footing  from  that  which  it  occu- 
pied before.  There  had  been  a  great  in- 
crease in  the  production  of  sugar,  and  the  en- 
tire quantity  produced  in  the  world  was  now 
estimated  at  no  .less  than  1,227,000  tons. 
Of  that  quantity,  the  English  sugar  pro- 
duced by  free  labour  amounted  to  280,000; 
the  French  to  60,000  ;  the  Swedish  to 
12,000  ;  the  Manilla,  Siam,  and  China, 
to  225,000  ;  America,  the  maple  sugar 
of,  to  70,000  ;  besides  the  produce  of 
beet-root,  amounting  altogether  to  697,000; 
while  the  produce  of  slave-labour  sugar 
in  the  Spanish  colonies,  Brazil,  and  Louis- 
iana, amounted  to  530,000  tons.  They 
had  also,  by  their  legislation,  placed  the 
question  in  a  different  position.  They  had 
very  properly  allowed  the  introduction  of 
refined  sugar  from  their  colonies  and  other 
countries.  The  people  of  Holland  demanded 
the  introduction  of  their  refined  sugar  under 
treaty  as  a  manufactured  article,  irrespec- 
tive of  its  place  of  growth;  the  United 
States  of  America  were  in  the  same  posi- 
tion; and  they  were  therefore  compelled  to 
admit  the  introduction  of  refined  sugar  from 
Holland  and  the  United  States;  and  how 
were  they  to  distinguish  whether  that 
refined  sugar  was  the  produce  of  Java 
or  Cuba— of  slave  labour  or  of  free  labour? 
Then  they  had  repealed  the  navigation 
laws,  which  increased  the  difficulty  of  dis- 
tinguishing between  slave  and  free-labour 
sugar.  If  there  was  a  cargo  imported 
from  Amsterdam  or  Rotterdam,  how  were 
they  to  distinguish  between  Muscovado 
sugar  of  Porto  Rico  or  from  Trinidad? 
And  as  to  a  certificate  of  origin,  how 
could  they  rely  on  such  a  certificate,  when 
the  sugar  had  been  landed  at  other  ports 
and  reshipped  to  this  country  ?  They  could 
not  agree  to  the  Motion  unless  they  were 
prepared  to  undo  all  they  had  done.  It  was 
unnecessary  for  him  to  refer  to  the  incon- 
sistency they  would  commit  by  agreeing  to 
this  Motion,  whiU  they  supplied  Brasil 


and  Cuba  with  goods  and  shipping  for  the 
conveyance  of  their  produce;  and  he  would 
also  remind  them  that  the  chief  number  of 
slaves'occnpied  in  Brazil  was  in  the  coffee 
plantations.  He  need  not  refer  to  the  in- 
congruity they  would  commit  by  attempt- 
ing to  carry  out  the  proposition  of  the  hon. 
Baronet;  but  he  denied  the  possibility  of 
their  extending  protection  for  any  length- 
ened time  to  our  own  colonies.  What 
would  their  condition  be  now  if  they 
had  kept  up  the  monopoly,  and  by 
so  doing  had  kept  down  the  consump- 
tion ?  They  would  have  had  a  surplus  of 
British-grown  sugar,  which  must  have 
found  a  market  on  the  continent  of  Europe. 
They  would  have  been  thrown  at  once  into 
open  competition  with  the  sugar  of  the  whole 
world,  and  the  consumption  would  not  there- 
fore have  gradually  risen  as  it  had  done. 
They  were  told  that  Trinidad,  British  Gui- 
ana, and  Mauritius  were  capable  of  growing 
sugar  for  the  entire  consumption  of  this 
country.  In  the  East  Indies  the  quantity 
of  palm  trees,  which  were  cultivated  for  the 
manufacture  of  sugar,  was  rapidly  increas- 
ing, although  the  actual  quantity  yet  ex- 
ported from  those  countries  was  not  very 
large  in  proportion  to  their  entire  produc- 
tion. Such  was  their  power  of  production 
in  their  colonial  empire,  that  he  was  quite 
sure  that  long  before  the  period  when  the 
duties  would  be  equalised,  according  to 
the  Act  of  1846— -that  is,  before  1854 
— ^they  would  find  themselves  in  the  same 
position  with  regard  to  sugar  as  they 
now  were  in  with  regard  to  coffee — ^the 
protection  would  have  worn  itself  out. 
Protection  now  would  give  an  injurious 
impulse  to  the  production  of  sugar,  and 
thereby  such  a  supply  would  be  raised  as 
would  suddenly  throw  them  down  to  the 
level  of  the  markets  of  Europe,  and  they 
would  thus  suddenly  come  into  competition 
with  the  slave-grown  produce  of  the  worid. 
They  only  now  wanted  10  per  cent  more 
production  in  our  own  possessions  to  raise 
their  quantity  so  as  to  be  equal  to  our  entire 
consumption;  and  from  the  increase  in  Mau- 
ritius and  the  East  Indies,  in  Singapore  and 
Manilla,  in  a  few  years  production  would 
be  encouraged  to  such  an  extent  that  they 
must  very  soon  have  a  surplus.  He  beg- 
ged to  call  the  attention  of  his  hon.  Friend, 
and  those  who  acted  with  him,  to  the 
effect  of  this  resolution,  if  adopted,  on  the 
slave  -  growing  countries  in  the  worid. 
Would  it  not  be  a  proclamation  to  the 
worid  of  the  fiailure  of  their  own  experi- 
neat  f     Wottld  it  be  holdui^  ^>x\»  V^  >2^<«sv 
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the  slightest  inducement  to  aholish  slavery  ? 
Would  they  not  be  telling  them  that,  with 
the  largest  market  in  the  world,  and 
though  they  were  the  greatest  commercial 
country,  they  were  unable  to  make  free 
labour  successful  for  their  objects,  and  were 
obliged  at  this  late  period  in  the  day  to 
retrace  their  steps,  and  go  back  to  protec- 
tion to  secure  the  interests  of  their  own 
colonies  ?  But  let  it  be  remembered  that 
under  no  possible  circumstances  can  Cuba 
and  Brazil  obtain  any  such  protection  ; 
and  we  should  therefore  practically  be 
telling  those  countries  that  the  only  condi- 
tion on  which  they  could  safely  abolish  sla- 
very is  one  of  which  they  cannot  avail 
themselves.  He  thought,  therefore,  on 
every  account,  they  were  justified  in  oppos- 
ing the  Motion,  and  he  trusted  the  House 
would  support  the  Government  in  refusing  it. 
Mr.  STANLEY:  Sir.  I  have  more 
than  one  reason  for  soliciting  the  indul- 
gence of  the  House.  I  have  never  ad- 
dressed you  before.  I  shall  not  now  ad- 
dress you  long.  I  have  been  personally 
alluded  to  in  the  course  of  this  debate ;  I 
have,  also,  some  personal  acquaintance 
with  the  countries  whose  condition  we  are 
discussing;  and,  further,  I  may  say,  that 
I  have  not  in  my  hands  one  single  statis- 
tical table;  that  I  shall  quote  no  figures, 
detain  you  with  no  calculations ;  that  I 
shall  content  myself  with  a  reply  to  the 
speeches  of  hon.  Gentlemen  who  have  pre- 
ceded me  in  debate,  and  that  to  them  I 
shall  reply  as  briefly  as  I  can.  Sir,  before 
I  enter  upon  the  details  of  this  question,  I 
must  be  permitted  to  express  the  astonish- 
ment which  I  felt — I  believe,  in  common 
with  many  Members  of  this  House — when 
the  hon.  Gentleman  who  immediately  pre- 
ceded me  told  us  that  it  was  something 
strange,  that  considering  that  this  subject 
had  been  fully  discussed  within  these  walls 
only  two  years  ago,  and  that  the  opinion  of 
the  House  had  on  that  occasion  been  de- 
cidedly expressed,  we  should  now  think  of 
bringing  forward  again  a  Motion  similar  to 
that  which  was  then  rejected,  and  of  ask- 
ing this  House  to  reverse  its  former  deci- 
sion. I  listened  to  that  opinion,  not  ex- 
actly with  conviction,  but  stiU  with  pro- 
found respect.  It  did,  indeed,  cross  my 
mind,  that  at  a  period  certainly  not  within 
my  Parliamentary  experience,  but  still  at 
a  period  not  very  remote,  it  was  the  habi- 
tual practice  of  that  party  of  whose  finan- 
cial policy  the  hon.  Gentleman  has  shown 
himself  so  warm  a  supporter,  year  after 
year,  and  Session  after  SessioDi  to  ask  the 


House  to  reverse  its  decisioos;  to  bring 
forward  Motions  which  were  not  carried — 
I  believe  I  may  say  which  were  not  brought 
forward  with  any  intention  of  being  carried 
— which  were  not  brought  forward  with 
any  view  to  the  effect  which  thej  might 
produce  in  the  House,  but  which  were  in- 
tended to  produce,  as  they  actuallj  did 
produce,  their  effect  elsewhere.  I  admit. 
Sir,  that  this  makes  no  difference  as  far  as 
we  are  concerned,  although  it  does  make  a 
difference  in  the  right  of  the  hon.  Member  to 
become  our  assailant:  but  I  was  somewhat 
surprised  to  hear  the  hon.  Gentleman,  not 
ten  minutes  after  that  expression  of  opin- 
ion to  which  I  have  referred,  assert,  that 
in  consequence  of  certain  facts  which  he 
stated,  of  certain  changes  which  had  taken 
place  in  the  financial  policy  of  the  country, 
the  whole  features  of  the  case  were  altered. 
If  so,  are  we  not,  by  the  hon.  Gentleman's 
own  admission,  justified  in  opening  the 
question  afresh  ?  And,  further,  although 
I  was  not  a  Member  of  the  House  when 
the  subject  was  discussed  in  1848,  still  I 
have  some  recollection  of  the  debate  which 
took  place  on  that  occasion;  and  unless  mj 
memory  very  greatly  deceives  me,  the 
overwhelming  majority  against  which  we 
are  now  told  that  it  is  hopeless  to  struggle, 
was,  in  a  House  then  numbering  between 
400  and  500  Members  present,  a  majority 
of  just  fifteen.  Sir,  I  may  also  be  allowed 
to  offer  one  remark  upon  the  reply  which 
the  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  has  made  to 
the  arguments  of  the  hon.  Baronet  who 
brought  forward  the  Motion.  As  I  under- 
stand it,  the  Motion  is  founded  mainly — I 
do  not  say  exclusively — upon  the  admitted 
existence  of  distress  in  the  West  Indian 
colonies;  and  the  hon.  Gentleman  replies 
by  a  careful  and  elaborate  calculation, 
showing  that  the  imports  of  sugar  have 
increased,  not  from  the  West  Indian  colo- 
nics, but  from  the  East  Indies  and  the 
Mauritius.  Sir,  although  this  debate  has 
now  lasted  for  some  time,  I  find  myself  the 
first  Member  who  has  risen  from  this  side 
of  the  House;  and,  speaking  in  reference  to 
an  observation  which  fell  from  the  hon. 
Baronet,  and  which  was  repeated  by  the 
hon.  Member  who  immediately  followed 
him,  I  wish  distinctly  and  emphatically 
to  corroborate  the  statement  made  by 
them,  and  to  say  that  this  is  not  a  protec- 
tion question,  nor  do  we  desire  to  deal  with 
it  as  such.  In  taking  this  view  of  the 
case,  I  find  that  I  am  supported  by  many 
high  authorities — by  the  authority  of  Mr. 
Deacon  Hume,  whom  hon.  Gentlemen  op- 
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posite  term  the  father  of  free  trade ;  bj 
the  authority  of  the  Bishop  of  Oxford  — 
by  the  authority  of  Lord  Brougham,  both 
of  whom  were  at  the  same  time  active  in 
opposition  to  the  Bill  for  the  repeal  of  the 
sugar  duties,  and  in  support  of  that  which 
took  away  agricultural  protection  ;  and  in 
this  House  I  am  supported  by  the  au- 
thority of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Mem- 
ber for  Tamworthy  who,  although  his  vote 
was  given  in  favour  of  the  Act  of  1846, 
did  yet,  unless  1  am  greatly  mistaken,  ex- 
press an  opinion  that  the  case  of  sugar 
was  an  exceptional  one,  and  ought  not  to 
be  placed  in  the  general  category  of  free 
trade.  Sir,  as  regards  the  West  India 
colonies,  the  case  appears  simple.  One  of 
two  alternatives  the  House  must  adopt — 
one  of  two  propositions  the  House  must 
affirm — either  it  must  be  said  that  free 
labour  can  compete  with  slave  labour  in  an 
open  market,  or  else  it  must  be  acknow- 
ledged that  emancipation  has  failed  ;  that 
the  abolition  of  slavery  was  useless;  that 
the  20,000,000^.  given  directly  to  further 
that  object,  and  the  80,000,0002.  more 
which  for  the  same  purpose  were  indirectly 
sacrificed,  have  been  as  utterly  wasted  as 
if  they  had  been  thrown  into  the  sea.  I 
know  that  it  has  been  confidently  asserted 
by  some  hon.  Gentlemen,  that  free  labour 
can  compete  with  slave  labour.  The  ques- 
tion is  a  difficult  one  to  argue  on  general 
grounds;  but  I  may  refer  to  a  very  con- 
siderable authority  on  this  subject — to  the 
authority  of  Colonel  Reid,  the  Lieutenant- 
Governor  of  Barbadoes.  In  a  despatch, 
bearing  date  May,  1848,  Colonel  Reid 
writes  as  follows  : — 

**  On  the  future  prospects  of  the  planter  I  shall 
say  but  little,  since  this  subject  has  been  publicly 
inquired  into  in  England.  I  shall  confine  myself 
to  recording  the  opinion  I  already  gave  in  general 
terms  on  the  26th  February,  1848,  supported  by 
the  information  which  I  have  collected  and  trans- 
mitted, that  the  cost  of  making  sugar  from  free 
labour  is  greatly  beyond  the  cost  of  making  it  by 
slave  labour  —  that  sugar  cultivation  cannot  yet 
withstand  competition  on  equal  terms  with  slave- 
labour,  and  that  fi'eedom  requires  to  be  nursed 
with  protection." 

Hon.  Gentlemen  will  recollect  from  what 
part  of  the  world  this  despatch  was  sent. 
It  was  written  from  Barbadoes  :  from  the 
one  island  in  all  the  British  colonies  where 
the  experiments  of  free  labour  can  be  most 
fairly  tried,  and  with  the  best  prospect  of  a 
favourable  result.  The  soil  of  Barbadoes 
is  fertile,  the  climate  good,  agricultural 
wages  range  from  6d.  to  8d,  per  day, 
there  is  no  waste  land,  the  whole  area  of 


the  island  is  cultivated,  **  squatting"  is 
therefore  impossible,  and  the  negro  has  no 
alternative  but  to  work  as  a  labourer  on 
the  estates,  if  he  wishes  to  earn  a  subsist- 
ence. Add  to  this  that  the  native,  from 
local  attachment,  is  very  unwilling  to  emi- 
grate; and  this,  although  the  population  is 
far  denser  than  that  of  Ireland,  and  has  been 
considered  as  dense  as  that  of  China.  Is  it 
possible  that  free  labour  should  have  a 
fairer  trial  ?  Yet  tried  it  has  been,  and  the 
result  is  attested  by  the  despatch  which  I 
have  read.  And  if  such  be  the  case  in 
Barbadoes,  what  will  it  be  in  Jamaica,  in 
Trinidad,  in  British  Guiana?  Take  the 
case  of  the  last  named  colony.  Guiana, 
according  to  Sir  Robert  Schomburch,  can 
support  a  population  of  50,000,000  inha- 
bitants. The  area  of  cultivable  land  falls 
little  short  of  100,000  square  miles.  There 
is  no  more  fertile  soil  in  the  world :  com- 
munication is  supplied  to  every  part  of  the 
colony  by  means  of  navigable  rivers;  and, 
nevertheless,  the  actual  population  of 
Guiana  does  not  exceed  70,000,  or  rather 
more  than  half  that  of  Barbadoes.  It  is 
evident  then  that  the  number  of  the  labour- 
ing class  in  Guiana  is  disproportionately 
small :  and  of  those  labourers  there  are 
not  many  from  whom  the  proprietors  can 
obtain  any  work;  for  not  to  speak  of  the 
facility  with  which  subsistence  can  be  pro- 
cured without  labour  of -any  kind,  and  the 
known  unwillingness  of  the  negro  to  work 
in  a  tropical  climate,  even  in  the  case  of 
those  who  are  industriously  inclined,  it  is 
a  hundred  chances  to  one  that  they  do  not 
look  for  employment  on  the  sugar  estates. 
Land  is  cheap,  they  can  buy  on  easy  terms; 
still  more  easily  they  can  obtain  a  farm  on 
lease,  and  if  disinclined  to  incur  even  this 
expenditure,  they  have  only  to  ascend  any 
one  of  the  rivers,  to  a  distance  of  100  or 
200  miles,  and  to  settle  in  the  backwoods 
wherever  they  please.  Hon.  Gentlemen 
have  said  that  immigration  will  remedy 
these  evils  ;  and  doubtless,  by  that  means, 
a  supply  of  labour  may  be  obtained  un- 
limited in  point  of  amount :  but  how  can  it 
compete  in  cheapness  with  that  of  the 
slave  ?  To  affirm  this,  is  to  affirm  that  the 
condition  of  the  emigrant  is  not  better 
than  that  of  the  slave;  a  state  of  things 
which,  I  cannot  imagine  that  the  Govern- 
ment of  this  country  should  consider  de- 
sirable, and  which,  whether  they  do  so 
consider  it  or  not,  is  very  far  from  being 
actually  the  case.  Where  is  the  immigra- 
tion to  come  from  ?  The  supply  of  African 
labourers  is  very  small,  CQnsifttvii^Q.^^1 
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liberated  Africans;  and  small  as  it  is,  it  is 
far  too  uncertain  to  be  relied  upon.  Yon 
are,  therefore,  driven  to  have  recourse  to 
Coolie  labour:  these  Coolies  are  to  be 
brought  from  the  East  Indies,  a  distance 
of  15,000  miles — they  are  to  be  brought 
half  across  the  globe — and  by  the  existing 
law,  one  which  I  do  not  complain  of,  the 
planter  introducing  these  labourers  is  bound 
at  the  expiration  of  their  term  to  give  them 
a  free  passage  back  again — I  need  hardly 
say,  at  a  very  considerable  expense;  nor  is 
this  all.  In  the  interval,  the  planter  pro- 
vides thetn  with  food  and  lodging — all  that 
18  received  by  a  slave — and  into  the  bar- 
gain ho  has  to  pay  them  their  wages  in 
money:  while,  receiving  the  advantages  of 
a  merely  temporary  contract,  he  is  bound 
to  make  the  same  provision  for  their  main- 
tenance and  support  which  the  labour  pro- 
prietor makes  for  the  slave,  who  is  his  per- 
manent property.  How,  then,  can  any  com- 
petition exist  between  the  two?  Is  the 
African  squadron,  by  checking  the  slave 
trade,  and  thus  diminishing  the  supply 
while  it  increases  the  price  of  Cuban  la- 
bour, to  establish  an  equality  ?  Surely  it  is 
not  difficult  to  prove — we  have  had  proof, 
indeed,  in  the  course  of  this  very  Session — 
that  the  African  squadron  has  not  answered 
its  purpose.  I  cannot  believe  that  any 
armed  force  in  the  power  of  any  Govern- 
ment to  employ,  will  succeed  in  putting 
down  the  traffic,  when  one  successful  trip  is 
sufficient  to  cover  the  losses  incurred  by 
five  failures.  We  have  had  in  our  own  times 
one  signal  and  memorable  proof  of  the  in- 
efficacy  of  any  such  attempt.  For  years 
Napoleon  Buonaparte  endeavoured  to  block- 
ade the  continent  of  Europe;  and  on  all 
hands  it  has  been  admitted — history  proves 
it;  it  was  acknowledged  oven  by  the  au- 
thor of  that  system  himself,  that  the  con- 
tinental blockade  had  failed.  Sir,  I  can- 
not believe  either  that  the  African  slave 
trade  is  less  remunerative  than  the  com- 
merce then  carried  on  with  the  Continent, 
or  that  the  African  squadron  is  a  more 
efficient  force  than  were  all  the  armies  of 
imperial  France.  A  few  words  more,  and 
I  shall  sit  down.  It  is  not  as  a  set  form 
of  speech — it  is  in  no  rhetorical  phrase — 
it  is  in  simple  and  sober  earnest  that  I 
^ould  ask  of  this  House,  clearly  to  set  be- 
fore their  eyes  and  well  to  consider  what 
it  is  that  they  are  doing  to-night.  I  know 
Bomething  of  the  opinions  of  the  transat- 
lantic colonists;  and  I  tell  you  now,  that 
throughout  the  wide  range  of  that  colonial 
empire,  with  all  its  diversity  of  climates, 


countries,  races — from  Canada  to 
from  the  St.  Laurence  to  the  Eaaeqaito, 
there  exists  in  the  minds  of  thinking  men 
but  one  all-pervading  and  predominant 
feeling :  a  feeling— cfldl  it  unreasonable  if 
you  will,  but  in  a  high-spirited,  a  depend- 
ent, and  on  both  accounts  a  sensitive 
people,  you  cannot  call  it  unnatural — of 
distrust  in  the  policy  and  disbelief  in  the 
attachment  of  the  mother  country :  and 
with  that  feeling  a  growing  conviction — 
whether  just  or  unjust,  well  or  ill  found- 
ed, I  will  not  say,  that  their  claims  will 
always  be  neglected,  and  their  interests 
sacrificed,  for  any  real  or  imaginary  neces- 
sity of  party  policy  at  home.  And  hare 
not  the  West  Indians  good  cause  for  sneh 
belief?  Look  back  to  their  early  history 
— it  was  England  that  made  Jamaica  a 
penal  colony ;  England,  which  againat 
their  will  forced  slavery  upon  them,  and 
in  opposition  to  their  repeated  petitions, 
compelled  them  to  carry  on  the  slave  trade; 
against  their  will  England  abolished  that 
traffic.  [Ories  of  *•  Oh  !'*]  I  am  not  say- 
ing that  she  was  not  justified  in  so  doing  ; 
I  do  not  mean  to  complain  of  her  policy  in 
that  particular  instance ;  I  am  merelj 
pointing  out  its  general  inconsistency,  and 
the  injustice  of  visiting  upon  the  colonists 
the  faults  of  the  mother  country  ;  and, 
lastly,  in  that  crowning  stroke  of  all,  in  the 
Emancipation  Act  of  1833,  when  slavery 
was  put  down  altogether,  she  granted,  as 
compensation,  a  sum  which,  thoueh  high 
for  her  to  give,  was  yet  nothing  ror  them 
to  receive.  Let  the  House  consider  for  a 
moment  how  the  case  stands.  It  was  dis- 
tinctly stated  by  the  Government  which 
passed  the  Emancipation  Act,  that  the 
planter  should  be  compensated  in  full.  I 
say  *'  compensated  in  full,"  because  it  is 
impossible  to  suppose  that  the  principle  of 
compensation  once  granted,  it  should  be 
merely  compensation  by  halves.  There 
were  many  persons  at  that  time  in  the 
country,  ana  some  in  the  House,  who 
thought  that  the  colonists,  having  at  no 
time  been  justified,  even  under  the  sanc- 
tion of  the  law,  in  holding  slaves,  ought  to 
be  deprived  of  them  without  any  compen- 
sation whatever.  That  view  of  the  case 
was  distinctly  put  forward,  and  as  dis- 
tinctly rejected ;  it  was  decided  that  the 
planters  were  to  be  compensated,  and,  as 
a  matter  of  course,  it  followed  that  they 
were  to  be  compensated  in  full.  Now, 
what  was  actually  done  ?  Commissioners 
were  sent  out  to  value  the  slave  property 
of  the  West  Indies,     They  returned  its 
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▼alne  at  43,000,0002.  Of  this  sum, 
17,000,0002.  alone  were  paid  down  ;  and 
for  all  that  enormous  amount  of  fixed  pro- 
perty— buildings,  improvements  of  estates, 
machinerj,  and  other  articles  in  their  very 
nature  irremoreable,  the  aggregate  value 
of  which  was  reckoned  at  §0,000,0002., 
and  which  fell  to  little  more  than  half  that 
value  immediately  after  the  passing  of  the 
Act — ^for  the  loss  on  these  investments  no 
compensation  whatever  was  given.  Does 
it  not  follow  that  some  further  compensa- 
tion was  owing,  and  that  such  compensa- 
tion coald  only  be  given  in  the  shape  of  a 
protective  duty  ?  Sir,  I  have  no  wish  to 
argue  this  as  a  colonial  question.  I  do 
not  dispute  the  power,  I  do  not  deny  the 
right,  of  Parliament  to  ruin  our  colonies 
by  the  course  of  commercial  policy  which 
they  are  pursuing  ;  but  one  thing  we  have 
a  right  to  expect,  that  for  the  sake  of  this 
House — for  the  sake  of  the  country — ^for 
the  sake  of  the  honour  and  consistency  of 
the  Legislature — there  be  no  half  mea- 
sures taken  —  no  indirect  or  underhand 
mode  adopted  to  accomplish  the  object 
which  you  have  in  view.  Do  at  once-— do 
openly — do  avowedly — do  in  the  face  of 
the  world,  what  you  are  not  ashamed  to 
do  at  all.  Call  the  slave  trade,  as  it  was 
once  called  in  this  House,  a  humane  and 
profitable  traffic.  Designate  slavery,  as 
some  politicians  in  the  Southern  States  of 
the  American  Union  designate  it  now,  as 
a  "  glorious  institution  handed  down  from 
our  fathers."  Apologise  to  Cuba — apolo- 
gise to  Brazil — for  the  wanton  and  un- 
meaning injuries  which  your  squadron  has 
inflicted  upon  their  commerce.  Assure 
them  that,  with  their  harmless  and  laud- 
able pursuits,  with  that  enterprising  traffic 
which  they  carry  on  with  the  African 
coast,  you  never  will  attempt  to  interfere 
again.  Do  all  this;  but  do  not  mock,  with 
any  professions  of  sympathy,  those  whom 
your  policy  tends  to  ruin  ;  do  not  affect  a 
philanthropy  which  every  act  of  yours  goes 
to  disprove ;  do  not  stand  forward  at  one 
and  the  same  time  as  the  supporters  of 
liberal  institutions  at  home,  and  abroad 
OS  the  enemies  of  negro  freedom. 

Mr.  HUTT  said,  that  he  had  listened 
with  great  attention  and  pleasure  to  the 
very  eloquent  speech  just  delivered  by  the 
hon.  Member,  but  so  differed  with  him  in 
the  view  which  he  took  upon  the  subject, 
that  it  was  his  intention  to  vote  against  the 
Motion  of  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member 
for  South  Essex.  The  regulation  and  set- 
tlement of  the  sugar  duties  were  forced 


upon  the  present  Qovemment  on  their  en- 
trance into  office  under  circumstances  of 
pressing  and  extraordinary  difficulty.  It 
was  impossible  to  refuse  to  apply  to  sugar 
the  commercial  policy  which  we  had  adopt- 
ed; we  were  importing  other  slave-labour 
productions,  and  it  was  thought  that  our 
engagements  with  Spain  took  it  out  of  our 
power,  after  the  Act  of  1845,  to  keep  out 
slave-grown  sugar.  The  only  question  was, 
under  what  circumstances  the  foreign 
sugar  of  all  the  world  should  be  admitted 
into  competition  with  British  plantation 
sugar.  He  always  was  of  opinion  that  no 
settlement  of  the  sugar  duties  could  be 
satisfactory  which  did  not  comprise  a  due 
consideration  of  the  unfortunate  circum- 
stances of  the  West  Indies,  and  some  ra- 
tional mode  of  dealing  with  the  suppression 
of  the  slave  trade.  We  had  philanthro- 
pists who  were  for  maintaining  a  squadron, 
which  stimulated  the  slave  trade  by  the 
spirit  of  gambling  it  induced;  who  were 
content  to  have  large  commercial  transac- 
tions with  the  southern  States  of  America, 
but  who  expressed  great  indignation  at  our 
intercourse  with  other  slaveholding  States. 
This  kind  of  geographical  humanity  was 
difficult  to  understand.  It  would  not  do 
to  draw  fine  distinctions  between  sugar  and 
tobneco  and  cotton;  we  must  not  have  two 
standards  of  right  and  wrong,  or  indulge  a 
favourite  sin.  It  was  not  proposed  that 
we  should  set  about  excluding  all  the  prtH 
ductions  of  slave  labour;  yet,  if  it  wafe 
wrong  to  deal  in  them,  the  principle  applied 
to  all — to  the  copper  of  Cuba,  the  gold  of 
Brazil,  and  to  the  rest.  But  even  slave- 
grown  sugar  was  not  proposed  to  be  ex- 
cluded entirely;  it  was  thought  there  would 
be  no  harm  in  taking  a  little  of  it  under  a 
high  duty.  It  was  said  the  sugar  trade 
stimulated  the  slave  trade;  but  so  did  the 
copper  trade;  and  did  not  the  cotton  trade 
stimulate  slavery?  Dr.  Lushington,  be- 
fore the  Committee,  said  that  the  demand 
for  sugar  was  growing  to  a  height  at  which 
no  squadron  in  the  world  could  keep  down 
the  Slave  trade.  And  Mr.  Burke,  with  his 
usual  wisdom,  foresaw  that  the  slave  trade 
could  only  be  put  down  in  the  country  that 
imported  slaves.  But  that  was  the  only 
course  we  seemed  determined  not  to  adopt; 
we  would  do  nothing  but  what  was  to  be 
done  by  violence  and  coercion.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  said,  this  was  not  a 
protection  question;  but  it  was  to  be  fear- 
ed it  was  so  regarded  by  a  very  large  num- 
ber of  those  who  would  support  the  Motion. 
No  donbt  the  treatmeii<  ^nb^sk  ^2QA  ^^rX 
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Indies  had  received  from  this  countrj  was 
such  as  they  had  just  reason  to  complain 
of;  when  one  considered  all  that  had  pass- 
ed since  1832,  one  might  think  one*s  self  to 
be  reading  of  some  of  the  worst  acts  of 
the  most  irresponsible  governments  in  the 
world.  These  colonies  had  a  right  to  every 
consideration,  if  not  to  direct  compensa- 
tion. To  one  thing,  however,  he  could  not 
agree;  he  could  not  agree  to  abandon  a 
great  national  policy,  which  he  believed  to 
be  most  beneficial  and  of  the  utmost  value 
to  every  portion  of  the  empire;  a  policy 
established  by  years  of  conflict  and  of  la- 
bour, and  by  some  of  the  most  serious 
personal  sacrifices  ever  made  by  public 
men. 

Sir  J.  PAEINGTON  said,  he  approach- 
ed  the  subject  with  undiminished  sympathy 
for  the  sufferings  inflicted  on  our  colonies, 
and  with  undiminished  indignation  at  the 
extent  of  the  discredit  which,  in  his  opin- 
ion, had  been  thrown  upon  the  national 
character  by  the  policy  which  had  been 
pursued  for  the  last  few  years  towards  the 
West  India  colonies.  He  wished  to  give 
his  most  decided  and  cordial  support  to  the 
Motion  before  the  House.  He  agreed  with 
what  had  fallen  from  the  hon.  Member  for 
Lynn,  who  had  addressed  the  House  with 
so  much  ability,  in  the  opinion  that  this 
was  not  a  party  question;  and  he  would 
say  that  if  the  Motion  were  not  carried,  it 
would  be  entirely  the  result  of  that  un- 
happy state  of  parties  in  the  House  to 
which  their  legislation  had  for  so  long  a 
period  been  sacrificed.  If  the  Motion  of 
the  hon.  Baronet  were  carried,  he  should 
feel  it  his  duty  to  move  for  a  Committee 
of  the  whole  House  to  take  into  consid- 
eration the  Sugar  Duties  Act  of  1848. 
The  Motion,  as  it  at  present  stood,  came 
before  the  House  in  an  incomplete  shape; 
it  was  merely  an  abstract  resolution,  de- 
chiring  it  unjust  and  impolitic  to  expose 
the  sugar  of  our  own  colonies  to  unrestrict- 
ed competition  with  tho  sugar  of  slave- 
trading  countries,  and  did  not  state  in 
what  manner  that  competition  was  to  be 
prevented  from  being  carried  on.  In  the 
Amendment  which  he  had  intended  to 
bring  forward,  he  had  adverted  to  the  dis- 
tinction made  by  his  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Tamworth  between  foreign 
free-grown  and  foreign  slave-grown  sugar. 
But  Her  Majesty's  present  Government, 
when  out  of  power,  had  pledged  them- 
selves so  strongly  to  their  view  of  the 
effects  of  the  "  favoured  nation**  clause, 
/A«/  ihejr  were  obliged  to  adopt  it  when 


they  assumed  the  reins  of  office.  They 
could  not  get  rid  of  the  difficulty  which 
their  previous  course,  while  in  opposition, 
had  occasioned ;  and  another  difficulty 
was  presented  by  the  repeal  of  the  na- 
vigation laws.  Moreover,  they  had  failed 
to  enforce  the  treaties  entered  into  with 
Spain  and  Brazil  for  the  purpose  of  put- 
ting down  the  slave  trade.  Under  exist- 
ing circumstances,  therefore,  it  was  impos- 
sible to  maintain  the  distinction  between 
foreign  free-grown  and  foreign  slave-grown 
sugar;  but  he  should  propose  that  the  pro- 
tective duties  should  be  arrested  in  the 
descending  scale  for  a  certain  number  of 
years,  and  that  at  all  events  the  differen- 
tial duty  between  colonial  and  foreign  sugar 
should  not  descend  lower  than  at  present. 
He  could  not  look,  without  the  greatest 
dread,  to  the  equalisation  of  the  sugar 
duties  in  1854.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Westbury  had  asked  whether  we  would 
hold  out  to  the  world  an  example  by  alter- 
ing our  policy  ?  In  reply  he  would  ask  the 
hon.  Member  how  often  our  policy  on  the 
sugar  duties  had  been  altered  ?  He  would 
ask  the  House  to  call  to  mind  the  alteration 
which  was  made  in  1848,  in  reference  to 
the  disastrous  Act  of  1846.  The  Govern- 
ment found  it  impossible  to  adhere  to  that 
Act,  and  they  made  an  alteration,  under 
which  our  colonies  were  enjoying  3s.  6d. 
more  protection  than  they  did  under  the 
Act  of  1846,  and  by  which  the  equalisation 
of  the  duties  was  not  to  take  place  till 
1854,  instead  of  next  year,  and  at  lOs. 
instead  of  145.  He  believed  that,  before 
1854  arrived.  Her  Majesty's  Government 
would  find  the  pressure  of  distress  so 
great  in  our  colonies  that  they  must  make 
other  alterations.  He  hoped  he  should  be 
able  to  show  the  House  that  there  was  no 
foundation  for  the  flattering  picture  which 
the  hon.  Member  for  Westbury  had  drawn 
of  the  condition  of  our  colonies,  and  that 
though  the  hon.  Member  had  been  able  to 
satisfy  the  House  that  the  importation  of 
sugar  had  not  fallen  off  in  point  of  quantity, 
our  sugar-producing  colonies  were  still  in  a 
most  distressed  state.  He  should  not  per- 
mit the  hon.  Member,  by  his  references  to 
our  trade  with  the  East  Indies  and  Mauri- 
tius, and  still  less  by  his  references  to  Cey- 
lon coffee,  to  draw  him  away  from  the  real 
question  in  debate — namely,  whether  it 
was  possible  for  the  West  India  capitalist 
to  compete  with  slave  labour  in  the  produc- 
tion of  sugar.  In  the  East  Indies  a  great 
deal  of  sugar  was  grown  for  consumption 
in  that  country,  and  the  surplus  would  al- 
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ways  find  its  way  to  England;  but,  in  the 
first  place,  it  must  be  borne  in  mind  tbat 
it  bad  found  its  way  there  under  the  pro- 
tection of  the  Act  of  1848;  and,  secondly, 
that  the  importation  of  sugar  was  being 
carried  on  at  a  loss  of  several  pounds  per 
ton.     With  regard  to  Mauritius,  the  state 
of  that  country  was  peculiar.     They  all 
remembered  the  lamentable  failures  which 
took  place  in  1847,  and  the  large  capital 
which  had  been  embarked  there;  and  it  must 
be  remembered  also  that  they  had  from  the 
East  Indies  a  large  supply  of  Coolie  labour, 
and  that  production  had  been  further  sti- 
mulated by  the  Act  of  1848.     He  believed 
that  in  this  manner  the  increased  importa- 
tion might  be  easily  accounted  for.     But 
these  were  not  the  points  on  which  he 
wished  to  dwell,  which  was  the  state  of  the 
West  India  colonies.     He  admitted  that 
since  1848  a  very  considerable  fall  in  wages 
had  taken  place  there,  varying  from  30  to 
50  per  cent.     In   Trinidad  the  reduction 
was  40  per  cent,  and  in  Jamaica  30  per 
cent.     He  admitted  also  that  the  present 
Government  had  removed  some  of  tne  vex- 
atious restrictions  upon  the  importation  of 
labour;  and  he  gave  the  noble  Earl  the 
Secretary  for  the  Colonies  the  credit  of 
endeavouring  at  last  to  make  some  altera- 
tion in  the  labour  laws.     He  admitted  also 
that  importation  had  increased,  but  it  had 
been  attended  with  considerable  loss.  In  the 
last  three  months  the  foreign  sugar  entered 
for  home  consumption  was  185,000  cwts.  in- 
stead of  90,000  cwt.  for  the  corresponding 
period  of  last  year;  while  the  British  colo- 
nial sugar  entered  for  the  same  period  had 
been  only  19,800  cwts.  as  compared  with 
22,900  cwts.  in  the  corresponding  period 
of  last  year.  Whatever  satisfaction,  there- 
fore, the  hon.  Member  might  have  derived 
from  the  increased  importation  of  colonial 
sugar,  must  fail  him  entirely  at  the  present 
moment.  There  was  another  point  to  which 
the  hon.  Member  for  Westbury  did  not  ad- 
vert, but  which  lay  at  the  very  root  of  the 
question,  and  that  was  the  price  at  which 
colonial  sugar  was  sold.  In  1846  the  price 
of  Muscovado  sugar  without  the  duty  was, 
according  to  the  Gazette  average,  34«.5d. ; 
in  1847  it  sank  to28«.3<l.;  in  1848  to 
23«.  8d.;  in  1849  it  rose  to  25s.  4<2.,  and 
taking  the  average  of  the  last  eight  weeks 
it  was  245.  l^d.     The  evidence  furnished 
by  Lord  Harris's  despatches  showed  that, 
although  the  importation  of  colonial  sugar 
was  large,  neither  the  profits  nor  the  pros- 
perity of  the  colonists  increased.     Accord- 
ing to  his  statement,  though  there  had  been 


an  increase  of  the  crop  in  Trinidad,  yet, 
from  1838  to  1848,  the  loss  to  the  British 
capitalists  had  been  a  million  sterling. 
Again,  in  the  spring  of  1849,  Lord  Harris 
stated  that  the  value  of  the  exports  had 
suffered  a  very  great  reduction.  Mr. 
Barkly,  speaking  of  British  Guiana,  held 
the  same  language.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Westbury  had  adverted  to  the  com- 
parative increase  in  the  quantity  of  rum, 
but  he  had  made  no  mention  of  the  fall  in 
the  price.  In  1848  rum  was  at  from  3«.2d. 
to  35.  6d.  per  gallon,  while  now  it  was  at 
from  2s.  3a.  to  2s.  %d. — a  fall  of  very  lit- 
tle less  than  one-third  of  the  price  of  one 
of  the  most  important  items  in  a  sugar 
estate.  The  hon.  Member  for  Westbury 
had  referred  to  the  large  importations  of 
sugar  from  the  West  Indies  as  a  proof  of 
their  prosperity,  and  seemed  to  deny  that 
any  material  increase  had  taken  place  in 
the  importation  of  slave-grown  sugar. 

Mr.  J.  WILSON  had  spoken  of  the 
quantity  of  slave-grown  sugar  taken  for 
home  consumption  with  free-labour  sugar. 
He  had  never  alluded  to  the  quantity  im- 
ported, because  it  was  often  imported  for 
the  purpose  of  being  re-exported  to  the 
Continent. 

Sir  J.  PAKINGTON  felt  that  this  was 
a  point,  nevertheless,  which  required  their 
attention.  In  1831  the  West  Indian  co- 
lonies exported  205,000  tons  of  sugar; 
in  1848  the  quantity  had  diminished  to 
139,000  tons;  and  in  1849  the  produce 
was  142,000  tons.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Westbury  estimated  the  crop  for  1850  at 
135,000  tons;  but  he  (Sir  J.  Pakington) 
did  not  believe  that  it  would  exceed 
112,000  tons.  On  the  other  hand,  he 
found  that  in  Cuba  the  average  crop,  up 
to  1845,  amounted  to  84,000  tons,  while 
in  the  four  years  from  1846  to  1849,  the 
exports  had  risen  up  to  176,000  tons. 
The  exports  from  Brazil,  in  the  four  years 
from  1842  to  1845  had  been,  on  the  aver- 
age, 69,720  tons;  but  in  the  four  years 
from  1846  to  1849  the  figures  were  re- 
versed, and  the  exports  amounted  to 
96,000  tons.  He  would  now  call  the  at- 
tention of  the  House  to  the  condition  in 
which  the  West  India  colonies  now  were. 
In  an  able  pamphlet,  published  within  the 
last  few  days,  his  hon.  Friend  behind  him, 
the  Member  for  Lynn,  spoke  thus  of  Brit- 
ish Guiana  : — **  I  was  prepared  for  deso- 
lation, but  not  for  what  I  saw.  The  whole 
land  was  strewn  with  ruins  of  houses  and 
mills,  and  those  not  old,  but  new  build- 
ings."    This  was  the  accQwvt  "h^^;^  \i^ 
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Hon.  Friend  gave  of  the  state  of  things  in 
eiistence  onlj  the  other  daj  in  British 
Guiana;  and  Governor  Barkly,  writing  at 
a  date  a  little  antecedent,  said  the  same 
thing.  The  hon.  Member  for  Lynn,  in 
the  pamphlet  before  referred  to,  mentioned 
ten  estates  which  were  sold  in  British 
Guiana  at  different  periods  between  1835 
and  1844.  The  aggregate  value  was 
155,000^,  but  they  had  been  again 
brought  to  the  hammer  within  the  last 
three  years,  since  the  Sugar  Act  of  1846 
had  been  brought  into  operation,  and  the 
amount  which  they  fetched  was  17,000Z. 
His  hon.  Friend  said  also  that  in  passing 
through  the  parish  of  St.  Ann's,  in  Ja- 
maica, an  estate  of  800  acres,  free  from 
inoumbrances,  which  was  said  to  be  in  the 
market  for  60/.,  became  the  subject  of 
oonversation.  His  hon.  Friend  observed, 
that  though  he  was  prepared  to  believe 
much,  yet  this  was  beyond  his  credulity, 
and  it  was  not  till  some  weeks  afterwards, 
when  a  friend  of  his  told  him  that  he  had 
aotually  bought  the  estate  for  the  sum 
mentioned,  that  he  could  be  induced  to 
look  upon  it  as  anything  more  than  a  fic- 
tion. He  would  now  advert  to  the  dsead- 
ful  effect  produced  on  the  Creole  popular 
tbn  in  the  West  India  colonies.  If  Go- 
vernment persevered  in  their  present  policy 
every  hope  would  fail  of  improving  their 
religious  condition,  and  they  must  again 
relapse  into  a  state  of  barbarism.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite,  the  Secre- 
tary at  War,  lately  presided  at  a  meeting 
of  the  Wesleyan  Missionary  Society,  at 
which  a  report  was  read,  of  which  he  pre- 
sumed the  right  hon.  Gentleman  approved, 
as  he  would  not  allow  an  Amendment  to 
it  to  be  put.  That  report  stated  expressly, 
that  a  very  deteriorating  effect  had  been 
produced  upon  the  religious  character  of 
the  coloured  population  by  the  distress  to 
which  the  colonists  had  been  reduced;  and 
£ari  Grey  himself,  in  an  answer  to  a  de- 
spatch from  Governor  Barkly,  admitted 
that  it  was  melancholy  to  find  that  the 
negroes  bad  rather  retrograded  than  im- 
proved, and  that  they  were  as  a  body  less 
amenable  than  formerly  to  the  restraints 
of  religion  and  law,  and  were  as  much  sub- 
ject as  ever  to  the  degrading  superstitions 
which  their  fathers  had  brought  with  them 
from  Africa.  He  now  begged  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of 
the  Government  to  the  opinion  of  Dr. 
Lushington  on  the  Act  of  1846,  namely, 
that  it  must  have  the  effect  of  largely 
jstimolating  the  slave  trade,  by  increasing 


the  consumption  of  slave-grown  sugar.  He 
would  next  refer  to  the  opinion  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  Uni- 
versity of  Oxford.  In  the  debate  which 
took  place  upon  the  subject  of  withdraw- 
ing the  African  squadron,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said,  that  if  we  wished  to  main- 
tain a  character  for  sincerity  in  our  desire 
to  put  down  the  slave  trade  with  foreign 
nations,  we  should  never  have  passed  the 
Sugar  Bill  of  1846.  The  last  authority 
to  which  he  would  refer  would  be  that 
of  the  noble  Lord  himself.  He  would 
beg  to  remind  the  noble  Lord  of  the 
language  he  had  used  in  the  debate 
upon  the  keeping  up  of  the  Afriean 
squadron.  He  had  then  distinctly  ad- 
mitted, that  by  the  Sugar  Bill  of  1846 
we  had  placed  the  colonies  at  a  great  dis- 
advantage, and  by  that  Act  a  very  g^at 
blow  had  been  inflicted  upon  them.  But 
by  whom  had  the  blow  been  inflicted  ? 
Why,  by  the  Government  of  which  the 
noble  Lord  was  the  head.  He  (Sir  J. 
Pakington)  had  ne?er  given  a  vote  with 
less  hesitation  than  when  upon  that  night 
he  voted  with  the  noble  Lord.  But  at  the 
same  time  he  must  say,  that  he  had  heard 
with  sorrow  and  surprise,  the  appeal  to 
the  Almighty  which  the  noble  Lord  had 
made  upon  that  occasion,  eonsidering  that 
it  had  come  from  the  lips  of  the  Minister 
who  had  done  more  than  any  living  man 
to  stimulate  the  slave  trade.  ['*  Oh, 
oh  !'']  It  was  a  grave  charge  to  make, 
but  it  was  one  which  he  made  with  no 
feeling  of  personal  disrespect.  He  was 
sorry  to  be  obliged  to  speak  so;  but  the 
noble  Lord  being  at  the  head  of  the  Go- 
vernment which  had  passed  the  Act  of 
1846,  and  he  having  again  and  again  de- 
fended that  Act,  and  being  again  ready, 
as  they  had  every  reason  to  believe,  to  de- 
fend and  support  it  again  that  night — he 
(Sir  J.  Pakington)  said,  that  he  was  justi- 
fied in  saying  that  the  noble  Lord  had  done 
more  than  any  living  man  to  stimulate  the 
slave  trade.  If  they  sincerely  wished  to 
put  down  the  slavo  trade,  they  should 
carry  out  their  policy  with  singleness  and 
steadiness  of  purpose,  with  sincerity  and 
honesty,  or  they  could  not  expect  any 
blessing  to  attend  it.  They  could  not  ex^ 
pect  the  blessing  of  Heaven  to  attend  the 
policy  of  this  country  so  long  as  with  one 
hand  they  lavished  Uieir  money  in  keeping 
up  the  appearance  of  a  squadron  on  the 
coast  of  Africa,  whilst  with  the  other  they 
were  inviting,  and  giving  every  encourage- 
ment to  Um  practice  of  slavery.     Tbey 
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could  not  expect  any  such  bletiing  whilst 
with  one  hand  thej  drew  the  sword  to  put 
an  end  to  slavery,  and  with  the  other  did 
everything  to  encourage  it.  That  policy 
must  be  reversed,  and  he  hoped  some  day 
to  see  this  country  acting  in  a  manner 
which  should  not  involve  suspicion  of  its 
honour — in  a  manner  which  would  not  in- 
volve suspicion  of  its  sincerity — ^in  a  man- 
ner which  would  exhibit  this  nation  to  the 
world  as  one  not  guided  merely  by  motives 
of  gain,  which  would  show  to  the  world 
that  we  could  not  be  led  solely  by  pecuniary 
considerations,  but  that  we  were  deter- 
mined, at  any  cost,  to  put  an  end  to  slavery 
and  the  slave  trade. 

The  CHANCELLOE  of  thb  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  he  was  not  surprised  that 
the  hon.  Baronet  who  had  just  resumed 
his  seat,  commenced  the  observations  which 
he  addressed  to  the  House  by  avowing  that 
he  should  support  the  Motion,  though  it 
fell  far  short  of  the  principles  which  he 
laid  down;  and  though  the  views  of  his 
hon.  Friend  who  had  brought  the  Motion 
before  the  House  were  as  different  from 
the  views  of  the  hon.  Baronet  as  it  was 
possible  to  conceive.  No  man  who  knew 
his  hon.  Friend  doubted  his  assurance  that 
be  brought  forward  no  party  Motion,  and 
that  he  was  influenced  only  by  the  great 
principle  of  discouraging  in  every  possible 
way  the  slave  trade  and  slavery.  But  the 
Motion  of  his  hon.  Friend  came  far  short 
of  the  principle  which  he  had  avowed.  His 
hon.  Friend  had  now  reduced  his  Motion  to 
express  an  opinion  that  colonial  sugar 
should  not  be  exposed  to  unrestricted  com- 
petition with  that  produced  in  foreign  slave- 
trading  countries.  Where  the  principle 
was  to  be  found  that  enabled  his  hon. 
Friend  to  draw  the  distinction  between 
those  slaves  brought  across  the  Atlantic, 
and  those  brought  from  Virginia  to  Caro- 
]ina«  and  worked  ia  sugar  plantations  there, 
he  was  at  li  loss  to  know.  His  hon.  Friend 
did  not  profess  to  deal  with  sugar  pro- 
duced by  slave  labour  in  those  countries 
which  were  not  slave  trading.  His  hon. 
Friend  said,  he  who  bought  slave-grown 
sugar  waa  as  guilty  as  he  who  bought  the 
slave.  Then  was  not  he  who  bought  slave- 
growo  coffee  as  guilty  as  he  who  bought 
slave-grown  sugar?  And  where  the  boo. 
Member  for  Droitwich  drew  the  distinctioB 
between  slave-grown  sugar  and  slave- 
grown  coffee,  passed  his  (the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer's)  comprehension.  He 
was  afraid  that  his  hon.  Friend  must  fsel 
that^  upon  his  own  pruciples»  1m^  teo»  wma 


as  guilty  as  those  whom  he  so  strongly  con- 
demned. But  the  principles  on  which  the 
hon.  Member  for  Droitwich  bad  supported 
the  Motion  of  his  (the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer's)  hon.  Friend,  were  totally  at 
variance  with  those  his  hon.  Friend  him- 
self had  laid  down.  What  his  hon.  Friend 
had  laid  down  was  to  exclude  the  susrar  of 
Cuba  and  Brazil.  And  he  should  have 
been  prepared  to  argue  as  had  been  argued 
before,  and,  indeed,  had  been  alluded  to 
that  day,  that  by  the  admission  of  free- 
labour  sugar  from  the  continental  market, 
they  just  as  certainly,  though  not  as  di- 
rectly, encouraged  the  production  of  slave- 
grown  sugar,  as  if  they  admitted  it  into 
this  country  direct.  But  his  hon.  Friend 
opposite  had  saved  him  the  trouble  of 
arguing  this  question,  for  he  threw  over 
that  distinction  altogether.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Droitwich  had  a  charge  against  the 
present  Government  that  they  had  ham- 
pered themselves  by  a  declaration,  when 
in  opposition,  that  it  was  impossible  to 
maintain  the  distinction.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber also  said,  it  was  impossible  to  make  the 
distinction,  and  he  proposed,  therefore,  to 
put  all  foreign  sugar  on  the  same  footing. 
But  what  said  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  South  Essex  ?  He  said  that  the  ob- 
ject of  his  Motion  was  not  to  impose  any 
differential  duty  on  foreign  free-labour 
sugar.  And  the  An ti- Slavery  Society 
would  admit  to  the  market  of  this  country 
foreign  free-labour  sugar,  as  was  stat^ 
by  their  circular  of  that  morning.  The 
whole  ground  on  which  the  Motion  was 
brought  forward  by  the  Member  for  South 
Essex,  was  entirely  thrown  over  by  the  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  who  supported  it.  And 
on  what  groimd  did  the  hon.  Gentleman  sup- 
port it  ?  Why,  the  hon.  Member  for  Lynn, 
who  addressed  the  House  with  so  much 
ability  to-night,  said  it  was  entirely  a  ques- 
tion of  protection.  But  on  what  ground 
was  that  protection  to  be  given  to  East  In- 
dia sugar  ?  East  India  sugar  had  no  claim 
to  protection  from  the  abolition  of  slavery. 
Did  the  hon.  Gentleman  intend  to  extend 
protection  to  the  East  Indies  or  to  Mau- 
ritius ?  or  did  he  propose  to  give  it  to  the 
West  Indies  alone  ?  The  hon.  Gentleman, 
in  the  way  in  which  he  had  put  the  ques- 
tion, had  entirely  confounded  and  confused 
the  whole  argument  on  which  the  Motion 
rested;  he  threw  over  the  argument  on 
which  the  Motion  was  brought  forward  by 
his  hon.  Friend  behind  him,  and  he  left  no 
ground  to  stand  upon  except  that  of  pro- 
tection to  colonial  sugar  against  all  C<K«Mgw 
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sugar.  The  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  West  Gloucestershire  would  go  further 
than  either;  he  would  exclude  all  slave- 
grown  produce  of  whatever  kind.  The 
object,  therefore,  of  the  hon.  Gentleman 
and  of  those  who  were  about  to  vote  with 
him  was,  after  all,  protection;  to  raise  the 
price  of  colonial  sugar  to  the  consumer  in 
this  country.  That  he  was  not  prepared 
to  do  himself;  and  he  hoped  that  House 
was  not  prepared  to  do  it.  His  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Westbury  had  stated  the 
benefits  which  the  consumer  in  this  country 
had  deri?ed  from  the  increased  quantity  of 
sugar  imported  here  within  the  last  few 
years;  and  he  begged  to  repeat  part  of  the 
statement  which  his  hon.  Friend  had  made. 
The  consequence  of  the  alteration  in  the 
hkw  had  been  a  largely  increased  entry  of 
sugar  for  home  consumption  within  the  last 
two  years.  For  fifteen  years  before  the 
year  1844,  the  consumption  of  sugar  had 
been  under  an  average  of  200,000  tons  per 
annum.  In  the  year  1844,  it  was  206,000. 
In  1848  and  1849  it  had  increased  by  50 
per  cent.  It  amounted  in  each  of  those 
years  to  300,000  tons.  And  how  had  the 
benefit  of  that  consumption  been  procured 
for  the  people  ?  Why,  by  the  reduction  in 
the  price.  And  if  they  were  to  raise  the 
price,  they  would  deprive  the  consumer  of 
all  the  benefit  which  legislation  had  of  late 
years  conferred  upon  him.  But  there  was 
a  still  further  objection  to  the  plan  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite.  By  restoring 
protection  generally,  they  would  injure  the 
consumer  without  succeeding  in  discourag- 
ing the  slave  trade.  In  1840  the  price  of 
sugar  was  very  high.  It  would,  therefore, 
not  be  fair  to  take  that  year  as  the  founda- 
tion of  any  argument.  But  he  would  just 
state  that  the  consumption  of  sugar  per 
head  of  the  population  of  this  country 
amounted  in  1840  to  about  15  lbs.  The 
average  for  the  next  four  years  was  17  lbs. 
per  head  per  annum.  In  1845  it  was  201b8. 
In  1846, 21  lbs. ;  in  1847, 23  lbs.  ;  in  1848 
and  1849,  upwards  of  24  lbs.  Now,  the  in- 
creased consumption  was  surely  a  great  be- 
nefit to  the  people  of  the  country;  and  whilst 
the  checking  of  it  would  greatly  injure  the 
people,  it  would  not  do  much  to  discourage 
the  slave  trade.  He  presumed  that  no  one 
would  for  a  moment  doubt  that  this  increas- 
ed consumption  was  a  great  benefit  to 
the  people  of  this  country — that  it  was  a 
great  advantage  to  them  to  be  enabled  to 
raise  their  consumption  of  sugar  from  151b. 
to  24  lb.  But  the  question  beyond  this 
was  one  of  great  importance.     Lot  hon. 


Members  look  to  the  effect  of  this  change 
upon  the  West  Indies  themselves.  He 
agreed  with  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Westbury  in  thinking  that  a  more  un- 
fortunate measure  for  them  could  not  be 
adopted.  He  was  sorry  to  be  obliged  to 
say  that  there  was  very  considerable  dis- 
tress existing  in  those  colonies.  He  was 
sorry  that  distress  should  prevail  to  such 
an  extent  in  some  of  them.  No  one  could 
sympathise  more  than  he  did  with  them, 
and  no  one  would  be  more  anxious  than 
he  to  give  them  relief;  but  having  sub- 
mitted to  the  Act  of  1848,  and  having 
acted  upon  it  as  a  final  settlement  of  the 
question,  he  should  say  that  those  colonies 
had  exerted  themselves  to  a  degree  of 
which  many  did  not  think  them  capable. 
He  should  briefly  allude  again  to  the 
statements  made  regarding  them  by  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Westbury. 
His  hon.  Friend  had  stated  that  which  was 
a  proved  fact — that  the  produce  of  all  the 
British  colonies  in  the  East  Indies,  Mau- 
ritius,  and  the  West  Indies,  had  been  con- 
siderably increased  in  the  course  of  the  last 
two  years.  All  the  facts  were  before  the 
House  in  the  returns  which  were  on  the 
table.  The  hon.  Member  for  Dartmouth 
had  moved  for  returns,  which  were  now 
before  them,  of  the  quantities  of  sugar  im- 
ported from  the  colonies  for  a  series  of 
years:  and,  comparing  1848  with  1849» 
there  appeared  to  have  been  a  steady  and 
manifest  increase  in  the  quantity  imported 
from  Antigua,  Barbadoes,  Jamaica,  St. 
Vincent,  and  Trinidad.  Taking  the  im- 
portation from  the  whole  of  the  West  India 
islands,  it  had  increased  from  2,794,000 
cwt.  in  1848,  to  2,840,000  in  1849.  But 
hon.  Gentlemen  seemed  to  say  that  there 
would  be  a  falling-off  in  the  present  year. 
What  the  year  might  turn  out  finally,  it 
would  be  impossible  to  say;  but  he  could 
state  the  returns  from  British  Guiana  (that 
colony  which  was  said  to  be  so  utterly  ruin- 
ed) for  the  first  quarter  of  the  year  1849 
was  7,920  hogsheads;  while,  in  the  corre« 
spending  period  of  1850,  it  was  9,336 
hogsheads,  showing  an  increase  of  1,416; 
and  an  increase  not  perhaps  always  pre- 
cisely similar  in  amount,  but  pretty 
nearly  so,  might  be  found  to  have  oc- 
curred in  all  our  possessions  where  sugar 
was  produced  ;  yet  the  reverse  of  all 
this  had  been  predicted :  it  had  been 
predicted  that  Ceylon  would  be  a  desert, 
that  Mauritius  would  be  a  waste  —  and 
yet  those  prophecies,  so  confidently  made 
and  80  implicitly  relied  upon,   had  been 


677 


Sugar 


{Mat  31} 


Duties. 


578 


falsified  within  the  short  space  of  two 
years.  The  hon.  Member  for  Westbury, 
in  his  statement,  certainly  did  not  omit 
the  West  Indies,  and  in  comparing  pe- 
riods of  three  years,  gave  statements, 
the  result  of  which  showed  an  increase 
of  production  and  of  exportation  from 
127,000  tons  to  148,000  tons,  the  in- 
crease  being  in  the  three  years  subse- 
quent to  the  Act  of  1846,  as  compared 
with  the  three  years  preceding  that  mea^ 
sure.  But,  further  to  show  the  insuffi- 
cient ground  on  which  the  Motion  of  the 
hon.  Baronet  rested,  he  should  call  the 
attention  of  hon.  Members  to  the  aver- 
age importation  of  sugar  from  the  West 
Indies  during  the  five  years  ending  1844, 
and  the  ^ve  years  ending  1849.  The 
details  were  as  follows  :  —  Antigua,  ^ye 
years  ending  1844,  177,727  cwt.  ;  five 
years  ending  1849,  180,737  cwt.  ;  Bar- 
badoes,  ending  1844,  290,873  cwt.;  end- 
ing 1849,  402,987  cwt.  ;  Trinidad,  end- 
ing  1844,  282,000  cwt.  ;  ending  1849, 
385,000  cwt.  ;  St.  Kitt's,  ending  1844, 
89,000  cwt.;  ending  1849,  107,000  cwt.; 
St.  Lucia,  ending  1844,  55,000  cwt.  ; 
ending  1849,  70,000  cwt.  ;  Guiana,  end- 
ing 1844,  522,000  cwt. ;  ending  1*9, 
572,000  cwt.  ;  Jamaica,  ending  1844, 
602,000  cwt.;  ending  1849,  665,000 cwt.; 
Mauritius,  ending  1844,  591,000  cwt. ; 
ending  1849,  907,000  cwt. ;  aggregate 
of  all  colooies,  including  the  East  Indies, 
^ye  years  ending  1844,  3,925,000  cwt.; 
ending  1849,  5,072,000  cwt.  The  next 
point  to  which  he  should  solicit  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House  was  the  comparative  ope- 
ration of  slavery  and  freedom — the  produc- 
tiveness of  free  labour  as  compared  with 
slave  labour,  and  lie  should  take  the  six 
years  ending  in  1834  for  the  purpose 
of  comparing  them  with  the  six  years 
ending  in  1849,  the  quantities  being,  in 
cwts.  :— Antigna,  1^834,  175,000;  1849, 
188,000;  increase,  12,000.  Barbadoes, 
1834.  343,000;  1849,  390,000;  increase, 
47,000.  Trinidad,  1834,  310.000;  1849, 
366,000;  increase,  56,000.  The  question 
so  often  discussed  in  these  debates,  was, 
what  might  be  done  by  means  of  free  la- 
bour; and  that  question  was  one  which  he 
conceived  those  statements  fully  answered. 
It  was  scarcely  necessary  for  him  to  go  over 
the  ground  that  his  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Westbury  had  already  traversed; 
but  as  the  House  was  now  more  full  than 
when  his  hon.  Friend  addressed  them,  he 
would  say  it  had  been  clearly  shown  by  him 
that  the  consumption  of  colonial  sugar  had 

VOL.  CXI.    [third  SEaus.j 


increased,  while  the  consnmption  of  foreign 
sugar  had  fallen  off.  He  should  now  trou- 
ble the  House  with  only  a  few  more  details, 
for  the  purpose  of  contrasting  the  effects  of 
"slavery  with  freedom,  as  shown  in  the  con- 
sumption of  colonial  and  foreign  sugar  dur- 
ing the  last  four  years;  and  as  the  duties 
changed  on  the  5th  of  July  in  each  year, 
he  would  take  periods  ending  on  that  day 
in  each  year,  estimating  the  consumption 
for  the  last  two  months  of  the  year  which 
would  end  on  the  5th  of  July  next,  at  the 
same  rate  as  for  the  first  ten  months.  The 
consumption  of  sugar  then  was  as  follows : 
In  1846-47,  colonial,  227,000  tons;  slave- 
grown,  61,000  tons ;  1847-48,  colonial* 
242,000  tons;  slave-grown,  39,000  tons; 
1848-49,  colonial,  251,000  tons;  slave- 
grown,  48,000  tons ;  1849-50,  colonial, 
282,000  tons ;  slave-grown,  36,000  tons. 
The  average  importation  from  the  West 
Indies,  1844-5-6,  was  127,000  tons; 
1847-8-9,  148,000.  Thus  it  would  ap- 
pear  that  during  the  operation  of  the 
Act  of  1846 — that  Act  which  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite  would  have  them  be- 
lieve checked  the  progress  of  West  India 
improvement,  and  inflicted  a  most  severe 
blow  upon  West  India  prosperity — that 
during  the  operation  of  that  Act  the  quan- 
tity of  colonial  sugar  imported  into  this 
country  had  increased  ft'om  227,000  tons  to 
282,000  tons,  while  that  of  foreign  sugar 
had  fallen  from  61,000  tons  to  36,000  tons. 
These  facts  appeared  to  him  to  be  well 
worthy  of  the  attention  of  the  House;  and 
his  belief  was,  it  would  in  the  end,  as 
had  always  been  maintained  by  the  op- 
ponents of  the  slave  trade,  be  found 
that  slave  labour  was  inferior  to  free  la- 
bour. He  agreed  with  the  hon.  Member 
for  Montrose,  that  protection  would  not 
save  the  West  Indies,  but  increased  cheap- 
ness of  production  would;  and  the  duty  of 
the  Legislature  was  to  afford  the  colonies 
every  facility  for  augmenting  the  means 
of  cheapness.  Now,  reference  had  been 
made  to  the  Dutch  colony  of  Surinam;  and 
there,  it  was  not  imworthy  of  observation, 
the  proprietors  of  sugar  estates  were  be- 
ginning to  think  that  free  labour  was  more 
profitable  and  advantageous  in  all  respects 
than  that  of  slavery.  Surinam  was  on  the 
verge  of  our  possessions,  and  appeared  to 
be  likely  very  soon  to  follow  our  example. 
They  and  others  were  about  to  discover 
that  the  way  to  cheapen  sugar  was  to 
abolish  slavery.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Lynn  had  quoted  a  passage  from  the  de- 
spatch of  the  LieutetkasLt  Qi^^^th^t  ^\^vl- 
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liadoeg,  to  prove  tbat  in  Barbadoes,  where 
the  trial  of  free  labour  was  certainly  made 
under  the  most  favourable  circumstanceSt 
cultivation  by  free  labour  had  failed.  If 
the  hon.  Member  had  read  to  the  conclu- 
sion of  the  paragraph  in  the  Governor's 
letter,  he  would  have  seen  that  the  Gover- 
nor's opinion  did  not  warrant  that  asser- 
tion. He  should  take  the  liberty  of  read- 
ing a  few  additional  words  from  that  des- 
patch, beeause,  though  the  writer  had 
been  represented  by  the  hon.  Member  as 
holding  that  free  labour  might  fail,  yet 
the  following  portion  of  the  despatch  would 
show  that  an  exception  was  at  any  rate 
inade  in  the  case  of  Barbadoes  ;-— 


"  IIow  long  that  time  should  be,  your  Lordship 
will  understand  that  I  cannot  say.  If  there  be 
no  protection,  the  cultivation  of  sugar  will  be 
giren  up  ftirtber  in  Grenada,  and  it  will  dwindle 
io  all  the  Windward  Islands,  excepting  Barba- 
does." 

With  that  passage  in  the  hands  of  the  hon. 
Member,  how  oould  he  say  that  the  ex* 
perinient  of  free  labour  had  failed  in  Bar- 
badoes f  He  also  held  in  his  hand  another 
paper,  as  to  another  important  colony — 
Trinidad — with  a  quotation  from  which  he 
should  trouble  the  House  ;  it  appeared  in 
the  Times,  in  the  month  of  December  last. 
Jt  was  in  the  following  words  : — 

"Labour  was  abundant  and  cheap,  and  the 
Trinidadian  says,  tbat  fieldwork  was  nevor  so 
cheaply  performed  in  the  island  as  at  the  present 
4ayf  not  even  when  slavery  was  at  its  zenith.'' 

Such  ftots  could  not  be  got  over,  and  they 
elearly  proved  that  with  a  fair  supply  of 
free  labour,  production  might  be  as  cheap 
or  eheaper  than  where  slavery  existed.  At 
the  same  time,  although  the  Government 
were  not  prepared  to  adopt  the  plan  of  buy- 
ing slaves  in  Africa  for  tbe  purpose  of  set- 
ting them  free  in  the  West  Indies,  they 
were  prepared  to  grant  any  facilities  short 
of  that  which  was  only  another  mode  of 
carrying  on  the  slave  trade.  The  only 
means  similar  to  that  which  had  succeed- 
ed was,  when  the  expense  was  incurred 
pf  importing  liberated  Africans.  The  Go- 
vernment had,  in  one  way,  afforded  an  ad- 
dition to  the  free  labour  in  many  of  our 
colonies.  They  bad  taken  upon  this  coun- 
try the  expense  of  the  conveyance  of  the 
liberated  Africans,  and  during  the  last  three 
years  there  had  been  a  gradual  increase  in 
the  number  of  liberated  Africans  imported 
into  the  West  Indies.  In  1847>  the  num- 
ber was  1,097  ;  in  1848,  3,148  ;  in  1849, 
4,762.  It  was  also  right  the  House  should 
rfimemh^  ih»t  at  present  there  were  not 


unsatisfactory  aeconnts  from  many  of  the 
colonies.  He  was  far  from  saying  that 
distress  did  not  prevail  in  the  West  Indian 
colonies ;  but  in  Trinidad  he  found,  from  a 
despatch  of  Lord  Harris,  dated  February 
29,  1850,  that  the  revenue,  the  exports, 
and  the  imports  had  all  increased  during 
the  last  year.  In  Guiana,  the  import 
duties,  which  amounted  to  23,191  dollars 
for  January,  1846,  were  in  January,  1847, 
22,506;  1848,  27,685;  and  1849,  46,195 
doUars.  His  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
South  Essex  had  brought  forward  his  Mo- 
tion with  a  view  of  discouraging  the  slave 
trade,  and,  in  his  hands,  it  had  no  refer- 
ence to  protection.  But  these  were  not 
the  grounds  upon  which  the  Motion  had 
been  supported  by  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site, who  had  advocated  protective  duties 
against  the  admission  of  all  foreign  sugar 
whatever.  But  he  hoped  that  the  House 
would  take  into  its  consideration  not  only 
the  supposed  interest  of  the  planter,  but 
the  real  interest  of  the  consumer  at  home. 
He  did  not  believe  that  it  was  really  for 
the  interest  of  the  West  Indies  that  pro- 
tection should  be  restored.  Looking  to 
what  was  going  on  in  the  West  Indies,  in 
the  exertions  which  were  being  made,  and 
successfully  made,  to  cheapen  the  produc- 
tion in  the  colonies,  and  to  adopt  a  better 
cultivation  of  the  lands,  he  trusted  that 
they  would  not,  by  acceding  to  this  Mo- 
tion, check  the  active  spirit  of  enterprise 
that  was  going  on,  or  induce  the  hope  of 
a  return  to  protection,  which  he  nrmly 
believed  would  be  most  prejudicial  to  those 
whom  it  professed  to  benefit,  whilst  no  one 
could  deny  the  injury  which  it  must  eause 
to  the  large  consuming  population  of  this 
country. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  Sir,  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  South  Essex, 
from  motives  for  which  his  name,  quite 
independently  of  his  character,  is  a  suffi- 
cient guarantee,  has  invited  the  House  to 
resume  the  consideration  of  a  question  the 
difficulties  of  which  increase  with  every 
step  we  take.  In  1848,  the  last  period 
at  which  this  subject  was  opened  up,  we 
had  before  us  the  question — not  whether 
we  ought  to  maintain  the  settlement  of 
1846,  because  tbat  settlement  its  authors 
proposed  themselves  to  abandon  —  but 
whether  we  ought  to  introduce  a  fixed 
system  of  protection  on  the  one  hand,  or 
adopt  on  the  other  a  scale  of  duties  which 
was  proposed  by  tbe  Government,  and  pro- 
vided a  progressive  descent  in  the  differ- 
ential duties — at  first  indeod  a  Tery  slight 
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desoent,  and  one  of  which  the  effect  has, 
therefore,  not  heen  yet  experienced,  hut  a 
descent  which  after  another  year  will  he- 
come  a  rapid  one,  and  from  which,  unless 
the  House  interfere,  you  may  anticipate  a 
continuance  of  the  present  pressure,  In 
1848,  I,  in  common  with  some  Gentlemen 
on  this  side  of  the  Ilouse,  did  give  a  vote 
opposed  to  the  proposition  of  the  Govern- 
ment, for  the  purpose  of  extending  a  larger 
measure  of  protection  to  the  West  Indies; 
and  to  that  vote  on  the  present  occasion, 
for  reasons  which  I  shall  shortly  ei^plain, 
I  find  I  shall  he  hound  to  adhere.  The 
words  of  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Gentleman 
might  afford  me  the  means  of  escape,  as 
the  terms  of  the  Motion  placo  in  the  same 
category  the  whole  of  the  British  posses- 
sions. But  it  is  perfectly  plain  that  eyery 
extension  or  augmentation  of  protection — 
at  all  events  to  East  India  sugar  and  to 
Mauritius,  whore  there  is  no  artificial  soar- 
city  of  lahour — that  every  extension  or 
augmentation  must  he  considered  in  the 
principle  of  protection;  and  I  am  not  pre- 
pared to  advise  any  such  increase  pr  ex- 
tension in  their  case.  The  case  you  really 
have  is  the  case  of  the  West  Indies.  And 
I  freely  and  fully  admit  it  is  one  of  the 
hroad  difficulties  of  the  question,  that  when 
we  extend  protection  to  the  West  Indies  in 
consideration  of  peculiar  circumstances  of 
A  temporary  nature,  we  may  he  likely  to 
extend  it  to  other  portions  of  the  empire 
which  can  prefer  no  such  claim.  But  the 
case  of  the  West  India  Islands  hefore  the 
Ilouse  is  the  same  as  it  stood  in  1848,  only 
with  the  danger  nearer,  with  the  suffering 
aggravated,  but  with  the  grounds  of  jus- 
tice the  same,  and  with  the  grounds  of  po- 
licy, in  my  understanding,  clearer  and 
broader.  Sir,  we  recollect  the  crisis 
through  which  the  West  Indies  have  pass- 
ed, presenting  a  great  industry  and  a  great 
interest  not  suffering  apd  complaining 
merely,  but  absolutely  ground  down  and 
reduced  to  total  ruin  by  the  legislation  of 
this  House.  You  began  with  emancipa- 
tion, which  implied  a  great  and  vital  alter- 
ation of  West  Indian  society,  and  a  change 
which,  if  it  had  been  conducted  with  no 
more  tenderness  or  wisdom  than  some  of 
our  more  recent  changes,  would. at  once 
have  precipitated  these  colonies  into  ruin. 
The  noble  Lord,  now  in  the  other  House  of 
Parliament  (Lord  Stanley),  then  acting  as 
the  organ  of  Earl  Grey's  Government,  by 
his  energy  and  wisdom  so  adjusted  the  de- 
tails of  that  measure,  that  while  no  man 
on  this  aide  of  ^e  waiter  aacrib^d  other 


than  the  proper  motives,  even  the  plant* 
ors  were  convinced  that  the  utmost  had 
been  done  by  him  ;  and  within  the  last 
few  days  and  hours  the  public  have  had  a 
double  proof  that  the  talent  and  disposition 
which  then  governed  the  proceedings  of  the 
noble  Lord,  and  which  made  them  suooeBa«> 
ful,  have  descended  on  bis  son.  It  is  true 
— and  this  must  be  a  source  of  consolation 
to  the  philanthropists  by  whom  the  ohangci 
was  advocated — it  is  true  thftt  it  is  not  the 
emancipation  of  the  negro  that  has  ruino4 
the  West  Indies.  For  what  oconrred  du- 
ring the  period  auooeeding  emancipation, 
the  philanthropists  are  not  responsible,  nor 
are  they  responsible  for  ^be  ruin  and  dii-* 
aster  now  at  work.  But  what  was  done 
after  emancipation  ?  The  Government  of 
Lord  Melbourne  sept  out  the  most  precis^ 
directions  to  the  West  India  colonies,  pom- 
manding  them  to  postpone  to  the  latest 
moment  the  introduction  of  all  that  nrepfi- 
ratory  legislation  known  to  be  inqisponT 
sably  necessary,  with  respect  to  polip^ 
and  the  internal  organisation  of  the  colo- 
nies during  the  apprenticeship.  You  de^ 
sired  and  obliged  the  colonists  to  postpone 
every  act  of  precaution.  In  1837  n  Com- 
mittee of  this  House  reoognisod  the  £man-i 
cipatiop  Act  as  containing  a  solemn  con- 
tract with  respect  to  apprenticeship  until 
1840;  and  you  saw  it  stated  in  the  report 
of  that  Committee  that  nothing  could  be 
more  disastrous  and  mischievous  than  to 
shake  the  public  confidence  with  respect  to 
that  contract.  Having  so  acted  in  ISS?, 
in  1838,  by  your  own  proceedings,  an)l  by 
an  injudicious  and  hasty  vote  of  this  Hoqse, 
yon  compelled  the  West  India  coloniea  to 
give  up  the  remainder  of  that  apprenticeship 
yon  had  guaranteed;  you  not  only  deprived 
them  of  the  pecuniary  interest  of  two  yoari^ 
of  coerced  labour,  but,  having  postponed 
preparation,  you  obliged  them  to  plunge 
unprepared  into  the  new  state  forced  oq 
them.  And  what  did  you  do  also  with  re<r 
gard  to  labour  ?  I  confess  I  cannot  agre^ 
with  the  censure  which  the  hon.  Member 
for  Montrose  passed  upon  the  present  pro- 
ceedings of  Her  Majesty's  Government.  I 
think  the  difficulties  attending  the  whole- 
sale importation  of  labour  to  the  West  In* 
dies  greater  than  he  regards  them,  and  I 
think  the  Government  wisl^es  to  Tacilitate 
that  introduction.  But,  Sir,  what  I  should 
not  attribute  to  the  Government  I  do  at- 
tribute to  the  state  of  public  sentiment 
in  this  country.  There  was  a  time — but 
it  is  now  gone  by  —  when,  by  seizing 
upon  the  opportanitji  ^ou.  lav^t,  ^v\^ 
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produced  tbe  most  important  consequences 
by  introducing  labour  from  abroad,  when 
advantages  would  be  conferred  upon  the 
planter  and  upon  the  negro;  but  you  de- 
clined. You  watched  with  such  jealousy 
the  proceedings  of  the  West  India  in- 
terest, you  watched  with  such  jealousy 
every  laudable  enterprise  for  increasing 
their  labour,  and  regarded  with  so  much 
hostility  their  every  act,  that  the  Govern- 
ment did  not  dare  to  give  any  facilities  for 
the  introduction  of  labour;  and  even  after 
taking  every  precaution,  you  were  com- 

Eelled  by  the  state  of  the  public  law  to 
ly  down  restrictions;  and  for  the  scarcity 
of  artificial  labour  in  the  West  Indies,  you, 
and  not  the  Government,  are  responsible. 
But  then  comes  the  Act  of  1846.  And 
here  I  deny  and  dispute,  not  the  figures, 
but  the  inferences  drawn  from  them  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer.  He  quotes  the  three  years 
since  1846  as  an  indication  of  the  effects 
of  the  Act  on  the  producing  power  of  the 
West  Indies.  But  does  the  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  believe  his  own  argument  ? 
Has  he  so  little  studied  the  nature  of 
the  cultivation  in  the  West  Indies,  as  seri- 
ously to  believe  that  the  imports  from  the 
West  Indies  in  1847  are  a  fair  measure  of 
the  effects  of  the  Act  passed  in  August, 
1846  ?  Was  there  no  other  fact  that  had 
produced  the  effect  ?  Sir,  there  was  the 
Act  of  1845  as  well  as  the  Act  of  1846. 
In  1845  you  reduced  the  duty  on  colonial 
sugar  from  25$,  and  26^.  to  14«.  a  cwt. 
Thai  Act  took  no  effect  in  1846,  for  the 
cane  had  to  be  fourteen  months  in  the 
ground.  But  in  1848  the  Act  of  1845 
would  have  been  in  full  operation,  if  you 
had  not  checked  it;  the  check  of  the  Act 
of  1846,  however,  did  not  operate  in  1847, 
it  operated  a  little  in  184o,  and  it  is  now 
that  the  effects  of  the  proceeding  are  ap- 
parent. Sir,  in  1848,  in  a  Committee  of 
this  House,  certain  resolutions  were  moved 
by  a  right  hon.  Gentleman  a  Member  of 
the  Government,  whose  absence  from  a 
deplorable  cause  I  am  sure  has  not  called 
forth  a  mere  formal  regret,  but  has  been 
the  source  of  deep  grief  to  Members  of 
this  House.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
moved  a  resolution  to  the  effect  that  the 
guarantee  of  the  Act  of  Emancipation  had 
interfered  with  the  continuous  supply  of 
labour  to  the  sugar  colonies;  and  therefore 
I  say  public  sentiment  is  responsible  for 
the  scarcity  of  labour  which  we  have  seen; 
and  yovL,  the  representatives  of  the  country, 


should  do  what  you  can  to  remove  the  evils 
which  the  expression  of  that  public  senti- 
ment has  caused.  Sir,  no  formal  regard 
for  consistency  would  make  me  repeat  my 
vote  of  1848,  if  I  thought  such  a  course 
would  tend  to  check  the  growth  of  return- 
ing prosperity  in  these  colonies.  But,  Sir, 
I  do  not  think  that  protection  can  be  a  per- 
manent cure  for  the  evils  we  see  in  the 
West  Indies.  I  remember  an  admission  of 
my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Tam- 
worth,  which  carried  weight  with  it  at  the 
time,  that  the  case  of  the  West  Indies  was 
fairly  to  be  made  an  exception  to  the  gene- 
ral category  of  free  trade;  but  I  do  not 
think  I  am  going  far  from  the  fact,  when  I 
say  that  if  it  can  be  shown  that  the  per- 
manent restoration  of  protection  is  the  real 
cure  for  the  West  Indies,  I  should  be  pre- 
pared to  give  a  vote  in  accordance  with 
that  view.  But  what  would  be  the  opera- 
tion of  protection,  considered  as  a  perma- 
nent instrument  of  relief  ?  I  would  suppose 
you  going  to  increase  the  rate  of  protecting 
duties.  When  that  intelligence  reaches 
the  West  Indies,  it  does  not  reach  the 
planter  alone,  but  it  acts  on  the  produc- 
tion. It  acts  likewise  on  the  rate  of  wages 
as  much  as  it  does  upon  production.  But 
I  am  prepared  to  vote  now  as  in  1848,  and 
say  you  should  arrest  the  scale  of  the  de- 
scending duties.  You  should  offer  induce- 
ments to  the  British  capitalist  to  invest 
in  the  West  Indies;  you  should  let  him 
have  some  fixity  of  state,  and  not  hang 
over  his  head  a  perpetual  change  of  dif- 
ferential duties,  so  that  from  year  to  year 
he  does  not  know  where  he  stands.  You 
should,  therefore,  arrest  the  descending 
scale  of  duties,  and  enact  that  for  a  term 
of  years  there  should  be  a  fixed  state  of 
law  with  respect  to  these  duties  in  the 
West  Indies.  Barbadoes  and  Antigua  sent 
out  on  an  average  in  the  four  years  before 
emancipation  26,900  tons  of  sugar;  in  the 
last  three  years  they  sent  32,300  tons.  Ja- 
maica and  British  Guiana,  in  the  years  from 
1831  to  1834,  sent  out.  the  first  67,000 
tons,  and  the  second  43,000  tons,  making 
110,000  tons.  From  1847  to  1849,  not- 
withstanding the  great  liberality  of  the  Le- 
gislature in  reducing  the  duty  to  14«.,  the 
amount  exported  was  65,500  tons,  instead 
of  110,000,  showing  a  difference  of  40 
per  cent  on  the  whole.  But,  Sir,  is  this 
a  planter's  question  alone,  or  is  it  a  ques- 
tion affecting  the  whole  negro  population 
of  the  West  India  colonies  ?  Those  indica- 
tions of  decay  in  the  entire  population  of 
the  West  Indies,  to  which  my  hon.  Friend 
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the  Member  for  Lynn  has  alladed  in  a  re- 
cent publication,  are  but  too  true,  and  are 
only  too  surely  to  be  traced  to  our  legisla- 
tion.    To  show  that  the    exports    have 
fallen  back  far  below  the  point  at  which 
they  stood  even  in  the  years  of  slavery,  I 
need  only  refer  to  a  few  figures.     Four 
years   before   slavery  was   abolished,  the 
exports  from  this  country  to  the  West  In- 
dian colonies  amounted  to  2,575,0002.    In 
the  four   years   of    apprenticeship,   from 
1835  to  1838,  the  exports  had  risen  to 
3,450,0002.  annually.  From  1843  to  1846, 
when   perfect   freedom   was    established, 
the  average  exports  had  fallen   back  to 
2,657,0002.     In  1847,  a  year  which  they 
were  so  fond  of  quoting,  the  exports  had 
faUen  to  2,279,000/.;  and  in   1848,  the 
last  year  for  which  we  have  the  returns, 
your  exports  to  the  West  India  colonies 
have  fallen  back  to  the  sum  of  one  million 
and  a  half.  I  say  that  that  most  important, 
most  significant,  and  most  disastrous  fact 
indicates  to  you,  if  you  will  but  observe  it, 
that  there  is  a  necessity  for  your  consider- 
ing further  measures  for  the  relief  of  the 
West  Indies,  and  that  you  are  in  danger  of 
losing,  unless  you  enter  into  that  considera- 
tion all  the  best  and  brightest  proofs  of  the 
sacrifices  you  have  already  made.  Now,  what 
measures  of  permanent  relief  do  I  point 
to?     In  1848  we  were  disposed  to  think 
that  great  things  would  be  done  in  the 
way  of  extending  the  public  resources  to 
cheapening  things  in  the  West  Indies.     It 
is  needless  to  refer  to  the  numerous  modes 
by  which  this  might  be  attained.    It  might 
be  attained  in  many  places  by  the  drain- 
age of  land ;  in  many  places  by  irrigation ; 
in  some  places  by   the  improvement  of 
roads,  in  others  by  the  promotion  of  rail- 
roads; and  in  British  Guiana  by  the  resto- 
ration of  works  for  keeping  out  the  en- 
croachments of  the  sea,  which  the  resources 
of  the  colony  do  not,  I  fear,  enable  them 
now  to  repair  themselves.     The  whole  of 
the  colonies  are  dependent  on  these  works 
in  the  highest  degree ;  and  they  afford  you 
an   opportunity   of   interfering   with    the 
strong  arm  of  the  empire,  and  of  giving 
out  of  your  abundant  means,  with  but  little 
risk  of  loss,  that  assistance  which  is  abso- 
lutely  for  their  redemption.     The  prin- 
ciple laid  down  in  the  Committee  was,  that 
the  Government  were  to  take  on  them- 
selves the  responsibility  of  carrying  out 
these  things — that  they  were  to  look  to 
the  circumstances  of  the  different  colonies, 
and  to  make  the  grants  of  money  directly 
and  effectually  available  for  the  planters 
ihemselves,    Now»  inatead  of  that,  I  be- 


lieve nothing   whatever  has  been  donon 
The  loans  have  not,  I  believe,  been  made, 
and  the  Government  have  not  taken  on 
themselves    the    responsibilities   expected 
from  them,  but  have  gone  to  the  colonial 
legislatures;  and  in  the  midst  of  the  finan- 
cial embarrassments  in  which  they  were, 
and  these  bodies  being  besides  but  badly 
suited  to  carry  out  the  views  of  the  colon- 
ists, the  Government  asked  them  to  pledge 
the  public  credit  of  the  colony  before  any 
loans  would  be  made.     The  consequence 
was,  that  while  we  told  the  West  Indies 
that  we  did  not  think  protection  a  perma- 
nent mode  of  advancing  their  interests,  we 
were  willing  to  continue  it  for  a  time,  until 
some  other  measures  would  be  tried  for 
their  relief.     We  still  stand  in  that  posi- 
tion which  we  occupied  two  years  ago,  be- 
cause these  other  measures  have  not  yet 
been  tried.     This  discrimination  between 
the  colonies  was  an  essential  principle  on 
which  I  thought  we  were  to  proceed.     I 
thought  you  had  given  a  distinct  pledge  to 
the  colonies  that  you  were  going  to  take 
that  work  in  hand,  but  you  have  not  done 
so.   You  have  not  encouraged  or  facilitated 
the  colonies  in  taking  the  matter  into  their 
own  control;  and  in  the  case  of  British 
Guiana,  you  have,  according  to  the  report 
of  the  Committee  of  this  House,  acted  in 
the  opposite  spirit;  for  the  report  indicates 
that  the  influence  of  the  Government  at 
home  has  certainly  not  been  used  in  the 
direction  that  it  should  be  used  in.     With 
regard  to  the  condition  of  the  planters,  I 
would  beg  the  House  to  recollect  that  every 
increase  of  production  is  not  a  pro6f  that  their 
ruin  has  not  been  brought  about.     Where 
vast  capital  has  been  expended,  and  great 
extent  of  land  brought  into  cultivation, 
the  planter  may  be  ruined ;  but  new  capi- 
talists will  come  in  under  the  expectation 
of  getting  the  plantation  at  a  nominal  price, 
and  thus  give  a  fresh  stimulus  for  a  time 
to  cultivation.     I  would  refer  to  the  tes- 
timony of  Governor  Light  on  this  point. 
He  gives  an  account  of  one  of  the  finest 
estates  in  British  Guiana;  and  though  I 
do  not  remember  his  exact  figures,  I  can 
state  them  near  enough  for  our  present 
purpose.     He  states  that  that  estate  had 
been  sold  for  80,0002.  or  100,0002.  in  the 
time  of  slavery.     During  the  period  of  ap- 
prenticeship it  was   sold  for  30,0002.  or 
40,0002. ;  but  the  year  before  he  wrote — 
I  think  in  1848 — that  property  was  dis- 
posed of  to  a  new  buyer  for  a  sum  of,  I 
think,  2,0002.     And  Governor  Light  ob- 
serves, in  language  not  more  Q^Qi\2A»\3cA^ 
fall  of  mittaiQ^oii,  ^«X  ^^DA  y^^^m»l^ 
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hariDg  acquired  for  2,000^  all  the  build- 
ings, works,  and  machinery  on  the  estate, 
has  what  he  terms  *'  a  noble  chance  of 
escaping  mini"    Now,  other  persons  simi- 
larly circumstanced  throughout  the  other 
colonies  may  also  have  "  a  noble  chance  of 
escaping  ruin;"  but  it  should  not  be  foN 
gotten  that  they  escape  a  ruin  which  their 
predecessors  hare  the  painful  task  of  re- 
collecting.    But  I  do  not  appeal  mainly  on 
their  behalf.     I  would  ask  you  to  give 
them  such  terms  of  fixed  protection  as 
would  be  necessary  to  a^ord  them  titne  for 
such  remedial  measures  as  may  be  intro* 
dttced ;   but  I  Would  ask  you  still  itiore 
litrongly,  on  behalf  of  the  labouring  popu- 
lation, who  are  now  losing  that  adrance 
which  they  had  made  under  happier  aus- 
pices.    Is  it  not  paiuful,  after  all  that  has 
been  done,  and  all  the  sacrifices  that  have 
been  made,  to  find  that  they  are  gradually 
allowing  to  slip  from  their  hands  not  only 
the .  means  of  commanding  material  com- 
forts, but  even  the  disposition  to  seek  for 
them ;  and,  still  more,  the  disposition  to 
cultivate  the  rational  and  spiritual  part  of 
Iheir  being  by  seeking  after  the  benefits  of 
religion  and  education  ?  You  may  say  that 
there  is  no  connection  between   ^ilan- 
thropy  and  protective  duties;  but  I  assert 
that  there  is  a  connection  between  philan- 
thropy and  the  creation  in  these  persons  of 
li  desire  to  work  for  wages.     I  say  that 
the  rapid  diminution  of  these  figures  which 
I  have  quoted,  is  a  true  picture  of  things; 
and,  therefore,  on  their  behalf,  as  well  as 
jm  behalf  of  that  ill-used  class,  the  pro- 
prietors, I  trust  the  House  of  Commons 
will  be  prepared  to  support  the  Motion  of 
toy  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for   South 
Essex.     With  regard  to  that  Motion,  I 
regret  that  my  hon.  Friend  has  not  ad- 
hered to  the  distinction  drawn  by  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Tam worth, 
with  regard  to  slave-grown  sugar.     That 
would  be  far  more  clear  to  me  than  a  pro- 
position for  the  mere  continuance  of  a  dif- 
ferential dutyk     For  the  maintenance  of 
the  principle  to  which  I  refer,  I  have  been 
always  prepared  to  contend ;  and  I  deeply 
lament  that  a  great  political  crisis  in  this 
country  forced  many  to  sanction,  by  their 
reluctant    votes,    the    course    which  has 
been  taken,  while  they  would  have  wished 
a  different  change,  and   one  not  so  dis- 
astrous in  its  consequences  or  so  injurious 
to  the  high  character  of  Great  Britain  as 
that  which  was  made  in  1846.     At  the 
same  time  I   admit  the  difficulty  under 
which  you  now  stand.     Never  had  there 
Jfeea  groMter  diligenco  »b9wn  in  fiearchlng 


for  cavils,  or  gi*eater  ingenuity  in  urging 
them  forward,  than  by  the  party  of  the 
noble  Lord  on  that  occasion.     But  still  I 
feel  the  difficulty  arising  from  its  being 
now  almost   impossible,   in  the  complex 
nature  of  the  case,  to  restore  that  distinc- 
tion, now  that  it  has  been  departed  from. 
It  is  one  thing  to  maintain  a  distinction, 
and  another  thing  to  introduce  it  after  it 
has  once  disappeared   from    your    laws. 
Neither  can  I  forget  that  Ilcr  Majesty's 
Government  always  contended  that  they 
had  no  right  to  maintain  that  distinction 
under  the  doubtful  stipulations  of  treaties. 
I  do  not  ask  for  any  proposition  to  carry 
into  eff^t  any  change  in  the  law  con- 
trary   to    the    stipulations    of    treaties. 
We  are  shut  up  to  the  conclusion  of  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Mettiber  for  Droitwich,  to 
which  my  hon.  Friend  opposite  is,  I  be- 
lieve, prepared  to  adhere,  as  well  as  I  am 
myself,   to   extend  to  the  British  West 
Indies  that  protection  which  is  now  vanish- 
ing before  their  eyes  for  such  time  as  may 
be  necessary  for  the  production  of  those 
useful  public  works  that  may  lead  to  ulti* 
mate  cheapness  of  production;  while  at  the 
same  time  I  ask  you  still  more  to  adopt 
this  course  on  behalf  of  that  class  for 
whom  you  have  before  made  such  sacri- 
fices, and  who  are  now  fast  sinking  back 
to  the  degraded  condition  from  which  they 
were  originally  raised  by  your  philanthropy 
and  benevolence. 

ViscoimT  PALMERSTON :  Sir,  it  has 
seldom  fallen  to  my  lot  to  witness  a  debate 
conducted  on  the  one  side  with  more  cu- 
rious inconsistencies  and  with  a  greater 
series  of  contradictions.  My  hon.  Friend 
who  introduced  this  Motion  proposed  it  on 
the  ground  of  humanity,  and  as  a  mode  of 
getting  rid  of  the  slave  trade;  but  scarcely 
had  his  arguments  fallen  on  our  ears  when 
the  debate  took  another  turn,  and  from 
that  time  his  Motion  has  been  chiefly  sup- 
ported on  the  ground  of  protection — a  prin- 
ciple which  I  believe  my  hon.  Friend  had 
not  himself  intended  to  advocate.  Almost 
the  only  example  of  consistency  which  we 
have  witnessed  in  the  course  of  this  de- 
bate, is  that  consistency  of  talent  and 
ability  which  have  been  displayed  by  the 
hon.  Member  who  has  for  the  first  time 
spoken  on  this  question,  and  who  has 
proved  himself  to  be  the  consistent  repre- 
sentative of  that  father  whom  we  have  so 
often  heard  with  admiration  within  these 
walls.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  who  has 
Just  sat  down,  has,  I  think,  crowned  the 
example  of  inconsistency  in  this  debate. 
WhetW  the  limiled  eoope  of  my  oapaoity 
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or  the  ambiguous  argument  of  the  right 
hoD.  Gentleman  be  the  cause,  I  am  now 
quite  at  a  loss  to  know  what  he  means  to 
do,  and  on  what  side  he  intends  to  vote. 
He  declared  himself,  as  I  understood  himi 
read  J  to  support  the  Motion  of  mj  hon. 
Friend,  that  Motion  being  a  permanent 
declaration  that  it  is  impolitic  and  unjust 
to  expose  the  free-grown  sugar  of  our  co- 
lonies and  possessions  abroad  to  unrestrict- 
ed competition  with  the  sugar  of  foreign 
slavetrading  countries.  But  the  rignt 
hon.  Gentleman  has  not,  as  I  understand 
him,  as  yet  so  entirely  thrown  off  the  prin^ 
ciples  of  free  trade,  of  which  he  was  once 
an  able  advocate,  and  in  support  of  which 
he  has  often  rushed  into  the  ran  at  periods 
of  great  difficulty,  and  given  his  most 
honourable  support — the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman did  not,  as  I  understand  him,  aban- 
don that  doctrine,  or  accept  the  doctrine 
of  protection.  All  he  asks  for  is  a  limited 
period  of  protection,  to  give  time  for  those 
remedial  measures  for  the  colonies  for 
which  he  is  anxious.  But  if  that  is  his 
only  object,  if  he  does  not  wish  for  the 
permanent  re-establishment  of  the  princi- 
ples of  protection,  then  I  ask  on  what 
principle  of  consistency  can  he  vote  for  a 
resolution  which  is  permanent  in  its  object, 
and  which  does  not  give  a  limited  but  a 
permanent  period  for  the  continuance  of 
protection  to  our  colonies?  I  certainly 
shall  not  vote  for  the  Motion  of  my  hou. 
Friend.  I  am  not  either  for  limited  or 
permanent  protection.  I  am  convinced 
that  protection  has  done  no  good  to  the 
West  Indies,  and  will  do  no  good.  Now, 
It  was  under  a  sptem  of  protection  that 
the  West  Indies  have  been  in  former  times 
in  a  state  of  continued  distress  and  ruin; 
and  it  is  not  by  recurring  to  that  system 
that  we  can  restore  them  to  that  prosperity 
which,  I  trust,  they  are  all  destined  to 
attain.  It  is  by  those  remedial  measures 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  alluded 
to — by  a  better  system  of  cultivation,  and 
by  that  stimulus  which  competition  affords, 
that  we  may  hope  to  see  them  extricated 
from  the  difficulties  under  which  they  com- 
plain. Now,  how  my  hon.  Friend  thinks  that 
this  exclusion  of  slave-grown  sugar  would 
put  an  end  to  the  slave  trade,  I  really  can- 
not for  a  moment  imagine.  I  cannot  see 
how  such  a  measure  would  operate  in  the 
way  ho  wishes  to  put  an  end  to  that  traffic. 
Has  my  hon.  Friend  entered  into  the  pro- 
portion of  free-grown  sugar  introduced  into 
this  country  for  home  consumption  as  com- 
pared with  slaTo-grown  sugar  ?    He  wimld 


have  seen,  had  he  done  so,  that  for  the 
year  1849,  the  proportions  were  five  and  4 
half  millions  of  cwts.  of  free-labour  sugar^ 
to  half  a  million  of  cwts.  of  slave-grown 
sugar.  It  is>  in  fact,  not  the  competition 
of  slave^grown  sugar  which  is  ruinmg  the 
West  Indian  planters,  but  it  is  the  annu« 
ally-increasing  competition  of  free-labour 
sugar  from  other  narts  of  the  world;  and 
if  my  hon.  Friena  is  prepared  to  give  to 
the  West  Indies  that  protection  which  he 
thinks  is  essential  to  restore  them  to 
prosperity,  it  must  be  done  not  by 
confining  the  restriction  to  the  slaves 
grown  sugar  of  Brazil  and  Cuba,  but  by 
extending  to  them  the  full  protection  which 
they  enjoyed  in  former  times  against  free- 
labour  sugar — a  proposition  which  I  am 
sure  my  hon.  Friend  would  not  advocate, 
and  a  proposition  which  I  am  sure  this 
House  would  never  entertain.  It  has  been 
often  urged  that  we  had  only  to  exclude 
the  slave-grown  sugar  from  the  market  of 
this  country,  and  to  draw  an  equal  quantity 
of  free-labour  sugar  from  the  market  dF 
the  world,  in  order  to  afford  the  protection 
desired;  but  this  would  be  only  creating  a 
vacuum  which  would  be  at  once  filled  up 
by  the  slave-labour  sugar  of  Cuba  and  the 
Braxils.  The  slaveowners  in  those  coun- 
tries would  laugh  at  your  precautions,  and 
would  know  that  there  were  still  marketi 
enough  open  to  them  to  induce  them  to  go 
on  cultivating  sugar  and  increasing  the 
number  of  their  slaves  as  before.  But  if 
any  man  could  doubt  that  the  attempt 
must  be  perfectly  futile,  I  think  those  who 
heard  the  speech  of  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Westbury,  and  attended  to  the 
manner  in  which  he  demonstrated  that  the 
recent  changes  in  our  navigation  laws  have 
added  an  insurmountable  obstacle  to  the 
carrying  out  of  any  such  arrangement, 
must  have  every  shadow  of  a  doubt  removed. 
It  is  not  measures  of  this  kind  for  exclud- 
ing sugar  of  one  kind,  and  laying  heavier 
duties  on  the  produce  of  this  country  or 
that,  by  which  we  can  extirpate  the  slave 
trade,  the  object  of  which  I  know,  my  hon. 
Friend  has  most  at  heart.  No  doubt 
many  hon.  Gentlemen  have  protested 
against  the  African  squadron,  and  against 
our  maintaining  a  maritime  police  as  being 
insufficient  to  effect  the  suppression  of  the 
slave  trade.  But  I  have  never  maintained 
that  that  alone  was  sufficient  to  put  the 
slave  trade  down,  though  I  have  always 
contended  that  without  this  maritime  police 
other  measures  would  be  fruitless.  Th^ 
House  may  rest  assured  that  other  mea^ 
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sures  for  this  object  are  in  progress,  and 
that  we  are,  by  treaties  with  native  chiefs 
in  Africa,  and  by  other  exertions  on  the 
other  side  of  the  Atlantic,  pursuing  mea- 
sures which,  I  trust,  if  properly  continued, 
in  the  course  of  the  next  year  will  enable 
us  to  entertain  better  hopes  that  the  slave 
trade  will  be,  if  not  extinguished,  at  least 
very  considerably  diminished.  Now  what 
is  the  state  of  the  slave  trade  at  the  pre- 
sent moment  ?  There  are  now  in  Africa 
1,500  miles  north  of  the  line  entirely  free 
from  the  slave  trade — of  the  entire  2,000 
miles  north  of  the  line  there  are  now  only 
about  420  in  which  the  slave  trade  at  all 
exists;  and  1  trust  the  measures  now  in 
operation  may  lead  to  the  extirpation  of 
the  slave  trade  from  that  remaining  por- 
tion north  of  the  line.  I,  this  very  day, 
received  a  despatch  from  one  of  the  com- 
missaries at  Sierra  Leone,  stating  that 
during  the  quarter  which  had  just  expired, 
he  can  assert  that  not  a  single  ship  had 
left  that  place  with  slaves.  South  of  the 
line  there  were  1,200  miles  of  coast  in 
which  the  slave  trade  existed  ;  but  1  be- 
lieve it  is  no  chimerical  expectation  to  hold 
out  that  even  there  it  will  ere  long  be  dis- 
continued. And  I  hold  it  to  be  by  no  means 
that  chimeral  expectation  which  Gentlemen 
who  sat  in  Committee  have  chosen  to  term 
it,  that  the  combination  of  all  the  mea- 
sures now  being  adopted  may  tend  at  no 
distant  period  to  accomplish  that  end. 
And  I  must  say  that  no  object — I  speak 
not  now  of  those  higher  considerations 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  ad- 
verted to,  and  which,  I  think,  nevertheless 
ought  to  influence  a  nation  like  the  British 
in  matters  of  this  kind — but,  independently 
of  these  higher  considerations,  taking  even 
the  most  narrow  views  of  temporal  inte- 
rests, 1  must  say  that  nothing  can  be 
accomplished  that  would  tend  more  to 
further  the  commercial  interests  and  pros- 
perity of  this  country  than  the  entire  ex- 
tirpation of  the  slave  trade.  No  part  of 
the  globe  offers  more  scope  for  the  com- 
mercial enterprise  of  this  country  than  the 
interior  and  the  coast  of  Africa.  We 
have  a  demand  for  the  things  which  she 
produces,  and  she  stands  in  want  of  the 
goods  that  we  can  supply.  In  many  other 
parts  of  the  world,  where  there  is  a  larger 
population  to  consume  what  we  can  export, 
there  is  a  want  of  commodities  to  offer  in 
return.  Our  trade  with  China  has  been 
limited  to  a  certain  degree  by  a  want  of 
ihe  commodities  to  exchange  for  our  pro- 
ducts.    But,  in  Africa,  commodities  for 


barter  abound  ;  there  is  hardly  anything 
of  value  which  cannot  be  found  there  to 
offer  in  exchange  for  the  goods  that  we 
can  supply.  Cotton  might  be  grown  on 
the  western  coast  in  infinite  quantity  and 
of  the  best  quality.  And,  recollecting  how 
precarious  is  the  source  of  supply  which 
we  now  derive  from  the  United  States  of 
America — recollecting  how  the  growing 
manufactures  of  America  herself  are  now 
annually  absorbing  more  of  the  cotton 
which  she  produces — and  recollecting  what 
a  vast  amount  of  our  own  population  de- 
pend upon  the  manufactures  from  that  raw 
material  for  daily  bread,  it  becomes  a  mat- 
ter of  the  most  extreme  importance  that 
we  should  seek  out  other  sources  of  supply. 
Palm  oil,  an  article  also  of  great  value 
abd  much  used,  is  found  in  abundance  in 
that  country :  there  are  also  coffee,  ivory, 
gold — in  fact,  hardly  anything  of  value 
and  utility  might  not  be  produced  or  found 
in  Africa,  and  might  not  be  received 
in  return  for  our  own  exports.  I  say, 
therefore,  it  is  an  object  of  great  national 
importance,  that  by  an  end  being  put  to 
the  slave  trade,  we  should  be  enabled  to 
enter  into  commercial  intercourse  with  the 
vast  population  of  that  region.  I  will  not 
follow  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  into  all 
those  details  connected  with  our  West 
Indian  possessions  upon  which  he  thought 
fit  to  enter.  I  confine  myself  solely  to  the 
Motion  of  my  hon.  Friend.  I  contend 
that  it  is  not  a  method  that  can  be  of  any 
avail  in  putting  down  the  traffic  against 
which  the  Motion  is  levelled.  I  contend 
that  without  accomplishing  its  purpose  it 
would  tend  to  inflict  a  great  injury  on  tlie 
comfort  of  the  country,  and  would  hold  out 
to  the  West  Indians  a  delusive  hope  which 
might  induce  them  to  relax  their  energies, 
and  prevent  them  from  adopting  those 
other  measures  by  which  alone  they  can 
recover  their  station  and  prosperity;  and 
therefore,  on  every  ground,  both  of  expe- 
diency and  principle,  I  object  to  the  Motion 
of  my  hon.  Friend.  It  is  insufficient  for 
the  purposes  of  humanity  for  which  he 
brings  it  forward,  and  it  would  tend  to 
reinstate  the  principle  of  protection  in  our 
commercial  relations — a  principle,  I  main- 
tain, of  fatal  injury  to  the  country,  and 
inimical  to  the  prosperity  of  every  com- 
munity to  whose  affairs  it  may  be  applied. 
Sir  E.  N.  BUXTON,  in  reply,  said,  he 
would  not  detain  the  House  at  that  late 
hour  with  any  lengthened  remarks.  He 
felt  very  grateful  to  the  Government  gene- 
rally for  the  measures  it  had  adopted  to 
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Buppress  the  siaTe  trade,  and  espeeiallj  to 
the  nohle  Lord  who  spoke  last,  for  the 
manner  in  which  he  had  at  all  times  di- 
rected his  efforts  to  securing  that  ohject. 
But  he  must  urge  his  Motion  on  the  adop- 
tion of  the  House,  simply  on  the  ground 
that  while  on  the  one  hand  we  sent  out  a 
fleet  to  the  coast  of  Africa  to  put  down 
that  nefarious  traffic,  we  encouraged  it  on 
the  other  hand  hj  the  admission  of  slare- 
grown  produce. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided : — Ayes  234;  Noes 
275 :  Majority  41. 
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Heneage,  E. 
Henry,  A. 
Hey  wood,  J. 
Heyworth,  L, 
Hobhouse,  rt.  hon.  Sir  J. 
Hobhouse,  T.  B. 
Hodges,  T.  L. 
Hodges,  T.  T. 
Hogg,  Sir  J.  W. 
HoUond,  R. 
Howard,  Lord  £. 
Howard,  hon.  0.  W.  G. 
Howard,  hon.  J.  K. 
Howard,  hon.  £.  G.  G. 
Howard,  Sir  R. 
Hume,  J. 
Humphery,  Aid. 
Hutchins,  E.  J. 
Hutt,  W. 
Jervis,  Sir  J. 
Keating,  R. 
Kcogh,  W. 
Kershaw,  J. 
Kildare,  Marq.  of 
King,  hon.  P.  J.  L. 
Lascclles,  hon.  W.  S. 
Lemon,  Sir  C. 
Lewis,  rt.  hon.  Sir  T.  F. 
Lewis,  G.  C. 
Littleton,  hon.  £.  R. 
Loch,  J. 
Locke,  J. 
Lushington,  C. 
Mackie,  J. 
M'Cullagh,  W.  T. 
M'Gregor,  J, 


M'Taggart,  SirJ. 
Magan,  W.  H. 
Mahon,  The  O'Gorman 
Mangles,  R.  D. 
Marshall,  J.  G. 
Marshall,  W. 
Martin,  J. 
Martin,  C.  W« 
Martin,  S. 
Matheson,  J. 
Matheson,  Col. 
Matile,  rt.  hon.  F^ 
Melgund,  Visct. 
Milner,  W.  M.  £. 
Mitchell,  T.  A. 
Moflktt,  G. 
Molesworth,  Sir  W. 
MonseU,  W. 
Morgan,  H.  K.  G. 
Morison,  Sir  W. 
Morris,  D. 

Mostyn,  hon.  S*  M«  L« 
Mowatt,  F. 
Mulgrave,  Earl  of 
Munts,  G.  F. 
Norreys,  Lord 
Norreys,  Sir  D«  J« 
O'Brien,  J. 
O'Brien,  Sir  T. 
O'Connell,  M. 
O'Connell,  M.  J. 
O'Fhiherty,  A. 
Ogle,  S.  C.  H. 
Ord,  W. 
Owen,  Sir  J. 
Paget,  Lord  A. 
Paget,  Lord  G. 
Palmer,  R. 
Palmerston,  Visot. 
Parker,  J. 
Pearson,  C. 
Pechell,  Sir  Q.  B. 
Peel,  rt.  hon.  Sir  R. 
Peel,  F. 

Pelham,  hon.  D.  A. 
Pendarves,  £.  W,  W. 
Perfect,  R. 
Pigott,  F. 
Pilkington,  J. 
Pinney,  W. 
Power,  Dr. 
Price,  Sir  R, 
Pusey,  P. 
Rawdon,  Col. 
Ricardo,  J.  L. 
Ricardo,  0. 
Rich,  H. 

Robartes,  T.  J.  A< 
Roche,  £.  B. 
Romilly,  Col. 
Romilly,  Sir  J. 
Russell,  Lord  J. 


Rosaell,  hon.  E.  S* 
RusaeU,  F.  C.  H. 
Rutherfurd,  A. 
Salwey,  Col. 
Scholefield,  W. 
Scrope,  G.  P. 
Seymour,  Lord 
Shafto,  R.  D. 
Shell,  rt.  hon.  R.  L. 
Shelburne,  Earl  of 
Simeon,  J. 
Slaney,  R.  A* 
Smith,  rt.  hon.  R.  V. 
Smith,  J«  A. 
Smith,  J.  B. 
Somers,  J.  P. 
Somertille,rt.hon.SirW. 
Spearman,  H.  J. 
SUnsfteld,  W.  B,  C. 
Stanton,  W.  H. 
Staunton,  Sir  G.  T. 
Strickland,  Sir  G. 
Stuart,  Lord  D. 
Stuart,  Lord  J. 
Sutton,  J.  H.  M. 
Talbot,  J.  H. 
Tancred,  H.  W, 
Tenison,  £.  K. 
Thicknesse,  R.  A. 
Thomely,  T. 
Tollemaohe,  hoti.  F.  J. 
Towneley,  J. 
Townshend,  Capt. 
Traill,  G. 
Trelawny,  J.  S. 
TufneU,  H. 
Turner,  G,  J. 
Tynte,  Col.  0.  J.  K. 
Vane,  Lord  H. 
Verney,  Sir  H. 
Villiers,  hon.  C. 
Wakley,  T. 
Wall,  C.  B. 
Walmsley,  Sir  J. 
Watkins,  Col.  L. 
Wellesley,  Lord  C. 
Westhead,  J.  P.  B. 
Willcox,  B.  M. 
Williams,  J. 
Willyams,  H. 
Williamson,  Sir  H. 
Wilson,  J. 
Wilson,  M. 
Wood,  rt.  hod.  Sir  0. 
Wood,  W.  P. 
Wrightson,W.  B. 
Wyld,  J. 
Young,  Sir  J. 

TBLLBBS. 

Hill,  Lord  M. 
Bellew,  R.  M. 


SUPPLY— GRANT  TO  MAYNOOTBt. 

Resolutiona  reported. 

Mr.  FORBES  objected  to  the  new 
grant  of  18,093i,  for  the  college  of  Miijr- 
nooth,  and  moved  the  reduction  of  1,24H. 
for  the  purpose  of  making  the  rote 
16,8621. 

AmeBdmont   proposed,   to    leate    out 
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-18,093^.,"  and  to  insert  "16,8521.," 
instead  thereof. 

Question  put,  "  That  '  18,093?.'  sUnd 
part  of  the  reeolution." 

Mb.  PLUMPTRE  understood  that  the 
30,0002.  which  had  heen  Toted  was  likelj 
to  be  yerj  far  exceeded,  and  would  amount 
to  50,0002. ,  and  that  the  intention  was  to 
get  the  amount  of  the  sum  by  dribblets 
year  after  jear.  This  sum  was  proposed 
to  be  added  as  one  of  these  dribblets.  He 
did  not  understand  why  30,0001.  was  not 
enough  for  the  TOte  for  repairs  for  the  old 
college. 

The  CHANCELLOR  oi'  thb  EXCHE^ 
QUER  said,  that  an  explanation  of  this 
Yote  had  been  given  every  year.  He  had 
no  reason  to  expect  that  any  question 
would  have  arisen  on  the  subject,  or  he 
should  not  hare  brought  it  forward  at  that 
late  hour  of  the  night. 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  68;  Noes  55; 
Majority  13. 

LxBt  of  the  Noes. 

Archdftll,  Capt.  M.  Ileald,  J. 

Baggo,  W.  Hildyard,  R.  C. 

Bagot,  hon.  W.  IliU,  Lord  £. 

Baldook,  E.  H.  Hood,  Sir  A. 

Bateson,  T.  Hornby,  J. 

Best,  J.  Hudson,  G. 

Blackstone,  W.  S.  Knox,  Col. 

Blair,  S.  Masterman,  J. 

Booth,  Sir  R.  6.  Mullings,  J.  R. 

Bremridge,  R.  Napier,  J. 

Broadwood,  H.  Newdcgate,  C.  N. 

Brooke,  Sir  A.  B.  Packe,  C.  W. 

Cabbell,  B.  B.  Pigott,  F. 

Carew,  W.  H.  P.  Plowden.  W.  H.  C. 

Cobbold,  J.  C.  Portal,  M. 

Codrington,  Sir  W.  Scott,  bon.  F. 

Cole,  hon.  H.  A.    *  Smollett,  A. 

Coles,  H.  B.  Somerset,  Capt. 
Cotton,  hon.  TV.  H.  S.      Stafford,  A. 
Dackworth,  Sir  J.  T.  B.     Stanford,  J.  F. 

Duncan,  G.  Stephenson,  R. 

Buncombe,  hon,  0.  Vomer,  Sir  W. 

Dundas,  G.  Waddington,  D. 

Kdwards..  H.  Waddington,  U.  S. 

Fellowes,  £.  Williams,  J. 

Galway,  Visct.  Worcester,  Marq.  of 
Gwyn,  H.  tsllerb. 

Halsey,  T.  P.  Plumptre,  J.  P. 

Hamilton,  G.  A.  Forbes,  W. 

Lord  J.  CHICHESTER  said,  that  he 
and  several  hon.  Memhers  who  had  in- 
tended to  rote  against  the  grant  to  May- 
nooth  were  prevented  from  doing;  so  in  con- 
sequence of  the  wire  of  the  bell  attached 
to  the  room  in  which  they  were  waiting 
being  broken,  and  their  not  being  aware 
that  the  division  was  about  to  take  place. 
He  wished,  therefore,  to  ask  the  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  in  the  chair  whether  the  totes  of 
those  hon.  Members  ought  not  to  be  allowed? 

Mr.  speaker  said,  the  hon.  Members 


ought  to  have  been  in  the  House  at  the 
time  of  the  division. 

Resolutions  agreed  to* 

The  Hoiise  adjourned  at.  Two  o'doek 
till  Monday  next. 


HOUSE    OF    LORDS. 
Monday,  June  3,  1850. 

MiinTTXB.]  PuBuo  Bills. — 1*  Court  of  Session 
(Scotland) ;  Police  and  ImproTcment  (Scot- 
land);  Landlord  and  Tenant  (Ireland);  Publio 
Houses  (Scotland). 

2'  Process  and  Practice  (Ireland)  Act  Amend- 
ment ;  Naval  Priie  Balance ;  Exchequer  BilUi 

Reported. — Sunday  Fairs  Prevention. 

3*  Process  and  Practice  (Ireland)  Act  Amend, 
ment;  The  Trustee  Act,  18^0. 

APPEALS  TO  THE  PRIVY  COUNCIL  FROM 
THE  ECCLESIASTICAL  COURTS  (BiAT- 
TERS  OF  DOCTRINE)  BILL. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing, read. 

The  Bishop  of  LONDON:*  I  rise  to 
move  your  Lordships  to  give  a  second 
reading  to  a  Bill  for  amending  the  law 
with  reference  to   the  administration  of 
justice  in  Her  Majesty's  Privy  Council  in 
appeal  from  the  Ecclesiastical  Courts;  and 
I  do   so,  under  an   almost  overpowering 
sense  of  the  difficultv  of  the  task  which  I 
have  undertaken,  and  of  my  own  inahility 
to  perform  it  in  a  manner  at  all  adequate 
to    its    importance — its    importance,   my 
Lords,  with  reference  to  the  consequences 
which  are  likely  to  follow  from  your  Lord- 
ships' reception  or  rejection  of  the  mea- 
sure.    My  Lords,  I  am  not  apt  to  indulge 
overstrained  or   extravagant   feelings    of 
hope  or  fear,  nor  am  I  accustomed  to  em- 
ploy exaggerated  language  in  expressing 
them;  hut  1  do  assure  your  Lordships,  in 
the  words  of  truth  and  soherness,  that  I 
helieve  it  to  he  impossible  to  over-rate  the 
momentous  consequence  of  the  issues  which 
hang  upon  that   alternative.     I  will  not 
now  describe  them  more  particularly.     It 
is  enough  to  say  that  they  involve  not  onlr 
the  peace,  but  the  integrity  of  the  Church 
of  this  empire.     I  allude  to  them  now, 
only  for  the  purpose  of  showing  to  your 
Lordships  why  it  is  that  I  approach  this 
question  with  fear  and  trembling,  under  a 
painful  apprehension  lest  the   sacred  and 
important  interests  which  it  involves,  should 
suffer  detriment  from  the  injudicious  argu- 
ments or  feeble  reasoning  of  its  advocate. 
But,  my  Lords,  I  feel  at  the  same  time 
that  just  measure  of  confidence,   which 
ought  to  be  mspilred  by  d  ^atAiai  ^^wa- 
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tion,  that  the  cause  which  I  have  under- 
taken to  plead,  is  suhstantiallj  the  cause 
of  justice  and  truth;  and  that  whatever 
may  he  the  measure  of  success  which  will 
now  attend  it,  it  is  a  cause  which  must 
ultimately  prevail.  We  contend,  my  Lords, 
for  a  great  fundamental  principle.  We 
may  possihly  suffer  a  disappointment ;  hut 
we  shall  not  he  disheartened;  we  may  he 
perplexed,  hut  not  in  despair. 

My  Lords,  I  am  so  deeply  impressed 
with  the  importance  of  the  duty  which  I 
have  to  perform,  and  so  fearful  of  omitting 
any  argument  which  might  be  urged  in 
favour  of  the  measure  which  I  desire  to 
recommend,  that  I  may  perhaps  be  led  to 
trespass  upon  your  Lordships  patience  at 
somewhat  greater  length  than  it  is  my 
wont  to  do.  If  such  should  be  the  case, 
I  must  crave  your  Lordships'  indulgence. 
For  my  own  sake  I  will  study  all  practica- 
ble brevity;  for  it  is  not  without  difficulty 
that  I  now  stand  to  address  your  Lord- 
ships. But  if  I  should  be  forced  to  occupy 
a  larger  portion  of  your  time  than  it  may 
be  convenient  or  agreeable  to  your  Lord- 
ships to  devote  to  me,  I  must  entreat  your 
indulgence,  in  consideration  both  of  the 
great  importance  of  the  subject,  and  of 
the  peculiar  circumstances  under  which  I 
address  you.  For,  my  Lords,  it  is  a  diffi- 
culty of  a  peculiar  kind  which  embarrasses 
me.  I  must  state  it  fairly  and  frankly, 
and  I  hope  so  to  state  it  as  not  to  be  want- 
ing in  the  respect  due  to  your  Lordships, 
nor  so  as  to  give  any  just  cause  of  offence. 
But  the  truth  is,  my  Lords,  that  the  sub- 
ject which  I  have  to  bring  before  you  is 
one  with  which  your  Lordships  are  not  so 
familiar  as  I  could  wish  you  were. 

I  have  to  invite  your  Lordships'  most 
serious  and  earnest  consideration  of  a 
question,  which,  I  fear,  is  far  less  inter- 
esting to  you  than  the  ordinary  topics 
which  engage  your  attention  in  this  House. 
I  have  to  awaken,  if  possible,  a  new  set  of 
thoughts  and  feelings,  and  to  enlist  them 
in  favour  of  a  measure  which  has  none  of 
the  attractions  of  party  interests,  or  politi- 
cal affections.  I  have  to  persuade  you — 
would  I  could  hope  to  succeed  in  the  at- 
tempt! — to  lay  aside  for  a  time  your  every- 
day habits  of  thoughts,  as  relating  merely 
to  the  concerns  of  civil  government ;  and 
to  think  and  act  in  your  character  of  mem- 
bers of  that  great  spiritual  polity,  to  which 
you  are  bound  by  ties  of  duty  as  sacred 
and  as  stringent  as  those  by  which  we, 
who  are  its  ministers,  are  bound;  although 
the  duties  which  you  owe  to  it  be  not  all 


of  them  the  same  in  kind.  But,  my  Lords, 
let  me  not  be  misunderstood.  Do  uot 
imagine  that  I  desire  you  to  put  out  of 
sight,  for  an  instant,  while  legislating  for 
the  Church,  its  relations  to  the  State,  nor 
the  mutual  claims  and  duties  of  the  two. 
On  the  contrary,  it  is  because  I  hold  it  to 
be  essential  to  the  well-being  of  the  State, 
that  the  Church  should  be  enabled  to  dis- 
charge its  own  proper  functions  without 
let  or  hindrance,  and  that  the  one  should 
forbear  from  invading  the  legitimate  pro- 
vince of  the  other,  that  I  now  earnestly 
entreat  your  Lordships  to  direct  your  at- 
tention, more  closely  and  thoughtfully  than 
you  are  commonly  required  to  do,  to  the 
peculiar  nature  of  those  functions — the 
fimctions  which  belong  to  the  Church,  as 
the  keeper  and  teacher  of  God's  truth. 

Before  I  proceed  to  submit  to  your  Lord- 
ships some  reasons  in  favour  of  the  Bill,  I 
wish  to  remove  some  objections  which  may 
possibly  be  made.     It  may  be  said — I  do 
not  suppose  that  it  will — but  it  may,  per- 
haps, be  said,  that  this  Bill  has  had  its 
origin  in  the  feeling  excited  by  a  recent 
judgment  of  the  Judicial  Committee  of  the 
Privy  Council,  in  a  case  too  well  known  to 
make  a  more  particular  description  neces- 
sary. And  undoubtedly,  my  Lords,  it  must 
be  admitted,  that  the  very  great  importance 
of  that  judgment,  and  the  conflict  of  opin- 
ions and  feelings  to  which  it  has  given  rise, 
have  forced  us  to  a  nearer  and  more  critical 
examination  of  the  question  relating  to  a 
court  of  appeal  in  cases  of  false  doctrine, 
and  have  imposed  upon  us  the  duty  of  endea- 
vouring to  devise  some  modification  of  the 
existing  tribunal,  which  might  remove  what 
are  very  generally  considered  to  be  grave 
objections  to  its  present  form.  But  the  ne- 
cessity of  some  change  in  this  department 
of  our  ecclesiastical  jurisprudence  was  felt 
long  before  the  recent  appeal,  at  a  time 
when  the  probability  of  such  an  appeal  was 
not  in  contemplation.    It  is  only  surprising 
that  it  was  not  clearly  perceived  at  the  time 
when  the  Judicial  Committee  was  substi- 
tuted for  the  old  Court  of  Delegates.     But 
no   such  necessity  was   then  alluded  to. 
The  reason  of  which,  I  suppose,  was  this  : 
that  appeals  to  that  court  in  suits  involv- 
ing questions  of  doctrine  had  been  so  ex- 
ceedingly rare — not  more  than   three  or 
four  from  the  first  institution  of  that  court 
— that  the  contingency  of  such  an  appeal 
came  into  no  one's  mind;  and  as  to  all 
other  kinds  of  appeal  in  ecclesiastical  suits, 
the  Judicial  Committee  appears  to  be  an 
unobjectionable  tribunal,  with  one  excep- 
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tion  only,  uamelj,  that  its  members  are 
not  necessarily,  as  they  ought  to  be,  mem- 
bers of  the  Church  of  England. 

In  the  Bill  which  I  had  the  honour  of 
presenting  to  your  Lordships  in  1847,  an 
important  change  was  proposed  in  the 
court  of  ultimate  appeal  in  cases  of  false 
doctrine;  or  rather,  the  substitution  of  an 
entirely  new  court  for  the  Judicial  Com- 
mittee of  Privy  Council :  and  that  propo- 
sition was  assented  to  by  the  Select  Com- 
mittee to  whom  your  Lordships  referred 
the  Bill.  That  Committee  included  all  the 
Peers  who  had  filled  high  legal  offices,  ex- 
cept, I  believe,  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
who  then  filled  with  so  much  honour  to 
himself  and  so  much  advantage  to  the 
country  the  office  of  Chief  Justice  of  the 
Queen's  Bench.  Amongst  them  certainly 
was  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  who  now 
discharges  with  so  much  ability  the  duties 
of  that  high  office.  The  clause  relating  to 
a  new  Court  of  Appeal  was  carefully  con- 
sidered, and  finally  assented  to  by  the 
whole  of  the  Select  Committee.  The  only 
objection  hinted  at,  was  a  doubt  whether 
it  would  be  such  a  court  as  could  work,  for 
want  of  the  necessary  machinery.  It  hav- 
ing been  found  impossible  to  carry  the 
Bill  through  Parliament  that  Session,  it 
was  not  pressed  to  a  second  reading;  but 
the  same  Bill,  as  amended  by  the  Select 
Committee,  was  reintroduced  in  the  Ses- 
sions of  1848,  1849;  and  in  both  years, 
owing  to  various  causes  of  delay,  was  suf- 
fered to  remain  in  suspense.  A  Bill  with 
the  same  object  was  read  a  first  time  early 
in  the  present  Session,  containing  a  clause 
which  provided  for  the  erection  of  a  some- 
what different  Court  of  Appeal.  That 
clause  had  been  framed  in  compliance  with 
the  suggestion  of  some  eminent  persons, 
whose  opinions  were  entitled  to  my  re- 
spect. But  finding  that  many  persons  did 
not  consider  it  to  be  so  satisfactory  as  could 
be  wished,  I  thought  it  my  duty  to  refer 
the  subject  to  my  right  rev.  Brethren,  whom 
the  most  rev.  Primate  at  my  request  called 
together  for  the  purpose  of  considering  it. 

The  result  of  our  deliberation  was,  that 
it  would  be  better  to  look  at  the  question 
of  a  Court  of  Appeal  by  itself,  and  to  make 
it  the  subject  of  a  distinct  and  substantive 
Bill,  seeing  that  the  principle  it  involves  is 
regarded  by  the  clergy  in  general  as  of  so 
great  importance  as  to  throw  into  the 
shade  all  other  measures  for  the  regula- 
tion  of  Church  discipline.  The  question 
was  carefully  and  calmly  considered  by  us 
at  several  meetingSy  attended  by  twenty- 


five  out  of  the  twenty-seven  Bishops  of 
England  and  Wales;  and  the  result  was, 
an  almost  unanimous  agreement  as  to  tho 
propriety  of  introducing  into  your  Lord- 
ships' House  the  Bill  now  before  you.  I 
do  not  say  that  we  were  quite  unanimous, 
or  that  all  of  those  who  agreed  to  the  in- 
troduction of  this  Bill  were  entirely  of  one 
mind  as  to  its  provisions;  but  any  differ- 
ence of  opinion  which  prevailed,  related  ra- 
ther to  the  details  of  the  Bill  than  to  its 
general  'principle;  and  the  very  few  who 
withheld  their  approval  of  its  introduction, 
did  so,  not  so  much  from  any  objection  to 
the  measure  itself,  as  from  a  doubt  as  to 
the  expediency  of  bringing  it  forward, 
without  having  first  ascertained  that  it 
would  have  the  support  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government.  Some  of  my  right  rev. 
Brethren  thought  that  the  Bill  would  re- 
quire, or  admit  of,  some  modification;  and 
if  it  should  be  suffered  to  go  into  Commit- 
tee,  I  shall  be  ready  to  pay  the  most  re- 
spectful attention  to  any  suggestions  for 
that  purpose,  provided  that  they  do  not 
materially  interfere  with  tho  essential  prin- 
ciple of  the  Bill. 

My  Lords,  I  have  said  enough  to  prove 
that  the  proposal  for  modifying  the  exist- 
ing Court  of  Appeal  is  not  the  offspring  of 
recent  excitement,  but  had  its  origin  in  an 
opinion  long  entertained,  that  some  change 
was  absolutely  necessary  in  the  constitu- 
tion of  that  court,  as  a  court  of  ultimate 
appeal  in  cases  of  false  doctrine. 

Another  objection,  which  may  possibly 
be  made  to  this  Bill,  I  deem  it  necessary 
to  meet  by  anticipation,  as  being  one  of  far 
greater  importance;  but,  as  it  appears  to 
me,  not  less  easily  removed  than  the  for- 
mer, namely,  that  it  interferes  with  the 
Royal  Supremacy.  And  yet  I  can  hardly 
think  that  such  an  objection  will  be  se- 
riously urged  against  the  present  Bill, 
when  no  demur  was  made  on  that  ground 
by  those  who  were  most  competent  to  dis- 
cern such  a  fault,  in  the  Bill  of  1847,  the 
provisions  of  which,  as  it  seems  to  me, 
were  far  more  open  to  tho  objection.  If, 
indeed,  my  Lords,  that  objection  could  be 
substantiated,  if  it  could  be  proved  that 
this  Bill  went  to  interfere  with  the  Royal 
Supremacy,  properly  understood,  I  should 
at  once  desist  from  urging  your  Lordships 
to  give  it  a  second  reading. 

My  Lords,  I  am  not  one  of  those  who 
think  that  the  Royal  Supremacy,  in  mat- 
ters ecclesiastical,  is  an  intolerable  burden 
on  the  Church,  in  principle  at  least,  what- 
ever   it  may   be  made  in  ^t«i;sX\^^«    \X 
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was  not  only  acknowledged,  but  gladly 
resorted  to  by  the  early  Churcb.  The 
history  of  the  Councils  abounds  in  ex- 
amples. I  regard  it,  not  as  an  in- 
ovitable  evil,  but  as  a  substantial  good;  a 
protection  against  foreign  domination  and 
spiritual  tyranny,  and  no  unimportant  se- 
eurity  e?en  for  civil  liberty.  It  is  a  pre- 
rogative of  the  Sovereign,  not  resting  on 
the  ground  of  any  recent  or  newfangled 
claim,  but  a  jewel  in  the  ancient  Grown  of 
this  realm,  plucked  from  it  for  a  time  by 
a  foreign  and  intrusive  Power,  and  trans- 
planted to  his  own  tiara;  but  reasserted  to 
its  rightful  owner  by  the  unanimous  deter- 
mination of  the  spirituality  and  temporality 
just  before  the  reformation.  It  is  m  truth 
that  just  and  necessary  prerogative,  which, 
as  our  Articles  express  it,  '*  we  see  to 
have  been  given  always  to  all  godly  princes 
in  Holy  Scriptures  by  God  himself,  that 
they  should  rule  all  estates  and  degrees 
committed  to  their  charge  by  God,  whe- 
ther they  be  ecclesiastical  or  temporal,  and 
restrain  with  the  civil  sword  the  stubborn 
and  evil  doer.'* 

But  this  supremacy  of  jurisdiction,  my 
Itords,  is  to  be  exercised  by  the  Sovereign 
in  things  ecclesiastical,  as  it  is  in  things 
temporal,  by  means  of  duly  constituted 
Courts.  Our  Monarch  is  supreme  Gover- 
nor in  all  spiritual  and  ecclesiastical  things, 
as  in  all  temporal  causes  and  things;  in 
the  latter  by  means  of  judicial  tribunals, 
established  either  by  common  law,  (which 
presupposes  the  universal  consent  of  the 
nation,)  or  by  statute  law,  which  implies 
such  consent  given  through  its  organ  the 
Farliament;  in  the  former,  by  means  of 
Courts  established  either  by  ancient  cus- 
tom in  the  Church,  (which  supposes  an 
original  canonical  authority,)  or  by  the 
Crown,  with  the  assent  of  the  Church's 
Parliament,  its  convocation.  The  Sove- 
l^ign  then  is  supreme  Governor,  in  causes 
spiritual,  under  precisely  the  same  restric- 
tions as  in  causes  temporal. 

Whatever  court,  therefore,  legally  con- 
stituted, is  the  Queen's  Court,  is  a  means 
whereby  Uie  Royal  Supremacy  is  exercised, 
and  cannot  be  said  to  infringe  it.  The 
Church,  indeed,  may  have  some  reason  to 
complain  of  an  ecclesiastical  tribunal,  which 
is  established  without  its  consent  given  in 
convocation ;  but  the  Sovereign  can  have 
none,  on  the  score  of  the  supremacy. 

But  one  great  recommendation  of  this 
present  Bill,  as  compared  with  those  to 
which  I  have  alluded,  is,  that  it  does  not 
go  to  substitute  a  new  Court  for  that  which 


already  exists,  but  only  directs  a  particular 
course  of  proceedings  in  certain  specified 
cases  of  a  very  peculiar  nature,  requiring 
a  peculiar  provision.  I  will  now  proceed, 
my  Lords,  with  all  practicable  brevity,  to 
trace  the  history  of  that  Court,  and  to  show 
how  there  has  been  a  gradual  and  alraosi 
unnoticed  departure  from  what  I  think 
may  properly  be  called  constitutional  prin« 
ciples. 

The  first  Statute  respecting  Appeals,  is 
that  of  24  Hen.  VIII.  o.  12  (1532),  which 
relates  only  to  appeals  in  causes  of  wills, 
matrimony,  divorce,  tithes,  oblations,  and 
offerings.  It  is  deserving  of  observation 
that  this  Statute,  which  refers  in  its  pre- 
amble to  the  prerogative  of  the  Crown» 
as  supreme  in  its  authority  to  render  jus- 
tice in  all  causes,  temporal  or  spiritual, 
expressly  recognises  the  authority  of  that 
part  of  the  body  politic,  called  the  Spirit- 
ualty — as  "  sufficient  and  meet  of  itself, 
to  determine  all  doubts,  when  any  cause  of 
the  law  divine  happens  to  come  in  ques« 
tion,  or  of  spiritual  learning."  It  makes 
appeals  to  the  Archbishop's  Courts  final, 
in  the  causes  to  which  it  relates,  except 
where  the  King  is  concerned,  and  then 
the  appeal  is  directed  to  be  made  to  the 
Upper  House  of  Convocation,  whose  doci? 
sion  is  to  be  conclusive. 

In  the  following  year,  (1533,)  the  Sta- 
tute 25  Hen.  VIII.  c.  19,  was  passed, 
which  enacted,  that  *'  for  lack  of  justice 
nn  any  of  the  Courts  of  the  Archbishops  of 
Hthis  realm,"  an  appeal  should  lie  to  the 
I  King  in  Chancery,  and  that  upon  every 
such  appeal,  the  Crown  should  appoint  de- 
legates to  hear  and  definitively  determine 
the  cause.  Afterwards,  however,  in  virtue 
of  the  prerogative,  the  Crown  was  con- 
sidered to  have  the  power  of  issuing  a  Com- 
mission of  Review,  for  the  purpose  of  re- 
vising the  judgment  of  the  delegates.  This 
statute  determined  the  course  of  appeals 
without  any  reference  to  the  Royal  Supre- 
macy. 

The  Statute  26  Hen.  VIII.  c.  1,  de- 
dared  the  King  to  be  supremo  head  in 
earth  of  the  Church  of  England,  and  gave 
him  authority  to  '*  visit,  repress,  and  cor- 
rect errors,  heresies  and  abuses,  which  by 
any  manner  of  spiritual  authority  might 
lawfully  be  reformed."  This  statute  was 
repealed  in  Queen  Mary's  time,  and  was 
never  revived.  But  the  Statute  1  Eliz. 
c.  1,  gave  a  like  power  to  the  Queen;  and 
it  also  gave  her  what  the  former  statute 
had  not  given  to  the  Crown — the  means  of 
exerouiing  that  power  by  the  High  Conxr 


eo5 


Bbotnifliiiioi 


{ Jois  3 }     {Mamn  of  Soctrim)  Bill.     606 


misMon  Court,  afterwards  made  an  msim- 
moDt  of  great  oppression  and  cmelt  j,  and 
finally  and  desenredly  abolished  bj  the 
16  Gar.  I.  c.  11.  But  inasmuch  as  this 
court  possessed  not  an  appellate  but  an 
originad  jurisdiction,  the  ancient  appellate 
jurisdiction  of  the  Court  of  Delegates  re- 
mained in  force,  haying  been  in  the  first 
instance  established  by  the  Legislature,  in- 
dependently of  the  Royal  supremacy,  and 
before  that  supremacy  bad  been  clothed 
by  the  statute  law  with  any  jurisdiction. 
In  process  of  time  the  Court  of  Delegates 
fell  into  disrepute,  from  caqses  which  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  opposite  (Lord 
Brougham)  had  pointed  out,  when  at  an 
earlier  period  of  the  Session  I  touched 
upon  the  question  of  a  new  court  of  ap- 
peal. The  Statute  of  the  2nd  and  3rd  Wil. 
liam  IV.  c.  92,  abolished  that  court,  and 
directed  appeals  to  be  carried  to  the  King 
in  Council,  and  that  no  commission  of  re- 
view should  in  future  be  granted. 

In  the  following  year  an  Act  was  passed 
constituting  a  Committee  of  the  Privy 
Council,  consisting  of  certain  specified 
Members  of  the  Council,  to  whom  the  King 
might  from  time  to  time,  by  appointment, 
or  his  sign-manual,  add  any  other  two 
Friyy  Councillors,  to  hear  all  appeals  which 
might  be  brought  before  His  Majesty  in 
Council,  and  to  make  a  report,  or  recom- 
mendation thereon  to  His  Majesty  in  Coun- 
cil for  his  decision  thereon. 

It  is  now,  my  Lords,  my  duty,  a  deli- 
cate and  painful  diity,  but  clearly  neces- 
sary to  the  right  performance  of  my  task, 
to  point  out  what  I  consider  to  be  the 
principal  objections  to  the  existing  Court 
ci  Appeal.  It  is  a  painful  and  delicate 
duty,  because  I  speak  in  the  presence  of 
some  of  those  distinguished  persons  who 
are  members  of  that  court,  for  whom  in- 
dividually I  feel  the  sincerest  respect.  No 
rrson  is  more  thoroughly  impressed  than 
am  with  a  conviction,  that  as  Judges,  in 
all  matters  relating  to  the  administration 
of  the  law,  they  perform  their  duty  in  the 
most  admirable  manner.  My  objection  is 
rather  to  the  principle  on  which  that  court 
is  constituted,  than  to  the  mode  in  which 
its  members  discharge  their  judicial  func- 
tions. I  am  bouqd  to  say,  tnat,  as  far  as 
my  own  observation  extends,  and  judging 
from  the  reports  of  others,  there  can  hardly 
be  a  more  satisfactory  tribunal  of  ultimate 
appeal,  in  all  cases  but  those  which  involve 
a  question  of  purely  spiritual  discipline, 
than  the  Judicial  Committee  of  the  rrivy 
ConncU  as  at  present  constituted.    In  iiU 


matters  requiring  judicial  acuteness  and 
calmness,  impartiality  and  firmness,  for 
the  discovery  of  the  truth  of  facts,  and  for 
the  explanation  and  application  of  the  law, 
nothing  more  is  to  be  desired.  It  is  only 
when  questions  of  doctrine  arise,  and 
points  of  faith  are  to  be  determined,  that 
I  object  to  that  tribunal  as  incompetent ; 
it  is  competent  to  decide  all  questions  of 
ecclesiastical  law,  but  not  matters  purely 
spiritual,  involving  questions  of  divine 
truth ;  for  this  office  it  is  not  properly 
qualified,  with  reference  either  to  the 
Church's  original  constitution,  or  to  the 
personal  qualifications  of  the  Judges. 

And  here,  before  I  proceed  to  examine 
that  question,  I  will  venture  to  state  gene- 
rally what,  in  my  opinion,  are  the  objects 
which  the  State  and  the  Church  may  be 
supposed  to  have  in  view,  in  constituting 
ecclesiastical  tribunals.  So  long  as  these 
objects  are  steadily  kept  in  view  by  both 
parties,  there  is  no  ground  of  alarm  for 
either ;  and  I  beg  to  assure  your  Lord- 
ships, that  it  is  with  a  view  to  these  ob- 
jects alone  that  I  now  seek  to  remodel- 
no,  not  to  remodel — ^but  to  give  new  effi- 
ciency to  the  existing  Court  of  Appeal, 
I  apprehend  it  to  be  the  duty  of  the  State 
to  preserve  inviolate  the  original  status  of 
doctrine  and  discipline  agreed  upon  by  the 
Church  and  State  ;  and,  secondly,  to  keep 
all  ecclesiastical  Judges  to  the  terms  of 
that  settlement,  and  within  the  limits  of 
their  lawful  jurisdiction.  On  the  other 
hand,  the  duty  of  the  Church,  I  conceive, 
is  to  preserve  its  doctrine  pure,  and  its  dis- 
cipline inviolate ;  and,  secondly,  to  have 
in  the  last  resort  a  bond  fide  power  of  cor- 
recting errors  in  those  respects  committed 
by  the  civil  tribunal,  and  so  to  avoid  the 
danger  of  a  collision  with  the  State. 

I  know  what  would  be  the  constitutional 
mode  of  carrying  these  purposes  into  ef- 
fect ;  namely,  to  permit  tne  Church  to  deal 
synodically  with  questions  of  heresy  or 
false  doctrine.  But  my  whole  course  of 
argument  proceeds  on  the  assumption  that 
such  permission  is  not  likely  to  be  eon- 
ceded  to  us  at  the  present  moment,  and 
that  the  want  of  that  freedom  makes  the 

5 resent  measure  all  the  more  necessary. 
iu£fer  me,  my  Lords,  to  remind  you  in 
passing,  that  the  Church  of  England  is 
the  only  Church  in  Christendom  which  is 
deprived  of  the  privilege  of  synodical  deli- 
beration. I  do  not  now  intend,  my  Lords, 
to  touch  upon  that  as  a  ground  of  com- 
plaint— ^the  subject  is  too  large  and  too 
)inportant  to  be  discussed  incidentally;  hn^ 
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I  allude  to  it  as  a  strong  reason  for  acced- 
ing to  the  wish  entertained  hj  a  Tory  large 
body  of  Churchmen,  both  lay  and  clerical, 
that  questions  of  false  doctrine,  when  they 
arise,  and  must  of  necessity  be  decided, 
may  be  referred  for  decision  to  the  Bi- 
shops of  the  Church  of  England. 

I  now  proceed  to  state  some  of  the  rea- 
sons why  I  think  that  the  Judicial  Com- 
mittee is  not  altogether  a  competent  tri- 
bunal for  the  determination  of  such  ques- 
tions. In  the  first  place,  the  Judges  are 
exclusively  laymen,  some  of  whom  are  not 
qualified  by  their  previous  studies  and 
habits  of  mind  to  deal  with  purely  spiritual 
questions.  Secondly,  some  of  them,  pos- 
sibly a  majority,  may  not  only  not  be  mem- 
bers of  the  Church  of  England,  but  may 
entertain  opinions  diametrically  opposite  to 
the  Church's  doctrines.  But  I  am  not 
disposed  to  dwell  upon  this  objection,  be- 
cause I  believe  it  will  be  generally  con- 
ceded, that  in  this  respect  a  change  is  ne- 
cessary, and  that  no  tfudges  should  sit  to 
determine  a  question  of  Church  doctrine, 
who  are  not  members  of  the  Church.  Put- 
ting aside  also,  for  the  present,  the  ques- 
tion whether  the  Judicial  Committee  can 
be  considered  as  properly  a  Church  tri- 
bunal, I  proceed  to  speak  of  its  incom- 
petency. I  am  loth  to  use  that  word  ;  but 
I  find  it  difficult  to  employ  any  word  which 
shall  not  be  capable  of  an  offensive  mean- 
ing ;  and  I  must  speak  the  truth  plainly, 
but  with  the  most  perfect  respect  for  the 
individual  members  of  that  court.  I  ob- 
ject, then,  to  that  tribunal  on  the  ground 
that  its  members  are  not  competent  judges 
of  such  spiritual  questions  as  are  likely  to 
be  submitted  to  their  decision.  I  am 
aware  it  may  be  said  that  every  educated 
member  of  the  Church  must  be  considered 
to  have  a  competent  knowledge  of  its  doc- 
trines. I  know  that  this  ought  to  be  the 
case;  but  I  put  it  to  your  Lordships  to  say 
whether  it  be  so  indeed.  There  are,  in- 
deed, some  leading  features  of  the  Church's 
^octrine  so  plain  and  palpable,  that  scarcely 
any  one  of  its  members,  who  has  received 
any  religious  instruction,  can  be  ignorant 
of  them.  But  there  are  many  &;rave  and 
difficult  questions  in  divinity,  depending 
upon  a  right  construction  of  the  Articles, 
which  scarcely  ever  engage  the  attention 
of  the  laity,  especially  of  those  whose  pro- 
fession necessarily  turns  their  minds  to 
other  subjects.  I  can  easily  imagine  a 
case  of  this  sort  brought  before  lay  judges, 
altogether  new  to  them,  and  scarcely  to 
be  understood  without  previous  study  and 


thougiit ;  where  they  might  be  puzzled  to 
understand  the  exact  meaning  of  terms, 
which,  to  persons  conversant  with  such 
matters,  are  the  mere  alphabet  of  theology. 
Is  it  likely  that  they  will  be  able  to  decide 
satisfactorily  such  a  question,  involving, 
perhaps,  in  its  consequences,  the  peace 
and  unity  of  the  Church,  when  all  their 
previous  studies  have  been  in  an  entirely 
different  direction,  and  when  their  minds 
have  not  been  prepared  by  the  habitual 
consideration  of  such  matters,  to  take  an 
exact  and  comprehensive  view  of  the  case 
before  them  in  all  its  bearings  ? 

Your  Lordships  are  well  aware  how 
much  of  the  law  of  the  land  has  been 
formed  by  the  decisions  of  the  Judges. 
Every  decision  of  a  point  of  doctrine  by 
the  Judicial  Committee,  would  form,  as  in 
other  courts  of  final  appeal,  a  precedent. 
Such  precedents  settle  or  modify  the  law; 
and  at  last  become  law  themselves.  And 
thus  a  supreme  court  of  justice  may»  in 
some  sense,  not  only  administer  but  make 
laws.  I  am  well  aware  that  the  Judicial 
Committee  of  the  Privy  Council  has  dis- 
claimed both  the  intention  and  the  power 
of  determining  any  question  of  doctrine, 
properly  so  called.  But  is  it  so  obviously 
impossible  as  to  render  unnecessary  any 
attempt  to  prove  it,  that  they  can  give  any 
decision  upon  a  question  which  turns  upon 
a  point  of  doctrine,  without  affecting  to 
some  extent  the  doctrine  itself,  as  one 
which  is  insisted  upon,  or  not,  by  the 
Church  ?  Take  any  one  case  of  this  kind. 
Suppose  them  called  upon  to  decide  a  ques- 
tion, whether  such  or  such  a  doctrine  is, 
or  is  not,  the  doctrine  of  the  Church  of 
England.  Their  judgment  may  be  to  this 
effect :  It  cannot  be  denied  that  the  doc- 
trine in  question  is  the  doctrine  of  the 
Church  of  England,  but  we  do  not  think  it 
indispensably  necessary  that  a  person  should 
believe  that  doctrine,  in  order  to  the  exer- 
cise of  his  ministry  in  the  Church.  Who 
does  not  see  that  a  succession  of  such  judg- 
ments would  injure  the  character  of  the 
Church  of  England  as  a  teacher  and  main- 
tainer  of  the  truth  ?  Again :  the  Judges 
of  our  courts  of  law,  when  called  upon  to 
decide  new  cases,  decide  upon  certain  fixed 
principles,  perfectly  familiar  to  them,  which 
they  have  only  to  apply  to  the  facts  of  the 
particular  case.  These  decisions  are  looked 
upon  as  faithful  and  true  expositions  of  the 
law,  because  they  proceed  from  those  whose 
thorough  acquaintance  with  the  whole  sys- 
tem of  English  jurisprudence,  both  in 
theory  and  practice,  renders  them  per* 
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fectlj  competent  to  give  them;  and  so  it 
may  be,  tbat  those  who  are  set  to  adminis- 
ter the  law,  do  in  some  cases  make  it.  So 
in  cases  involving  questions  of  doctrine,  the 
Judges,  who  are  ultimately  to  decide  them, 
may  by  degrees  alter  or  modify  the  laws 
ivhich  relate  to  them.  But  then  they  are 
not  versed  in  divinity,  as  the  Judges  of  the 
temporal  courts  are  in  the  common  and 
statute  law,  or  in  the  rules  of  equity. 
There  may  be  some  exceptions  to  this;  in- 
deed I  have  had  the  advantage  of  knowing 
more  than  one  ornament  of  the  judicial 
bench,  who  was  well  read  in  theology. 
But  this  will  not  be  a  case  of  common 
•  occurrence.  On  the  other  hand,  I  think 
it  will  not  be  denied,  that  in  respect  of  the 
knowledge  and  experience  required  for 
eoming  to  a  right  judgment  on  doctrinal 
questions,  the  collective  body  of  the  Eng- 
lish Bishops  would  form  a  competent  and 
trustworthy  tribunal. 

And  this  brings  me  to  a  consideration  of 
the  principle  which  is  embodied  in  the  Bill 
now  under  your  Lordships'  consideration; 
that  the  decision  of  purely  spiritual  ques- 
tions should  be  left  to  spiritual  judges — 
not  merely  ecclesiastical,  but  spiritual 
judges.  I  venture  to  call  this  a  constitu- 
tional principle— one  which  has  been  re- 
cognised in  the  constitution  of  this  Chris- 
tian country  from  the  earliest  period  of  its 
history;  and  as  an  evidence  of  its  sound- 
ness and  expediency,  I  would  remind  your 
Lordships  of  a  dictum  of  that  great  jurist, 
who  is  reckoned,  by  universal  consent,  the 
oracle  of  the  common  law — Lord  Coke. 
His  words  are  these : — 

*<CerUm  it  is,  that  this  kingdom  hath  been 
best  govemed,  and  peace  and  quiet  preserved, 
when  both  parties,  that  is,  when  the  justices  of  the 
temporal  courts,  and  the  ecclesiastical  judges, 
have  kept  themselves  within  their  proper  jurisdic- 
tion, without  encroaching  or  usurping  one  upon 
another :  and  where  such  encroachments  or  usur- 
pations have  been  made,  they  have  been  the  seeds 
of  great  trouble  and  inconvenience.*' 

This,  indeed,  is  said  of  the  distinct  juris- 
diction of  the  temporal  courts,  and  of  the 
ecclesiastical,  commonly  so  caUed;  but  the 

Srinciple  applies  to  the  non-interference  of 
ij  judges  in  matters  purely  spiritual. 
Your  Lordships  may  perhaps  smile,  if  in 
illustration  of  this  I  go  back  to  the  times 
of  our  Saxon  ancestors;  but  I  wish  to  trace 
up  the  distinction  to  the  fountain-head  of 
oar  laws;  and,  indeed,  I  shall  have  to  go 
much  further  back  before  I  have  done.  In 
those  times,  as  is  well  known,  the  bishop 
of  the  diocese,  and  the  alderman,  or  sheriff, 
of  the  county,  sat  together  in  the  count; 
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court.  The  opinion  of  one  prevailed  in 
spiritual  causes,  of  the  other  in  temporal. 
The  laws  of  King  Edgar  say,  *'  Geleber- 
rimo  huic  conventui  JSpiscopus  et  Alder" 
mannus  intersunto,  quorum  alter  jura 
divina,  alter  humana  populum  edoceto.*' 
And  so  it  continued  till  the  introduction  of 
Norman  laws  and  customs.  The  statute 
of  Articuli  Cleri  was  not  merely  an  en- 
acting statute,  but,  as  Lord  Coke  says,  de- 
claratory of  the  common  law  and  custom 
of  the  realm.  The  1 3th  chapter  runs 
thus : — 

"  Also  it  is  desired  that  spiritual  persons,  whom 
our  Lord  the  King  doth  present  unto  benefices  in 
the  Church,  if  the  bishop  will  not  admit  them, 
(either  for  lack  of  learning,  or  for  other  reasonable 
cause,)  may  not  be  under  the  examination  of  lay 
persons,  but  that  they  may  sue  to  an  ecclesiastical 
judge,  to  whom  it  of  right  belongs,  for  the  obtain- 
ing of  such  a  remedy  as  may  be  just." 

The  answer  \\ 


**  Of  the  fitness  of  a  person  presented  to  a  bene- 
fice, the  examination  belongs  to  the  ecclesiastical 
judge.  So  it  hath  been  heretofore  used,  and  shall 
be  so  in  future." 

It  is  said  by  Lord  Coke,  that  "  if  the 
cause  of  refused  to  institute  be  spiritual, 
the  Court"  (in  the  case  of  a  writ  of  Quare 
Impedit)  '*  shall  write  to  the  Metropolitan 
to  certify  thereof."    In  Specot's  case,  the 
Court  of  King's  Bench  admitted  that  "  it 
doth  not  appertain  to  the  Bang's  Court  to 
determine  schisms  or  heresies;   and  that 
where  the  original  cause  of  the  suit  is 
matter  whereof  the  King's  Court  hath  cog- 
nisance, the  King's  Court  is  to  consdt 
with  Divines,  to  know  whether  it  be  schism 
or  not."    Blackstone  says,  **  If  the  cause 
of  refusal  to  institute  be  of  a  spiritual  na- 
ture»  as  heresy,  particularly  alleged,  the 
fact,  if  denied,  shall  be  tried  by  a  jury; 
and  if  the  fact  be  admitted,  or  found,  the 
Court,   upon  consultation  and  advice  of 
learned    Divines,   shall   decide   its    suffi- 
ciency."    Now,  this  is  very  nearly  the  ar- 
rangement which  I  desire  to  see  estab- 
lished with  respect  to  spiritual  causes  which 
come  before  the  Judicial  Committee.     No 
persons  can  be  better  judges  of  the  facts 
of  a  case  than  the  learned  and  able  mem- 
bers of  that  court;  and  it  would  be  for  them 
to  inquire  and  determine  as  to  the  fact  of 
A.  B.'s  having  taught  certain  doctrines, 
alleged  to  have  been  taught  by  him;  and 
if  he  had,  then  to  consult  uie  Bishops 
whether  those  doctrines  be  heretical  or 
not. 

The  Beformatio  Legum,  the  recommen- 
dations of  which,  if  King  Edward  VI.  had 
lived  a  little  longer,  would  probably  have 
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become  lavr,  provided,  that  where  any 
cause  of  heresy  should  devolve  to  the 
Crown,  it  should  be  settled,  if  a  grave 
cause,  by  a  Provincial  Cooncil,  or  by 
three  or  four  Bishops  appointed  by  the 
Crown. 

I  have  already  directed  your  Lordships* 
attention  to  the  fact,  that  the  first  Statute 
of  Appeals  expressly  declares  "  that  part 
of  the  body  politic,  called  the  Spiritualty, 
to  be  sufficient  and  meet  of  itself  to  deter- 
mine all  doubts  when  any  cause  of  the  law 
divine  happens  to  come  in  question,  or  of 
spiritual  learning."    And  when  power  Was 

E'ven  to  the  King  to  hear  appeals  by  the 
elegates,  1  conceive  it  never  to  have  been 
contemplated,  that  those  Delegates  should 
be  other  than  ecclesiastics,  or  the  Judges 
of  ecclesiastical  courts;  and  your  Lord- 
ships will  bear  in  mind,  that  down  to  the 
reign  of  Henry  VIII.  the  Judges  of  these 
t^ourts  were  mostly  clergymen;  and  if  not 
clergymen,  they  were  the  substitutes  and 
representatives  of  the  bishops,  or  of  other 
spiritual  persons.  It  is  by  no  means  un- 
important to  remark,  that  during  the 
reigns  of  Henry  VIII.  and  Elizabeth, 
there  is  no  trace  of  any  of  the  nobility,  or 
common  law  Judges,  in  any  commission 
of  delegates,  nor  afterwards  in  one  com- 
mission out  of  forty,  till  the  time  of  the 
Great  Rebellion.  In  the  celebrated  case 
of  Whiston,  Queen  Anne,  in  answer  to  a 
petition  respecting  the  authority  of  Con- 
vocation to  deal  with  charges  of  false  doc- 
trine, declared  it  to  be  the  opinion  of  eight 
out  of  the  twelve  Judges,  and  of  the  At- 
torney and  Solicitor  General,  that  *'  a  ju- 
risdiction in  matters  of  heresy,  and  con- 
demnation of  heretics,  is  proper  to  be  ex- 
ercised in  Convocation." 

Having  thus,  my  Lords,  traced  the  prin- 
ciple of  entrusting  the  decision  of  spiritual 
questions  to  spiritual  persons,  through  the 
history  of  the  Englisn  law,  I  must  now 
call  your  Lordships'  attention  to  the  prac- 
tice of  the  early  Church.  I  have  already 
said  that  it  willingly  recognised  the  prin- 
ciple of  regal  supremacy,  and  had  recourse 
to  it  for  protection  and  support  in  the  dis- 
charge of  its  spiritual  functions.  The  Em- 
perors not  only  summoned  General  Coun- 
cils, but  sometimes  presided  over  them, 
either  in  person  or  by  their  legates;  not 
for  the  purpose,  at  least  not  for  the  avowed 
purpose,  of  overawing  their  decisions,  but 
simply  to  take  care  that  all  their  proceed- 
ings should  bo  regulated  according  to  the 
canons  of  the  Church,  and  that  there 
should  b0  no  extravasation  beyond  t)i9  line 


which  those  canons  had  marked  out  as 
that  within  [which  the  Church  was  to  ex- 
ercise its  proper  jurisdiction.  De  Marca, 
in  his  well-known  Treatise  De  Concordia 
Sacerdotii  et  Imperii,  cites,  as  an  instance 
of  this,  the  proceedings  of  the  Emperor 
Theodosiua  with  respect  to  the  Council  of 
Ephesus.  Speaking  of  the  Roman  Em- 
perors,  who  claimed  the  right  of  hearing 
and  determining  appeals  from  ecclesiasticfd 
tribunals,  he  says — 

'*  Eximuk  auotoritate  potiti  snnt  Impentores 
Romani  in  rebus  et  judioiit  eoclesiaaticis.  Sed 
nullum,  ut  existimo,  proferri  potest  exemplum 
judicii  canonici,  ab  uno  episcopo  redditi,  de  quo 
statim  recta  via  querela  delata  est  ad  Principem. 
nii  judices  ecclosiasticos  dabant ;  nunquam  autem 
de  re  oanonica  oognitionem  Busoipiebant,  sed  do 
ordine  jndioiorum." 

Van  Espen,  the  most  celebrated  of  mo^ 

dem  Canonists,  says — 

"  Indubltatum,  examen  ao  decisionem  fidei  E<v 
clesiffi,  ejusque  ministris,  non  autem  Prinoipibof 
laicis  a  Deo  concreditunu  Neo  id  unquatn  Prln- 
oipes  Catbolici  sibi  attribuerunt,  sed  ipsos  Ponti- 
fices,  et  Episcopos,  et  Ecclesiso  Pastores,  judices 
dootrinss  nunquam  non  cognoverunt.'* 

And  again — 

"  Aliud  onim  longe  est,  Principem  se  interpo- 
nere  promulgation!  novss  legis  per  suas  provincUs, 
ejusque  execution! :  et  aliud.  Telle  judicara  do 
ipsis  articulis  et  dogmatibus,  sive  quid  de  ftde 
oredendum,  vel  non  oredendum,  d^nire — nun- 
quam enim  a  Principis  officio  alienum  esse  existi- 
matum  est,  externum  illud  jus  quod  consistit  in 
imperando,  cogendo,  promuigando,  paoem,  costo* 
diendo." 

This  is  the  principle  which  regulated 
the  exercise  of  the  imperial  or  royal  su- 
premacy in  the  Appellaiio  tanquam  ab 
ahusu,  of  which  so  much  was  written  by 
the  French  lawyers  and  divines,  and  which 
is  still  a  subject  of  discussion — the  Appet 
comme  d'ahus.  The  interference  of  the 
8upi*eme  civil  power  is  limited,  according 
to  M.  Laine,  as  quoted  by  M.  Dupin,  in 
his  Manuel  du  Droit  EccUsitutique,  to-^ 

1.  Excess  of  power  in  spiritual  matters; 

2.  Violation  of  the  laws  and  regulations  of 
the  kingdom  and  of  the  rights  of  citizens; 
and,  3.  Outrage  or  violence  in  the  exer* 
cise  of  ecclesiastical  functions.  But  no 
right  of  interference  has  ever  been  claimed 
in  the  determination  of  purely  spiritual 
questions.  This  question  was  agitated  in 
the  well-known  contest  for  the  liberties  of 
the  Gallican  Church,  in  which  the  cele« 
hrated  Bossuet  bore  so  conspicuous  a  part. 
But  long  before  his  time  the  authority  of 
hish6ps  in  deciding  questions  of  faith,  in- 
dependently of  the  Pope  and,  d  fortiori, 
of  the  Prince,  had  been  strenuously  as- 
serted by  the  Doctors  of  the  Sorbonne,  as 
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betoDging  to  tho  episcopal  office  b;  dn'tab  I  diffioultj,  obviously,  in  ascertaining  what  it 

iDslituUon.     One  of  thoir  moBt  celabratei) 

writers,     Fetms    Alliacensia,    aflerivarda 

Arciibiabop  of  Cambrai  and  a  Cardiaal,  in  j  (oreien  Itiws: 

a  treatise  addresacJ,  in  the  name  of  the   "'  ***  "'  " 

Faculty  of  tbe  Sorbonne,  to  Pope  Clement 

VII.,  asserted,  that  to  exclude  bishops  '  man;  oFvitnMMeprwtioiillr 
frum  tbe  examination  and  deciaioa  of  mnU  ]  lubject.  Tba  prinoiirfe  aad  ' 
tera  of  faith,  vaa  contra  jut  turn  divinuin. 
qvvm  Aumanum.  This  principle  is  still 
acknowledged  in  the  ecclesiastical  law  ol 
Franco;  for,  though  the  Appet  commt 
d'abut  is  still  admitted,  it  is  only  in  mat- 
ters which  afiect  the  rights  and  liberties  ol 
the  subjects,  not  in  question!  of  faith. 

I  now  proceed,  my  Lords,  to  adduce  ,  "  i       , 

"    farour  of  the  Bill,  from    carry  infinitoly  greater  weight  than  any 


ir  ODurts  do  not  tako  judici&l  notice  of  Ktf 
nd,  whfla  >  qucitioD  offcreiga  law 
1  Chsncerj  or  before  ttw  oammoD 
dealt  with  as  a  quMtion  of  •oianoa, 
b«  prored — Ukt  mattan  o(  titot — bj  tb«  t«>tU 

r     j,_ii LTai^uit  with  the 

»  of  proof  ii  ai- 
ictlj  ths  nine,  wbotber  the  question  be  ooe  <tC 
ehemlatry,  or  of  mechanioa,  or  of  Freooh  l«w. 
None  of  our  courts  have  jarisdiotion  to  direct  aaf 
mode  of  trial  beftrea  foielgn  ODurt;  but  the  evt- 
dpiice  on  which  tbaj  prooecd  i*  tho  swam  opiuiotit 
onilljr  delivered,  of  a  penoa  leutked  and  eipari- 
enoed  in  the  fiireijii  law." 
I  will  here  read  to  your  Lordships  the  opin- 
of  learned  Judges,  whose  names  will 


r  courts  of  law.     I 


statements  of 


The  first  is  from  th«t 


aware  tbot  tho  analogy  is  not  perfect ;  that  '  loomed    and  eiEoellent    person,    whom   I 
■■   ■  ■        .  .      .     iliave  already  mentioned  in  terms — 1  was 

going  to  say  of  commendation,  but  I  feol 
that  it  would  be  presumptuous  to  uso  terms 
of  commendation  respecting  him ;  most 
gladly  do  I  pay  the  tribute  of  my  deep  and 
unfeigned  respect  to  the  late  Lord  Chief 
Justice  of  the  Queen's  Bench.  In  the  Ba- 
ron de  Bode 'a  case,  Lord  Denman  s^^ 


it  does  not  extend  to  that  provision 
present  Bill,  which  makes  the  opii 
tho  Bishops  compulsory  upon  the  Court  of 
Appeal;  but  still  it  justifies,  I  think,  the 
essential  principle  of  the  Bill,  which  is, 
that  the  court  shall  take  for  its  guide  the 
judgment  of  competent  persons.  Tour 
Lordships  are  aware  that  it  Is  a  maxim  in 
our  courts  of  law,  that  cut^us  tn  ma  arte 
credendum  tit;  in  pursuance  of  which, 
when  any  matter  comes  before  a  court 
which  it  is  not  competent,  for  want  of 
knowledge,  to  decide,  it  refers  for  advice 
and  guidance  to  those  who  ore.  I  will 
read  to  your  Lordships  a  brief  statement 
relating  to  the  Court  of  Chancery,  fur- 
nished me  hy  a  learned  friend  who  prac- 
tises in  that  court ; — 

"  When  a  dlspateil  queiUon  of  eaamoo  Uw 
■rises  in  (he  eourse  of  a  Cluinoer<r  suit,  and  in  as- 
eftmrj  to  be  detortnined  before  the  luit  caa  be 
flDallf  dispoBDd  of,  it  ii  the  practice  of  tho  Court 
of  CluuicerT  cither  to  direct  tbe  psrtiea  to  try  the 
quedion  in  an  action  to  be  brought  by  one  of 
them  ifsinst  the  other  for  that  purxK»e  in  a  aom- 
uioB  law  eoart,  or  to  <H^er  a  ipcoi^  cue  to  be 
sCaUd  and  sent  to  a  cammon  law  court,  for  the 
purpose  of  obtaiuing  the  opinion  of  that  court 
apon  >ueh  queitjon.  Id  the  former  esse,  tho  re- 
sult of  an  action  bindi  the  pnrties,  and  is  soted  on 
as  oonaliuiTe  b;  the  Court  of  Chsnoerj ;  but  the 
Lord  Cbancellor  is  not  bound  to  act  on  tbo  opin- 
ion Oerti&cd  bf  the  Judges  in  answer  to  a  tpoaial 
cBie,  but  may,  and  often  does,  >«nd  a  second  case. 
Stating  tbe  -same  question,  to  a  second  court  of 
law  t  and  «vsn  a  third  case  to  a  third  coui-t.  It 
is  (me  that  in  (heorj  a  Juilge  in  Chancaty  might 
refuse  to  act  upon  an;  of  theiia  opinions,  but, 
praoticailr,  the  certificate  of  one  or  more  of  the 
common  law  court  s^nceording  as  the  ease  ma; 
hsre  be»n  sent  to  one  or  more— 4s  adopted  and 
acted  upon  bj  the  Judge  in  Chaneerj,  and  is  made 
tlw  foundation  of  tbe  decree,  as  ikr  as  relates  to 
tbo  legal  question." 
)Vith  regard  to  foreign  law  there  was  more 


"  There  is  >  general  rule,  that  tho  opfntons  sT 
pers(»ii  of  science  must  be  reoeived  as  to  tho  facts 
of  their  ooienco.  That  rule  applies  to  the  evidenn 
of  legal  men ;  and  I  think  it  is  not  oonflned  to  ati- 
writteo  law,  but  extends  alio  to  the  written  Isws 
which  such  men  are  bound  to  know.  Property 
speaking,  tbe  nature  of  sucb  eTldenoe  Is  not  to' 
set  forth  tbe  contents  of  the  written  Law,  but  its 
effects,  and  the  state  of  law  resulting  fivm  it. 
Tlie  mere  contents,  indeed,  might  often  mislead 
poraoDs  not  familiar  with  the  particular  system  of 
low  1  the  witness  is  called  upon  to  state  what  law 
does  result  from  tho  instrument." 
Mr.  Justice  Coleridge,  in  the  same  cose,. 

"What  in  truth,  is  it  that  w«  ask  the  witoessT 
Not  to  tell  us  whnt  the  written  law  ststes,  but, 
gencroUj,  what  the  Isw  is.  The  question  M  OS 
is,  not  what  the  langnsge  of  tbe  written  law  Is^ 
but  what  the  law  is  altogeUier,  ss  shown  bf  ex- 
position, interpretation,  and  adjudication, " 

III  tho  cose  of  the  Ducby  of  firentdt 
Lord  LaDgdala  expressed  hii  opinion 
thus  : — 

"  With  foreign  laws  a 
bo  familiar ;  there  are  m  . 
tatallf  igDonrnt ;  there  is,  in  everr  ease  of  ftmlgti 
law,  nn  abtcnco  of  all  the  secumaUted  knowMn 
and  rcadj  associations  which  assist  him  (n  too 
coDsideralion  of  that  which  Is  the  Eu^ish  law, 
and  of  the  manner  in  which  it  ought  to  be  applied. 
in  a  given  state  of  circumstances  to  which  it  Is 
applicable.  lie  is  not  onW  without  ths  ususl  and 
accesB.nr]'  assistance  sffbrded  by  the  aceumutsted 
knoB'lt^dge  and  able  suggestions  contained  in  ths 
srguoienls  which  srs  ^Iressed  to  him,  but  be  is 
oonstaatljr  liable  to  be  misled  b;  the  erroneous 
suggestions  of  analogies  whiuh  arise  in  his  own 
X2 
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mind,  and  are  pressed  npon  him  on  all  sides. 
These  difficulties  are  obvious  enough,  even  in 
oases  in  which  he  may  have  before  him  the  very 
words  of  that  which  has  proved  to  have  been  the 
law  applicable  to  the  event  in  question.    Even  if 
we  suppose  it  to  be  proved  that  the  law  has  not 
been  legislatively  repealed  or  varied,  and  has  not 
fiJlen  into  disuse,  and  that  the  words  have  been 
accurately  translated,  still  the  words  require  due 
eonstruction ;  and  the  construction  depends  on 
the  meaning  of  words  to  be  considered  with  refer- 
ence to  other  words  not  contained  in  the  mere 
text  of  the  law,  and  also  with  reference  to  the 
subject  matter,  which  is  not  insulated  from  all 
others.    The  oonstruction  may  have  been,  pro- 
bably has  been,  the  subject  of  judicial  decision  ; 
instond  of  one  decision,  there  may  have  been  a 
long  succession  of  decisions,  varying  more  or  less 
from  each  other,  and  ultimately  ending  in  that 
which  alone  ought  to  be  applied  in  the  particular 
ease.    The  dif£mlty  which  arises  under  such  oir- 
oumstances  is  obviously  very  great;   but  it  is 
vastly  increased  when  the  law  itself,  or  the  form 
or  oollocation  of  words  in  which  the  law  is  ex- 
pressed, has  never  been  authoritatively  expounded, 
but  is  to  be  discovered  from  decisions  or  usages, 
or  from  the  opinions  of  unauthorised  writers, 
who  may  have  written  much  that  is  acknowledged 
to  be  existing  law,  and  also,  in  the  same  books, 
much  which  is  contrary  to  existing  law.     The 
decisions  were  subject  to  be,  and  may  have  been, 
altered  by  subsequent  decisions,  and  the  precise 
application  of  them  to  the  case  in  question  may 
only  be  ascertainable  by  means  of  an  accurate 
historical  and  legal  deduction  from  all  that  has 
passed  in  the  coi^ts  on  the  subject ;  and  a  Judge 
who  seeks  information  as  to  a  foreign  law,  has 
not,  in  himself,  the  means  of  distinguishing  the 
correct  from  the  incorrect  proposition  of  a  text 
writer.    Whoever  has  considered  the  nature  of 
the  difficulties  which  frequently  arise  in  our  own 
Courts  in  the  investigation  of  English  law,  appU- 
eable  to  particular  cases,  and  the  mode  of  reason- 
ing and  investigation  by  which  it  is  endeavoured 
to  surmount  those  difficulties,  will  perceive  what 
presumption  it  would  often,  nay,  generally  be,  in 
an  English  Judge  to  attempt  to  apply  the  same 
process  to  the  investigation  of  a  foreign  law,  and 
the  consideration  of  its  proper  application  to  par- 
ticular oases.     The  rule  of  English  law,  that  no 
knowledge  of  foreign  law  is  to  be  imputed  to  an 
English  Judge  sitting  in  a  Court  of  only  English 
jurisdiction,  is  undoubtedly  well  founded  ;  and  as 
eases  arise  in  which  the  rights  of  parties  litigating 
in  English  Courts  cannot  be  determined  without 
ascertaining,  to  some  extent,  what  is  the  foreign 
law  applicable  in  such  cases,  the  foreign  law  and 
its  application,  like  any  other  results  of  know- 
ledge and  experience  in  matters  of  which  no 
knowledge  is  imputed  to  the  Judge,  must  be 
proved,  as  fiu^ts  are  proved,  by  appropriate  evi- 
dence, %x.  by  properly  qualified  witnesses,  or  by 
witnesses  who  can  state,  from  their  own  know- 
ledge and  experience,  gained  by  study  and  prac- 
tice, not  only  what  are  the  words  in  which  the 
law  is  expressed,  but,  also,  what  is  the  proper 
interpretation  of  those  words,  and  the  legal  mean- 
ing and  effect  of  them  as  applied  to  the  case  in 
question." 

I  may  refer  also  to  the  practice  of  the 
High  Court  of  Admiralty.  When  any 
guestion  comes  before  it,  which  is  to  be 


decided  according  to  the  rules  of  nautical 
science,  the  Judge  of  that  Court  calls  to 
his  assistance  some  of  the  Elder  Brethren 
of  the  Trinity  House,  and  by  their  opinion 
he  is  invariably  guided  in  his  decision. 

I  have  not  yet  quite  done  with  the  argu- 
ment from  analogy.  From  our  own  courts 
of  law  I  would  now  direct  your  Lordships* 
attention  to  the  practice  of  other  churches. 
In  the  Established  Church  of  Scotland, 
the  final  decision  of  all  questions  relatbg 
to  false  doctrine  rests  with  the  Church 
Courts.  True,  they  consist  of  lay  eldem 
as  well  as  ministers  ;  but  they  are  strictly 
Church  Courts  according  to  the  constitu- 
tion of  the  Scottish  Kirk,  for  the  lay 
elders  are  office-bearers  in  the  Kirk.  The 
decision  of  spiritual  questions  is  left  en- 
tirely to  those  courts  which  the  Church 
considers  to  be  competent  to  decide  them. 
In  the  churches  of  Prussia  such  frequent 
changes  haye  been  made,  and  not  only,  I 
am  sorry  to  say,  in  external  regulations 
and  questions  of  discipline,  but  as  to  the 
profession  of  vital  and  essential  doctrines, 
that  it  is  not  easy  to  say  what  the  present 
state  of  those  churches  really  is.  But, 
according  to  the  projected  constitution  of 
1850,  a  question  of  false  doctrine,  taught 
by  a  minister  of  the  Evangelical  Church, 
is  to  be  decided  by  the  Church  itself,  re- 
presented by  a  General  Assembly,  a  mixed 
assembly  of  clergy  and  laity.  With  regard 
to  the  Roman  Catholic  Church,  subsisting 
in  Silesia,  and  the  Rhenish  provinces  of 
Prussia,  there  is  no  interference  whatever 
in  questions  of  false  doctrine,  on  the  part 
of  the  Government,  but  they  are  left  to 
the  authorities  of  the  Church,  even  in  the 
case  of  professors  in  the  universities. 

I  have  now,  my  Lords,  in  the  last  place, 
to  notice,  very  briefly,  some  of  the  objec- 
tions which  have  been  made  to  this  Bill, 
partly  in  the  public  papers,  and  partly  in 
petitions  against  it.  And  I  must  say  that 
if  no  weightier  arguments  can  be  adduced 
against  it  than  those  which  have  been 
hitherto  urged,  I  do  not  think  that  I  have 
much  to  fear.  One  objection  is,  that  the 
Bill  proposes  to  constitute  a  new  legisla- 
tive body,  having  power  to  framq  new  doc- 
trines. It  is  enough  to  say,  in  answer  to 
this  objection,  that  no  power  will  be  pos- 
sessed by  the  new  court,  which  is  not  pos- 
sessed by  the  present.  Supposing  that  it 
was  in  contemplation  to  invest  any  persons 
with  the  power,  not  simply  of  determining 
of  any  particular  opinion,  whether  it  be 
consistent  with  the  Church's  doctrine, 
(which  is  all  that  the  Court  of  Appeal  will 
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have  to  determine,)  but  of  framing  new 
doctrines ;  surely  the  Bishops  would  be 
more  competent  to  exercise  that  power 
than  the  court  as  at  present  constituted. 

Another  objection  is»  that  the  lutj  are 
to  be  excluded.  Now  one  peculiar  merit 
of  the  Bill  is,  that  it  retains  the  laity  in 
the  exercise  of  their  proper  and  legitimate 
functions.  It  will  not  displace  the  Mem- 
bers of  the  Judicial  Committee  from  their 
office,  as  judges  of  fact,  judges  of  the  law, 
and  of  the  rules  of  justice;  but  they  will 
have  to  take  their  measure  of  true  or  false 
doctrine  from  those  who,  I  am  bold  to 
say,  are  more  competent  than  themselves 
to  judge  of  such  questions.  I  am  most 
anxious,  my  Lords,  that  the  laity  should 
know  and  exorcise  their  priyileges  as  mem- 
bers of  the  Church.  By  the  fundamental 
principles  of  the  Church  of  England  all  its 
different  members,  laity  as  well  as  clergy, 
have  certain  rights,  and  certain  duties, 
upon  the  faithful  discharge  of  which  the 
safety  and  efficiency  of  the  Church  itself 
depend.  There  are  common  duties  to  be 
performed  by  all;  but  there  are  also  par- 
ticular duties  to  be  performed  by  particular 
members,  and  they  are  not  to  interfere  with 
one  another. 

I  am  clearly  of  opinion  that  no  judicial 
tribunal  is  likely  to  be  properly  conducted, 
which  is  not  presided  over  by  a  lawyer. 
There  is  a  peculiar  habit  of  mind  formed 
in  lawyers  by  study  and  long  practice. 
When  I  was  a  younger  man  I  used  to  fancy 
myself  a  tolerably  good  ecclesiastical  law- 
yer; but  when  I  grew  older,  I  learned  to 
recognise  that  peculiar  habit  of  observa- 
tion and  thought,  a  sort  of  idiosyncrasy  of 
legal  minds,  the  result  of  long  training  and 
practice,  which  enables  a  lawyer  to  detect 
a  flaw  in  argument,  and  to  see  at  once  the 
real  strength  or  weakness  of  a  case,  and 
to  apply  to  it  the  rules  of  law.  I  would 
have  them  employ  that  peculiar  power  of 
mind,  in  ecclesiastical  causes,  upon  any 
legal  question  incident  thereto;  but  I  do 
not  consider  that  it  qualifies  them  to  de- 
cide any  point  of  religious  doctrine. 

A  third  objection  is  of  a  rather  singular 
character;  the  possibility  of  heterodoxy 
amongst  the  bishops.  Now  this  may  be  a 
very  good  reason  for  requiring  some  change 
in  the  mode  of  appointing  bishops;  but  not 
for  depriving  them  of  their  legitimate  ju- 
risdiction and  inherent  rights,  when  they 
have  been  appointed  to  their  office. 

A  fourth  objection  is,  that  the  Bill  will 
g^ve  to  a  majority  of  the  bishops  the  power 
of  determining  tlie  fitness  of  any  man  to 


hold  office  in  the  Church.  If  this  objec- 
tion has  any  weight,  it  applies  much  more 
strongly  to  the  power,  which  a  single  bishop 
possesses,  of  preventing  any  person  from 
entering  into  the  sacred  ministry  of  the 
Church,  by  refusing  him  ordination — a 
power  which,  I  am  persuaded,  no  man 
thinks  of  questioning.  Besides,  my  Lords^ 
as  this  power  must  reside  somewhere,  it 
is  surely  much  better,  if  we  look  to  the 
competency  of  the  judges,  that  it  should 
be  entrusted  to  fourteen  or  fifteen  bishopsy 
than  to  six  or  seven  lawyers. 

A  difference  of  opinion  amongst  the 
bishops  on  a  point  of  doctrine  would  un- 
doubtedly present  a  difficulty;  but  this  is 
equally  true  with*  respect  to  convocation, 
or  a  council;  and  whatever  the  difficulty 
may  be,  we  must  look  it  boldly  in  the  face. 
The  Bill  may  possibly  be  modified  in  Com- 
mittee so  as  to  obviate  that  difficulty;  but 
at  all  events  it  is  not  to  be  put  in  compe- 
tition with  the  important  principle  involved 
in  the  Bill. 

The  last  objection  which  I  think  it  ne- 
cessary to  notice,  is  one  which  has  been 
urged  in  a  public  print  of  great  influence, 
namely,  that  it  may  be  doubted,  how  far 
such  an  assembly  of  bishops  as  the  Bill 
proposes,  can  be  taken  to  represent  the 
authority  of  the  Church.  My  Lords,  it 
certainly  would  not  represent  that  autho- 
rity. According  to  the  constitution  of  the 
Church,  no  person,  nor  any  body  of  per- 
sons, can  be  held  to  possess,  or  represent 
its  authority,  except  its  legal  representa- 
tives in  convocation  assembled.  The 
meeting  of  bishops,  contemplated  in  this 
Bill,  would  not  be  a  synod  of  the  Church, 
nor  would  it  have  the  authority  of  the 
Church. 

My  Lords,  I  will  no  longer  trespass 
upon  your  indulgence.  I  have  already 
done  so  at  greater  length  than  I  wished; 
but  on  a  subject  with  which  your  Lord- 
ships could  not  be  expected  to  be  familiar, 
I  have  thought  it  necessary  to  explain  my 
views  more  in  detail  than  would  be  neces- 
sary on  ordinary  occasions.  I  now  leave 
the  matter  in  your  Lordships'  hands.  It 
remains  for  you  to  decide  a  question  of 
supreme  importance  to  the  Church,  with 
whom  is  to  rest,  at  least  for  some  consid- 
erable time  to  come,  the  final  adjudication 
of  any  doubt  which  may  arise,  and  must 
be  solved,  whether  a  doctrine,  alleged  to 
be  at  variance  with  the  teaching  of  the 
Church  of  England,  be  really  so,  or  not. 
Putting  aside  for  a  moment  the  inquiry, 
who  ought  to  be  the  ^ud^%  ^i  ns^^^'o^a^ 


%19      '*  AppeaU  to  ih§  Pfiv}/ 


ter»  aceordiDg  to  the  first  principles  of 
ehureh  govemment,  the  practice  of  the 
early  ehitroh,  and  the  theory  of  our  oini, 
I  would  humbly  ask.  Who  are  most  likely 
to  bring  to  its  examination  the  qualifica- 
tions necessary  to  insure  a  right  decision; 
a  number  of  lay  judges,  whose  studies  and 
thoughts  have  taken  a  direction  altogether 
away  from  the  subject-matter  to  be  decided; 
whose  minds  have  been  engrossed  by  pur- 
suits and  inquiries  of  an  entirely  different 
Bature;  or  the  collective  episcopate  of  Eng- 
land, consisting  of  men,  who  must  be  sup- 
posed to  hare  been  trained  up  from  their 
early  years  in  the  study  of  theology,  espe- 
eially  of  those  branches  which  relate  to  the 
distinctive  doctrines  of  their  own  church; 
men,  to  whom  the  consideration  of  such 
questions  must,  from  the  nature  of  their 
ordinary  duties,  be  almost  of  every-day 
ecourrence;  who  are  more  likely  than  any 
other  persons  to  have  looked  at  the  doc- 
trine submitted  to  them  in  every  point  of 
yiew,  and  to  have  qualified  themselves  to 
pronounce  a  just  and  well-grounded  opinion, 
as  to  its  accordance  with  the  Church's 
standards  of  truth  ? 

But,  my  Lords,  I  would  not  bo  under* 
stood  to  rest  my  ease  entirely  upon  the 
probabilities  of  superior  fitness  in  point  of 
theological  learning.  I  rest  it,  also,  and 
in  the  first  place,  on  the  inherent  and  in- 
defeasible right  of  the  Church  to  teach 
and  maintain  the  truth  by  means  of  her 
spiritual  pastors  and  rulers;  a  right  inhe- 
rent in  her  original  constitution,  and  ex- 
pressly granted  to  her  by  her  Divine  Head, 
in  the  terms  of  the  apostolical  commission. 
On  this  point  I  will  say  no  more.  It  will 
probably  bo  dwelt  upon  by  some  of  those 
who  will  follow  me  in  the  debate;  but  I 
Cannot  conclude  without  protesting  against 
l^n  inference,  which  may  possibly  be  drawn 
from  the  fact  of  my  having  laid  so  much 
stress  upon  Acts  of  Parliament,  and  an- 
cient practice,  and  upon  the  question  of 
comparative  competency  and  fitness  of 
judges,  that  I  think  lightly  of  what  is  in 
truth  the  fundamental  and  vital  principle 
involved  in  this  subject,  namely,  the  inhe- 
rent and  inalienable  right  of  the  bishops 
of  the  Church  of  England  to  be  the  judges 
of  questions  of  its  doctrine,  duly  submitted 
to  them. 

I  now  commend  this  measure  to  your 
Lordships'  calm  and  serious  consideration. 
I  am  myself  almost  overpowered  by  a  con- 
templatbn  of  the  results  which  aro  likely 
to  follow  from  its  rejection.  I  aommit  it 
to  jour  Lord»hipM*  judgment,  not  without 
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anxiety  and  apprehension;  but  at  the  same' 
time  not  without  hope.  Looking  to  its 
extreme  gravity  and  importance,  your 
Lordships  will  not  be  surprised,  if  I  con- 
clude, with  somewhat  more  than  ordinary 
solemnity,  by  the  expression  of  a  devout 
and  earnest  wish,  that  He,  who  has  com- 
mitted to  His  Church  the  sacred  deposit 
of  His  truth,  may  guide  you  to  a  right 
conclusion. 

The  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNE  felt 
it  right  to  take  the  earliest  opportunity  of 
stating  the  view  which  he  in  conamon  with 
the  rest  of  Her  Majesty's  Groverment  en- 
tertained with  respect  to  this  most  impor- 
tant— he  might  almost  add  perilous — mea- 
sure. He  felt  the  disadvantage  under 
which  he  laboured  in  attempting  parttallj 
to  follow  a  right  rev.  Prelate  who  spoke 
with  so  much  authority  upon  any  subject, 
but  more  especially  upon  one  to  which  he 
had  given  so  much  consideration;  in  the 
absence,  too,  of  a  noble  and  learned  Lord 
whom  he  might  still  call  his  much-esteem- 
ed and  revered  Colleague,  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor, who  had  for  years  sat  upon  the 
Woolsack,  and  who,  if  he  had  been  pre- 
sent, would  have  stated  the  objections  that* 
aro  to  be  urged  against  the  Bill  with 
much  greater  authority  and  ability  than  he 
could.  He  (the  Marquess  of  Lansdowne) 
was  bound  frankly  and  openly  and  expli- 
citly to  state  the  alarm  he  felt  at  this  mea- 
sure. In  stating  the  grounds  of  that  ap- 
prehension, he  was  sure  he  might  claim 
the  same  favourable  interpretation  on  the 
pai*t  of  their  Lordships  which  the  right 
rev.  Prelate  had  claimed,  that  nothing 
which  he  should  say  might  be  construed  to 
imply  anything  so  contrary  to  his  intention 
as  the  slightest  disrespect  to  that  sacred 
and  learned  body  whom  the  right  rev.  Pre- 
late proposed  to  constitute  into  a  new  tri- 
bunal, for  which  rev.  body,  in  their  proper 
functions,  ho  entertained  the  utmost  re- 
spect. He  might  state  in  the  very  outset 
that  his  motive  for  troubling  their  Lord- 
ships thus  early  was  because  ho  objected 
at  the  present  moment  to  any  legislation 
at  all  on  this  subject;  for  he  thought  that 
misconstruction  would  inevitably  bo  put 
upon  any  decision  for  altering  in  haste 
that  tribunal  which  was  the  constitutional 
tribunal  of  this  country  for  the  trial  of 
such  cases,  and  which  had  for  centuries 
exercised  those  functions.  He  said  "  in 
haste,"  because  he  could  not  conceal  from 
himself  that  the  anxiety  for  passing  the 
Bill  in  tho  present  Session  had  been  con- 
nected with  the  dissatisfaction  which  had 
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been  felt,  if  not  expressed,  at  the  deeision 
of  what,  as  onlj  nominallj  belonging  to  it, 
he  might  call  that  august  tribunal  which 
was  invested  bj  the  Grown,  bj  the  law, 
and  bj  the  constitution,  with  the  adminis- 
tration of  Her  Majesty's  prerogative.    He 
was    satisfied,    however,    that    whatever 
doubts  the  right  rev.  Prelate  might  have 
felt  as  to  the  particular  sentence  of  that 
tribunal,  he  would  disclaim  the  intention 
to  pass  a  censure  upon  the  judgment  which, 
after  solemn  argument  and  consideration, 
had  recently  been  adopted  by  that  body. 
But  would  the  public  entertain  the  same 
feeUng  ?     Would  not  they  be  led  to  think 
that  it  was  because  a  certain  decision  had 
been  pronounced  by  that  tribunal,  that, 
within  four  months  afterwards,  Parliament 
was  called  upon  to  interfere  for  the  recon- 
stitution  of  such  tribunal  ?     He  (the  Mar- 
quess of  Lansdowne)  spoke  without  any 
difficulty,  and  without  any  affectation  of 
modesty  upon  this  subject,  as  being  himself 
only  nominally  a  member  of  that  tribunal, 
for  it  was  well  known  to  their  Lordships, 
though  it  might  not  be  equally  well  known 
to  the  public,  that  although,  as  President 
of  the  Council,  he  had  necessarily  a  right 
of  entrance  to  all  its  Committees,   yet, 
upon  questions  of  a  judicial  nature,  he 
had  thought  it  his  duty  never  to  interfere. 
The  only  connexion  he  had  had  with  the 
proceedings  of  the  Privy  Council  in  this 
matter  had  been  to  tender  his  advice  that 
the  right  rev.  Prelate  himself,  the  most 
rev.  Prelate  at  the  head  of  the  Church, 
and  the  Archbishop  of  York*  being  Privy 
Councillors,  should  be  especially  summoned 
and  invited  to  attend  that  tribunal  for  the 
purpose  of  affording  their  advice  and  as* 
sistance.  He  would  not  conceal  from  their 
Lordships  that  he,  in  common,  as  he  be- 
lieved, with  the  great  portion  of  the  clergy 
of  this  country,  and  with  a  still  larger  por- 
tion of  the  Church  laity,  considered  the 
judgment  given  by  that  tribunal  to  be  one 
that  had  proved   satisfactory.     [''Hear, 
hear !  "  and  a  cry  of  *'  No,  no  !  "]  To  all 
Churchmen,  in  the  present  unhappy — he 
had  almost  said   distempered  —  state  of 
men*s  minds  upon  these  subjects,  it  was 
impossible  that  any  decision  could  have 
given  perfect  satisfaction;  but  he  believed 
the  decision  which  had  been  pronounced 
had  given  as  much  satisfaction  as  the  na- 
ture and  difficulties  of  the  subject  per- 
mitted.     He  would  ask  their  Lordships 
whether  they  did  not  think  that,  under 
these  circumstances,  any  attempt,  not  to 
set  aside  that  tribunal,  but  to  leave  it  withr 


out  a  judgment,  without  an  opinion  strip- 
ped of  all  dignity,  was  not  practically  an 
imputation  upon  that  body,  to  which  none 
of  their  Lordships  who  were  not  prepared 
to  make  a  great  change  in  the  constitution, 
could  assent  ?     He  would  ask  what  would 
be  thought  if  any  decision  of  a  court  called 
upon  to  administer  the  law,  and  whieh  at- 
tracted more  than  an  unusual  share  of 
public  attention,  was  immediately  followed 
by  an  attempt  to  alter  the  constitution  of 
such  a  court,  or  to  set  it  entirely  aside  f 
Supposing  that  after  the  Court  of  King's 
Bench,  then  presided  over  by  Lord  Mans- 
field, had  given  its  decision  on  the  impor- 
tant question  of  general  warrants,  a  Bill 
had  been  instantly  brought  into  Parliament 
to  take  away  the  jurisdiction  of  that  court 
in  cases  of  libel,  would  it  not  have  been 
regarded  by  all  mankind  as  a  reflection 
upon  the  judgment  so  delivered  ?      But 
although  many  noble  Lords  had  been  much 
dissatisfied  with  that  decision,  no  one  had 
suggested  that  the  Court  of  King's  Bench 
should  be  deprived  of  its  powers,  or  placed 
upon  a  footing  different  from  that  on  which 
it  then  stood.     For  these  reasons,  then, 
he  was  not  prepared  to  give  his  assent  on 
the  part  of  the  Government  to  proceeding 
further  with  this  Bill,  or,  at  the  present 
moment,    with    any    legislative    measure 
whatever,  subject  as  such  measure  must 
be  to  manifest  misinterpretation  and  mis^ 
construction  in  the  public  mind.     His  o\y» 
jection  nndoubtedly  applied   to  any  Bill 
whatever  upon  this  important  subject — a 
subject  the  importance  of  which  he  was 
satisfied  their  Lordships  appreciated  to  its 
full  extent.     While,  however,  he  objected 
generally  to  any  legislation  on  this  subject, 
he  entertained  Uie  strongest  objection  to  the 
particular  measure  proposed  by  the  right 
rev.  Prelate.     That  measure,  in  his  opin- 
ion— and  he  thought  it  right  to  state  it 
distinctly — struck  a  blow  at  Her  Majesty *s 
prerogative,  and  for  the  first  time  intro- 
duced into  this  country  a  tribunal,  the  de« 
cisions  of  whieh,  in  the  language  of  the 
Bill,  were  to  be  considered  as  ''binding 
and  conclusive,"  depriving  Her  Majesty's 
Privy  Council,  and  consequently  Her  Ma- 
jesty Herself,  of  a  power  which — not  in 
Protestant  times  only,  since  the  Reforma* 
tion,  but  from  the  earliest  titnes  previously 
to  the  Reformation — had  always  been  con- 
sidered the  essential  prerogative  of  the 
Crown — ^the  government  of   the  Church. 
The  right  rev.  Prelate  had  said,  that  he 
did  not  think  the  exercise  of  that  power  had 
been  an  intolerable  burden  to  the  Chuxeibr^ 
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The  Bishop  of  LONDON :  I  went  much 
further;  I  said  I  considered,  not  merely 
that  it  was  not  an  intolerahle  burden,  but 
that  I  thought  it  a  great  good. 

The  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNE  would 
go  further  than  the  right  rey.  Prelate,  for 
he  considered  that  power  indispensable  to 
the  liberty  of  the  Church;  but  by  the  pre- 
sent Bill,  Her  Majesty  and  her  adyisers 
would  be  shackled  by  decisions  proclaimed 
upon  the  face  of  the  measure  to  be  binding 
and  conclusive;  and  whatever  opinions  Her 
Majesty  might  entertain  as  to  the  course 
of  judicature  she  was  bound  by  oath  to  ad- 
minister, she  would  be  deprived  of  all 
?ower  to  carry  those  opinions  out. '  Every 
*rivy  Councillor  was  required  to  take  an 
oath,  that  upon  all  questions  that  came  be- 
fore him,  he  would  speak  his  mind  and  act 
according  to  the  decision  of  that  mind;  but 
how  was  he  to  do  so  if  this  Bill  passed,  and 
a  decision  was  sent  to  him  which  was  to  be 
binding  and  conclusive,  and  with  regard  to 
which  he  had  no  option  except  that  of  re- 
cording such  decision  as  binding  upon  the 
Crown  ?  The  agency  of  a  body  which  was 
assumed  to  possess  some  dignity — ^the 
Privy  Council — ^was  to  be  employed  for 
the  mere  ministerial  purpose  of  sending 
questions  in  the  first  instance  to  a  convo- 
cation of  bishops,  and  receiving  the  deci- 
sion of  that  convocation,  without  being  able 
to  touch  or  alter  the  judgment,  whatever 
the  opinions  of  the  Council  might  be  on 
the  subject.  This  was  a  function  which 
he  (the  Marquess  of  Lansdowne)  thought 
woidd  be  quite  as  weU  discharged  by  his 
excellent  friend  Mr.  Greville,  the  clerk 
of  the  Privy  Council,  without  setting  the 
whole  Council  in  motion  to  carry  out  the 
decrees  of  the  right  rev.  Prelates.  It  was 
most  important  to  keep  in  view  that  the 
power  of  the  government  of  the  Church 
was  one  which,  at  all  times,  before  the  Re- 
formation, at  the  Reformation,  and  since 
the  ReformaUon,  had  formed  one  of  the 
most  essential  prerogatives  of  the  Crown. 
He  was  glad  to  find  tiiat  this  was  acknow- 
ledged as  a  constitutional  principle  in  what 
were  called  Catholic  times.  He  had  in  his 
hand  an  extract  from  the  Laws  of  King  Ed- 
ward the  Confessor,  where  it  was  said,  Hlos 
decet  vocari  reges  qui  vigilanier  defendunt 
et  regunt  ecclesiam  Dei  et  populum  ejus^ 
inniiati  Begem  Psahnographum  dicentem 
*  Non  Tuibitahit  in  medio  domUs  mem  qui 
fadt  superbicun.* "  In  the  Statutes  of 
Clarendon  it  was  also  laid  down  that — 
*'  If  appeals  arise  they  ought  to  proceed 
from  the  archdeacon  to  the  bishop,  from 


the  bishop  to  the  archbishop,  and  lastly  to 
the  King  (if  the  archbishop  fail  in  doing 
justice),  so  that  the  controversy  be  ended 
in  the  Archbishop's  Court  by  a  precept 
from  the  King,  and  so  that  it  go  no  fur- 
ther without  the  King's  consent."  From 
the  period  of  the  Reformation  there  were  a 
series  of  examples  which  he  thought  es- 
tablished beyond  a  doubt  the  fact  that  the 
Crown  had  uniformly  exercised  the  power 
of  controlling  decisions  in  ecclesiastical 
causes,  of  prououncing  upon  such  causes 
through  yrsons  whom  it  thought  fit  to 
employ,  and  of  setting  aside  the  decisions 
of  those  persons.  He  begged  to  remind 
the  House  that  the  Court  of  Delegates 
was  constituted  not  of  ecclesiastics  only, 
but  of  some  ecclesiastics  and  some  civd- 
ians.  The  right  rev.  Prelate  had  stated, 
that  no  noblemen  were  appointed  members 
of  that  court,  but  he  had  not  stated  that 
among  the  members  there  were  uniformly 
civilians.  He  (the  Marquess  of  Lansdowne) 
had  been  informed,  also,  by  one  of  the 
most  eminent  civilians  in  this  country,  who 
had  had  occasion  to  look  through  the  com- 
missions constituting  the  Court  of  Dele- 
gate9,  that  when  questions  of  fact  and  not 
of  doctrine  were  to  be  decided,  it  was  re- 
quired that  no  decree  should  be  pronounced 
without  the  presence  and  assent  of  a  com- 
mon law  Judge.  This  led  him  to  take  no- 
tice of  a  fallacy  which  ran  through  great 
part  of  the  right  rev.  Prelate's  speech.  It 
should  never  be  forgotten  that  the  ques- 
tion to  be  determined  in  the  case  supposed 
was  a  question  of  fact  and  law,  not  a  ques- 
tion of  what  the  law  ought  to  be.  If  the 
questions  to  be  decided  by  the  Privy  Coun- 
cil were  questions  of  doctrine  in  the  sense 
the  right  rev.  Prelate  implied  requiring 
the  power — questions  relating  to  the  doc- 
trines that  ought  to  be  taught,  and  requir- 
ing for  their  decision  the  careful  study  of 
theology — ^he  (the  Marquess  of  Lansdowne) 
would  entirely  agree  with  the  right  rev. 
Prelate,  that  such  a  tribunal  ought  to  be 
constituted  of  spiritual  persons,  and  of 
spiritual  persons  only.  But  he  denied  the 
interpretation  of  the  right  rev.  Prelate. 
He  considered  that  they  were  dealing  with 
arguments  and  rules  which  were  facts,  and 
homilies  that  were  facts,  and  that  they 
were  not,  in  the  present  century,  to  endea- 
vour to  discover  whether  new  doctrines 
should  be  added,  or  old  doctrines  altered. 
He  was  not  prepared  for  this;  and  if  we 
must  enter  on  such  an  inquiry,  he  should 
not  be  prepared  to  conduct  it  in  the  way 
to  which  the  right  rev.  Prelate  pointed. 
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He  was  no  friend  to  the  expediency  of  re- 
yiving  convocations,  well  remembering  the 
emphatic  words  of  one  of  the  greatest 
statesmen  in  this  country,  and  one  of 
those  most  attached  to  its  ecclesiastical 
establishment — he  meant  Mr.  Burke— 
who,  while  stating  that  the  convocation 
and  its  powers,  though  dormant,  still  ex- 
isted in  this  country,  and  might  be  called 
forth  at  any  moment,  observed,  that  those 
who  did  restore  it  might  find  they  had  con- 
jured  up  a  spirit  which  would  dare  to  defy 
them.  He  (the  Marquess  of  Lansdowne) 
doubted  whether  the  calling  together  of  the 
convocation  would  conduce  to  peace;  but, 
if  he  did  advise  the  assembling  of  the  con- 
vocation, he  would  not  exclude  from  it  the 
inferior  clergy.  He  would  not  have  the 
assembly  composed  of  bishops,  and  exclude 
from  it  all  men  who  had  the  misfortune  not 
to  be  bishops.  [The  Bishop  of  London  : 
Hear,  hear !  ]  He  was  glad  to  hear 
the  right  reverend  Prelate  intimate  his 
assent.  If  they  were  to  raise  up  new 
doctrines,  and  modify  old  doctrines,  they 
could  only  do  it  by  a  convocation,  and 
there  could  be  no  convocation,  according  to 
the  laws  and  constitution  of  this  country, 
unless  it  included  with  the  bishops  the  in- 
ferior clergy.  He  did  not  say  that  it  would 
be  wrong  or  unconstitutional  to  call  together 
the  convocation,  but  he  thought  it  would  be 
in  the  highest  degree  inexpedient.  The  ob- 
ject of  the  right  reverend  Prelate,  as  lie  had 
stated,  was  to  produce  peace  and  concord  : 
but  it  was  certain  that,  when  they  had  got 
rid  of  the  present  tribunal,  composed  of  a 
limited  number  of  persons,  and  had  substi- 
tuted for  it  another  tribunal  composed  of  a 
much  greater  number  of  persons,  bringing 
to  that  tribunal  preconceived  opinions — he 
would  not  call  them  preconceived  prejudices 
— did  their  Lordships  believe  that  when  all 
the  scattered  winds  of  doctrine  which  un- 
fortunately prevailed  at  this  moment  in  this 
country  were  forcibly  driven  within  the 
walls  occupied  by  this  new  body,  a  state  of 
harmony  and  peace  would  be  immediately 
produced  ?  He  doubted  whether  such  har- 
mony would  be  established  either  within  the 
precincts  of  the  tribunal,  or  among  the  pub- 
lic without  the  walls  who  entertained  con- 
flicting opinions  on  the  points  at  issue.  If 
it  should  unfortunately  become  notorious 
that,  under  this  Bill,  there  was  a  bare  ma- 
jority of  the  bishops  entertaining  a  particu- 
ar  view  of  the  doctrinal  question  submitted 
to  them,  while  the  minority — including  per- 
haps the  two  archbishops,  and  perhaps 
those  prelates  who  were  believed  by  the 
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public  to  possess  the  greatest  amount  of 
learning  and  information  on  the  subject — 
held  opposite  opinions,  did  the  right  rev. 
Prelate  think  that  the  acquiescence  of  the 
public — aye,  of  the  clergy — would  be  given 
to  the  decision?  Those  persons  must  be  very 
ignorant  of  human  nature  who  entertained 
such  an  opinion — who  thought  that  because 
in  a  body  of  32  persons  17  or  18  persons 
decided  one  way,  and  14  or  15  another,  the 
minority  would  give  up  their  opinions  for 
those  of  the  majority — or  that,  when  the 
members  of  the  Lower  House  of  Convoca- 
tion were  altogether  excluded  from  the  de- 
liberation, they  would  for  the  sake  of  peace 
and  harmony  abandon  their  own  views. 
The  right  rev.  Prelate  had  said,  that  the 
object  of  his  measure  was  to  take  the  deci- 
sion of  these  questions  out  of  the  hands  of 
incompetent  persons,  and  intrust  it  to  per- 
sons who  were  competent,  giving  the  reality 
to  the  latter,  and  leaving  nothing  but  the 
form  to  the  others.  He  almost  thought  that 
the  rev.  Prelate  at  one  time  seemed  to  in- 
timate that  the  decisions  of  this  body  would, 
by  being  repeated  one  after  the  other, 
gradually  lead  to  an  alteration  or  ameliora- 
tion of  the  doctrine  of  the  Church. 

The  Bishop  of  LONDON  said,  he  cer- 
tainly had  not  done  so. 

The  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNE  was 
exceedingly  glad  to  hear  it.  If  the  object 
of  this  tribunal  was  not  in  any  way  to  affect 
existing  doctrines — ^if  its  powers  were  to  be 
confined,  as  he  thought  they  ought  to  be, 
to  the  decision  of  facts,  to  determine  whe- 
ther certain  doctrines  were  or  were  not 
held  by  the  Church  of  England,  then  he 
could  only  say  that  he  thought  learned  lay- 
men were  best  fitted  to  determine  such 
matters.  The  right  rev.  Prelate  had  said, 
that  he  had  observed  that  pccular  idiosyn- 
cracy — that  constitution  of  men's  minds 
acquired  in  practising  the  law,  which  sin- 
gularly enabled  them  to  detect  and  sift  bad 
from  good  evidence,  and  upon  that  good 
evidence  to  found  a  just  decision.  He  (the 
Marquess  of  Lansdowne)  asked  them  for  a 
just  decision,  not  from  persons  pretending 
to  be  conversant  with  theology,  but  from 
persons  able  to  distinguish  what  were  au- 
thorities in  theology  and  what  were  not. 
The  courts  of  law  were  frequently  called 
upon  to  decide  difficult  cases,  with  respect 
to  which  they  did  not  possess  those  particu- 
lar branches  of  knowledge  which  would  en- 
able them  confidently  to  come  to  a  deci- 
But  what  did  they  do  in  such  a 
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case  ?     Did  they  call  upon  the  Queen  to 
establish  another  tribunfJ  ?    No;  but  thay 
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called  before  them,  as  the  Privy  Council 
did  in  the  ease  they  recently  decided,  the 
persons  best  qualified  by  learning  and  ex- 
perience to  give  information  on  the  subject. 
That  had  been  done  with  regard  to  other 
not  unimportant  sciences,  as  well  as  with 
regard  to  theology,  which  was  undoubtedly, 
in  many  respects,  the  most  important  of  all 
sciences.      When   the  originality  of  Mr. 
Watts  *s  inyention,  which  involved  the  most 
abstruse  and  minute  questions  of  chemistry, 
for  which  he  claimed  a  patent,  was  dis- 
puted, the  case  came  before  the  Court  of 
Chancery;    but  although  that  court  was 
composed  of  laymen,  who   had  probably 
little  or  no  chymical  knowledge,  and  their 
decision  aftected  various  important  inter- 
ests, it  never  occurred  to  any  one  in  Par- 
liament to  call  upon  the  Crown  to  constitute 
a  new  tribunal,  consisting  of  Dr.  Priestley, 
Dr.  Black,  or  other  great  chymists  of  the 
day,  who  might  thoroughly  understand  the 
subject,  to  decide  the  case.     The  Court  of 
Chancery   called  before   it  chymist  after 
chymist;  it  took  time  to  deliberate,  and 
pronounced  a  judgment  which  gave  to  all 
parties,  chymists  included,  the  most  per- 
fect satisfaction.    Upon  the  question  which 
had  recently  been  agitated,  he  (the  Mar- 
quess of  Lansdowne)  could  pretend  to  give 
no  authoritative  opinion;  but,  from  looking 
at  the  declarations  of  our  ancestors,  at  the 
statements  of  eminent  divines  holding  vari- 
ous opinions,  at  the  Articles  of  the  Church, 
and  at  the  opinions  of  the  best  writers  on 
those  Articles,  he  had  come  to  the  conclu- 
sion that  it  was  the  wise  intention  of  the 
founders  of  the  Church  to  leave  a  certain 
latitude;  and  he  considered  that  any  at- 
tempt to  go  back  from  that  wise  policy,  so 
far  from  conducing  to   peace   and   quiet, 
would  be  an  incitement  to  dissension.     To 
adopt  the  principle  proposed,  would  be,  in 
his  opinion,  the  surest  way  of  preventing 
the  efficacious  union  of  good  and  wise  and 
holy  men  for  the   purpose   of  advancing 
those   truly  great  interests  in  which  our 
religion,  our  prosperity,  our  happiness  here 
and  hereafter  were  involved.     Make  points 
of  doctrine  a  question  of  the  decision  of  a 
bare  majority  of  the  bishops,  and  the  fer- 
ment in  the  public  mind,  so  far  from  being 
appeased,  would  simply  resolve  itself  into 
the  form  of  agitated  speculation  as  to  the 
time  when  other  bishops  should  come  with 
different  opinions  to  form  a  majority  decid- 
ing the  other  way.     In  such  a  state  of 
things,  when  a  bishop  should  be  appointed, 
the  question  with  the  public  would  be,  not 
whether  he  was  a  good  man»  a  wise  man, 


a  pious  man,  but  what  were  his  views  with 
reference  to  the  last  decree  of.  the  bishops  ? 
There  would  be  endless  consideration  and 
reconsideration  of  doctrines,  which,  if  raised, 
should  be  decided  once  for  all — decided  by 
an  impartial  tribunal — that  was  to  say,  by 
a  tribunal  with  no  preconceived  opinions, 
learned  in  the  law,  accustomed  to  weigh 
evidence,  and  thus  best  prepared,  when 
called  upon  by  their  Sovereign,  to  inform 
Her  what  ought  to  be  the  doctrine,  what 
was  the  fact,  and  what  the  law.  Having 
said  thus  much,  he  had  no  objection  to 
state  that,  though  not  prepared  to  legislate 
on  the  subject,  he  considered  it  desirable, 
while  preserving  the  judicature  established 
by  his  noble  and  learned  Friend  opposite, 
and  the  prerogatives  of  the  Crown  as  hi- 
therto exercised,  that,  for  the  purpose  of 
showing  the  public  that  these  questions 
could  not  be  determined  without  the  great 
authorities  of  the  Church  being  fully  heard, 
it  should  not  be  left  to  the  Crown,  or  to  the 
President  of  the  Council,  as  in  the  recent 
case,  merely  to  invite  the  attendance  of 
right  rev.  Prelates,  but  that  any  bishop, 
being  a  Privy  Councillor,  should  de  jure 
be  a  member  of  the  tribunal  in  such  cases; 
and  he  considered  further,  that  any  mem- 
ber of  the  Council,  not  being  a  member  also 
of  the  Church  of  England,  ought  not  to  sit 
in  such  cases.  He  thought  that  these  re- 
gulations might  very  advantageously  be  a 
subject  for  future  consideration;  but  as  to 
the  Bill  before  their  Lordships,  believing 
that  its  only  effect  would  be  to  aid  in  keep- 
ing alive  the  heats  and  differences  now  un- 
happily existing,  he  should  move,  and  he 
did  so  most  respectfully,  that  it  be  read  a 
second  time  that  day  six  months. 

Lord  BROUGHAM  said,  having  heard 
the  able  and  practical  speech  of  the  right 
rev.  Prelate,  as  well  as  the  forcible  argu- 
ment of  his  noble  Friend  the  President  of 
the  Council,  he  considered  that  he  had 
now  heard  all  that  could  be  said  on  both 
sides  of  the  question.  He  was  afraid  he 
should  find  himself  in  a  position  not  un- 
usual with  Members  who  belonged  to  no 
party  in  the  State^ — ^that  of  giving  satis- 
faction to  neither  side,  being  unable 
either  to  adopt  the  Bill,  or  instantly  to 
reject  it.  If  he  was  called  upon  to  say 
•*Aye"  or  "No  "to  the  Bill,  as  it  now 
stood,  he  should  vote  for  postponing  the 
second  reading.  The  position  in  which 
he  himself  stood  was  so  peculiar  as  to  en- 
courage him  to  grapple  with  the  difficulties, 
neither  few  in  number  nor  small  in  amount, 
that  surrounded  this  important  questicm— • 
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important  because  it  trenched  upon  great 
constitutional  principles,  because  the  peo- 
ple of  England  had  their  eyes  directed  to 
the  controversy,  but,  above  all,  important 
for  this  reason — that  they  now  saw  the 
venerable  fabric  of  the  Church  placed  in 
circumstances — God  forbid  that  he  should 
have  to  say  of  jeopardy!  but — such  as  must 
cause  anxiety  to  her  sincere  well-wishers. 
It  was  his  (Lord  Brougham*s)  Bill  that 
constituted  the  Judicial  Committee  ;  it 
WAS  he,  also,  who  had  abolished  the  Court 
of  Delegates.  Ho  believed  his  noble  and 
learned  Friend  on  the  woolsack  would 
agree  with  him,  that  the  abolition  of  the 
old  Court  of  Review  did  take  away  from 
the  Church,  to  a  certain  extent,  the  secu- 
rity which  she  had  possessed  for  the  sound- 
ness of  her  doctrines.  There  was  a  great 
schism,  at  least,  of  opinion  in  the  Church. 
I'hat  the  Church  was  now  threatened  with 
an  extension  of  this  schism,  with  a  widen- 
ing of  the  breach,  he  could  not  doubt ; 
and  the  House  was  called  upon  to  take 
care  that  no  measure  should  receive  their 
sanction  which  had  tho  least  chance  of 
extending  the  schism  arid  widening  the 
breach.  They  were,  therefore,  called  upon, 
not  hastily,  or  without  the  fullest  consider- 
ation, to  reject  a  measure  proposed  with  a 
view  of  healing  the  breach.  Upon  these 
considerations  ho  was  opposed  to  an 
immediate  rejection  of  the  Bill ;  but  at 
the  same  time  he  was  favourable  to  a  con- 
sideration of  how  far  the  objections  to  it 
could  be  removed,  which,  if  they  continued 
unremoved,  must  of  necessity  lead  to  his 
pronouncing  a  direct  negative  against  it. 
He  could  not  help  feeling  that  the  Judicial 
Committee  of  the  Privy  Council  had  been 
framed  without  the  expectation  of  questions 
like  that  which  had  produced  tho  present 
measure  being  brought  before  it.  It  was 
created  for  the  consideration  of  a  totally 
different  class  of  cases  ;  and  he  had  no 
doubt  that,  if  it  had  been  constituted  with 
a  view  to  such  cases  as  the  present,  some 
other  arrangement  would  have  been  made. 
But  was  it,  as  his  noble  Friend  said, 
dangerous  to  introduce  any  measure  at  all  ? 

The  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNE :  1 
said  it  was  inexpedient  at  the  prosent 
moment. 

Lord  BROUGHAM  :  His  noble  Friend 
said,  it  was  inexpedient,  at  present,  to 
legislate,  when  men's  minds  were  in  a 
fervour  upon  the  subject,  and  that  it  was 
not  desirable  to  make  any  change  in  the 
constitution  of  the  Judicial  Committee  just 
After  the  recent  decision.     He  agreed  with 


his  noble  Friend,  that  if  it  were  proposed 
to  change  the  constitution  of  the  Judicial 
Committee  radically,  that  argument  would 
be  irresistible  ;  but  his  noble  Friend  must 
not  be  led  away  by  his  own  argument. 
Such  was  not  the  proposition.  At  the 
same  time,  as  he  had  already  observed, 
there  were  objections  to  the  Bill  which 
must  be  removed  before  he  could  assent  to 
it.  One  of  its  first  provisions  was,  that 
by  the  decision  of  tho  prelates  as  to  the 
doctrines  of  tho  Church,  the  Judicial  Com- 
mittee should  be  bound.  He  utterly  ob- 
jected to  any  such  proposition.  As  a 
member  of  that  body,  he  objected  to  bind 
the  Judicial  Committee  by  any  decisioa 
out  of  it ;  because  he,  as  a  member  of  it» 
was  sworn  to  administer  justice  there  ac- 
cording to  his  own  conscience,  and  not 
according  to  the  decisiona  of  any  other 
party  whatever.  But  it  was  said  that  this 
provision  was  analogous  to  the  practice  of 
the  Court  of  Chancery,  which  directed 
cases  to  be  sent  to  the  courts  of  law  for 
their  opinion.  No  doubt  such  was  ^the 
practice  of  the  Court  of  Chancery;  but 
the  Court  of  Chancery  was  not  bound  by 
the  opinions  of  the  courts  of  law.  His 
noblo  and  learned  Friend  upon  the  wool- 
sack well  remembered  the  case  which  Lord 
Eldon  was  so  fond  of  telling.  Lord  Eldon 
had  a  question  before  him  —  whether 
an  estate  was  an  estate  in  fee,  for  life, 
or  in  tail ;  and  he  asked  for  the  opin- 
ions of  the  courts  of  law  upon  it.  One 
court  said  it  was  an  estate  in  fee,  another 
that  it  was  an  estate  for  life,  and  the  third 
that  it  was  in  tail.  Whereupon,  said  Lord 
Eldon,  "  I  decided  that  there  was  no 
estate  at  all,  and  I  had  the  unanimous 
concurrence  of  all  Westminster  Hall,'' 
except,  he  supposed,  of  the  three  courts. 
This  would  convince  his  right  rev.  Friend 
that  he  was  completely  wrong  in  supposing 
there  was  any  analogy  between  his  own 
proposition  and  the  practice  of  the  Court 
of  Chancery ;  for  the  Bill,  as  it  stood, 
called  upon  the  Judicial  Committee  to  fol- 
low the  answer  given  in  Any  case  sent  to 
them  by  the  first  meeting  of  the  assem- 
bled prelates,  which  might  be  carried  there 
by  the  barest  majority.  There  were 
twenty-seven  bishops,  and  he  feared  the 
history  of  human  weakness  precluded  the 
possibility  of  their  being  unanimous  upon 
any  case  so  sent  to  them.  There  might, 
then,  be  fourteen  one  way,  and  thirteen 
another.  But  the  Bill  pvovided  that  a 
bare  majority — a  majority  of  fourteen  to 
thirteen-Hlhoakl  bind  the  Judicial  Ca«L<^ 
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mittee,  though  upon  the  evidence  before 
them  they  might  all  the  while  be  of  opin- 
ion that  the  thirteen  were  the  more  trust- 
worthy guides.  The  Judicial  Committee 
might  find  that  in  the  thirteen  were  con- 
tained the  flowers  of  the  flock,  and  that 
in  the  fourteen  were  contained — ^he  could 
not  say  anything  but  flowers — ^but  certainly 
not  the  most  brilliant  flowers.  It  was 
monstrous  to  suppose  that  such  a  plan 
could  ever  be  agreed  to,  for  there  was 
no  reason  or  common  sense  in  it. 
But  then  it  was  said,  there  was  great  ad- 
vantage in  these  opinions  being  obtained. 
He  thought  they  would  be  rather  injurious 
to  the  peace  and  character  of  the  Church, 
as  well  as  to  the  Judicial  Committee.  Men 
were  not  likely  to  agree  together  solely 
upon  account  of  the  great  importance  of  a 
question,  and  he  feared  least  of  all  in  the- 
ological matters;  for  he  had  generally 
observed  in  the  history  of  such  matters, 
that  they  were  like  gravitation — the  at- 
traction was  inversely  as  their  distance 
from  each  other.  The  nearer  two  opinions 
were  together,  the  greater  the  heat  of  con- 
troversy between  their  supporters.  Four- 
teen bishops  decide  one  doctrine  not  to  be 
the  doctrine  of  the  Church;  thirteen,  that 
it  is.  But  this  was  not  all.  If  Mr.  Gorham 
was  right,  the  other  party  was  wrong. 
Was  that  all?  Was  Mr.  Gorham  alone 
found  to  be  wrong  ?  No  such  thing — 
for  there  must  be  a  case  sent  for  the 
opinion  of  the  prelates.  See  then  the  re- 
sponsibility incurred  by  the  Judical  Com- 
mittee. They  must  pronounce  thirteen 
bishops,  the  minority,  heterodox.  Such 
would  be  precisely  the  effect  of  twenty- 
seven  bishops  being  consulted  upon  a  man's 
orthodoxy;  for  the  majority  could  not  de- 
cide that  Mr.  Gorham  was  orthodox,  with- 
out also  practically  deciding  that  their  own 
minority  were  heretodox,  or,  in  plain  terms, 
that  they  were  guilty  of  heresy.  How  then 
was  this  difficulty  to  be  removed  ?  Before 
entering  upon  that  question,  he  would  just 
advert  to  the  prevailing  erroi-s  with  which 
the  Judicial  Committee  were  surrounded 
among  the  public  upon  this  question.  No- 
thmg  was  more  common  than  to  hear  the 
question,  *'  Why  do  the  Judicial  Commit- 
tee, who  are  mere  laymen,  presume  to  re- 
verse the  decision  of  an  ecclesiastical 
court  ?  '*  His  reply  to  that  was,  that  Sir 
Herbert  Jenner  was  just  as  much  a  lay- 
man as  he  was.  **  Aye,'*  but  it  was  added, 
••he  is  appointed  by  the  Archbishop." 
But  that  would  neither  make  him  a  prelate, 
a  minister,  nor  even  a  deacon  of  the  Church, 


much  less  a  spiritual  person;  and  Sir  Her- 
bert Jenner,  except  he  took  holy  orders, 
would  continue  a  layman  to  the  end  of  his 
time.  He  was  no  spiritual  judge  then,  bat 
a  lay  judge.  Then,  it  is  reiterated,  he  was 
appointed  by  the  Archbishop,  and  that  made 
him  in  some  way  a  spiritual  judge.  No 
doubt;  but  he  (Lord  Brougham)  was  ap- 
pointed to  the  Judicial  Committee  by  the 
head  of  the  Church  direct,  the  Sovereign 
who  appointed  the  Archbishop  himself; 
therefore  he  was  just  as  little  a  layman  as 
Sir  Herbert  Jenner,  and  his  court,  the  Ju- 
dicial Committee,  was  as  much  a  spiritual 
court  as  Sir  Herbert  Jenner *s.  Then  it 
was  asked,  how  can  lay  judges  arrive  at 
the  soundest  decisions  upon  doctrinal  ques- 
tions ?  Why,  just  as  the  Judges  arrived 
at  sound  decisions  upon  questions  of  rights 
of  patent,  of  chemistry,  of  optics,  of  me- 
chanics, or  any  other  science.  Thej  would 
form  their  own  opinions  upon  the  evidence 
of  the  most  skilful  and  learned  men  upon 
these  several  subjects;  and  he  contended 
that  it  might  be  just  the  same  with  the- 
ological doctrine.  The  doctrines  of  the 
Church  of  England  were  prescribed  by  the 
Act  of  Uniformity,  her  Articles,  her  Liturgy, 
and  her  discipline.  He  would  have  ques- 
tions upon  these  doctrines  decided  by  the 
Judicial  Committee,  upon  the  evidence  and 
the  opiuions  of  such  learned  men  as  were 
brought  before  them;  and,  in  respect  to 
the  great  importance  of  the  subject,  and  to 
divisions  of  opinion  or  principle,  he  was  for 
trying  whether  any  easy  and  practicable 
mode  could  not  be  given  for  the  explana- 
tion of  their  judgment  upon  questions  of 
difficulty  when  they  came  before  them. 
First,  then,  with  regard  to  the  analogous 
powers  of  the  Court  of  Chancery.  He  was 
most  distinctly  in  favour  of  the  Judicial 
Committee  being  enabled  to  take  the 
opinion  of  qualified  prelates;  but  on  no 
account  would  he  consent  to  their  opinion 
being  binding  upon  the  Judicial  Committee. 
In  the  next  place,  in  order  to  avoid  the 
anomalous  and  perilous,  or,  at  any  rate, 
most  inconvenient  consequences  of  twenty- 
seven  prelates  meeting  for  discussion,  he 
was  for  having  no  such  convocation  what- 
ever. But  he  would  enable  the  whole 
body  of  prelates,  if  they  pleased,  to  choose 
three  or  four  of  their  number  (he  should 
prefer  three),  whose  opinion  should  be  re- 
ported to  the  Judicial  Committee  to  aid 
them,  to  inform  the  consciences  of  the 
Committee  in  arriving  at  a  final  decision. 
But  another  course  had  been  suggested 
well  deserving  of  attention — substitute  a 
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certain  number  of  prelates,  to  whom  a  case, 
after  the  manner  of  the  Court  of  Chancery, 
may  be  sent  by  the  Judicial  Committee, 
that  is,  to  the  prelates  whom  they  may 
choose.  They  would  choose,  say  four, 
persons  in  whom  the  Church  had  the  great- 
est confidence,  and  receive  the  opinions  of 
those  four  prelates,  acting  by  the  majority, 
as  the  opinions  of  the  court  of  law  are 
given.  His  (Lord  Brougham's)  mind  went 
entirely  with  this,  and  he  had  reason  to 
think  if  the  Bill  went  elsewhere  it  would 
be  considered  as  materially  improving  the 
measure.  He  spoke  as  a  member  of  the 
Judicial  Committee  over  which  he  had  pre- 
sided for  seventeen  years,  and  he  declared 
that  in  some  cases  he  required  the  aid  of  a 
spiritual  body  in  forming  hisjudgment.  He 
had  felt  the  want  of  it  in  Bslin  v.  Mcucot 
severely.  He  had  now  stated  his  opinion 
in  the  hope  that  these  suggestions,  being 
adopted,  would  lead  to  a  cordial  concur- 
rence in  the  second  reading.  He  trusted 
they  would  be  adopted.  He  was  against 
the  Bill  as  it  stood,  for  he  considered  it 
perilous  in  the  extreme;  but  as  a  sincere 
Member  of  the  Church,  he  hoped  they 
would,  at  least  ultimately,  be  assented  to. 
This  was  his  earnest  hope  and  trust,  for 
he  found,  from  all  the  communications  he 
received,  how  alarming  and  vexing  this 
question  was  to  sbcere  members  of  the 
Church,  of  whom  ho  was  one.  Of  all 
ehurches  that  ever  existed  that  Church  was 
the  most  pious,  the  most  tolerant,  and  the 
most  learned;  or,  he  should  rather  say, 
combined  these  great  qualities  the  most 
signally.  No  church  but  the  Anglican 
Church  combined  within  itself  so  much 
of  the  qualities  indispensable  to  a  true 
church — piety  the  first,  and  learning  the 
next,  with  charity,  meekness,  and  tolera- 
tion. Of  all  the  intelligent  Dissenters  with 
whom  he  had  had  intercourse,  he  had 
hardly  known  one  whose  opinion  was  worth 
consulting,  who  did  not  say,  '*  God  forbid 
that  evil  should  happen  to  the  Church !  for 
where  should  we  find  another  so  tolerant 
and  so  charitable?"  He  hoped  therefore 
that  the  existing  breach,  instead  of  being 
widened  by  legislation,  would  be  healed; 
that  the  schism,  disquiet,  animosity,  and 
anxiety  that  now  prevailed  and  vexed  so 
many  of  our  fellow-countrymen  belong- 
ing to  the  Establishment,  but  which  gave 
such  pleasure  to  its  enemies,  would  cease ;  and 
that  the  Church  itself  might  rise,  renewed 
and  strengthened  by  its  temporary  obscura- 
tion caused  by  schism,  was  a  wish  in  which 
he  heartily  joined  the  right  reverend  Prelate. 


The  Bishop  of  ST.  DAVID'S  said,  that 
until  recently  he  had  entertained  a  hope, 
and  at  one  time  a  very  sanguine  hope,  that 
it  might  have  been  in  his  power  to  give  his 
humble  support  to  the  Bill  brought  in  by 
his  right  rev.  Friend  (the  Bishop  of  Lon- 
don); but  it  had  been  with  great  pain  that, 
after  very  anxious  and  mature  considera* 
tion,  he  had  found  himself  bound  to  aban* 
don  that  hope.  He,  therefore,  felt  that  it 
was  due  to  himself  and  to  his  right  rever- 
end Brethren,  that  he  should  trespass  for 
a  few  minutes  on  their  Lordships  atten* 
tion  while  he  stated  the  grounds  which 
had  forced  him  to  that  conclusion.  Even 
though  he  had  continued  to  entertain, 
with  regard  to  the  measure,  that  degree 
of  favourable  opinion  which  he  once  felt 
for  it,  he  should  still  have  found  it  impos- 
sible to  give  his  assent  to  it  without  some 
material  qualifications.  He  should  have 
thought  it  neccessary  to  protest  against 
being  considered  as  agreeing  or  sympa- 
thising with  the  view  taken  of  this  measure 
by  some  of  its  supporters.  He  should  have 
felt  himself  called  upon  to  state  that  certain 
features  in  the  Bill,  which  were  regarded, 
he  believed,  by  many  as  among  its  chief 
attractions  and  its  highest  recommenda- 
tions appeared  to  him  as  objections  and  dis- 
advantages,  which,  though  not  absolutely 
fatal,  nor  sufficient  in  themselves  to  require 
that  he  should  dissent  from  it,  were  ex- 
ceedingly injurious  to  it.  He  could  not 
assent  to  the  doctrine  which  he  had  seen 
stated  out  of  doors,  and  which,  if  he  was 
not  mistaken,  he  had  even  heard  uttered  in 
the  course  of  the  present  debate,  that  there 
resided  in  the  body  of  bishops,  in  their  of-* 
ficial  character,  any  peculiar  and  exclusive 
prerogative,  or  even  any  such  pre-eminent 
and  transcendent  qualification,  as  to  render 
them  the  only  proper  judges  on  questions 
of  doctrine  which  might  arise  within  the 
Church.  So  far  was  he  from  sharing  in 
that  opinion,  that  he  should  have  thought 
that  the  constitution  of  tho  proposed  Court 
of  Appeal  would  have  been  greatly  im* 
proved  if  there  had  been  associated  with 
the  Prelates,  or  with  any  number  of  them, 
a  certain  number  of  members  drawn,  not 
only  from  the  other  orders  of  the  clergy, 
but  also  from  the  laity.  He  was  not  pre- 
pared to  say  whether  such  an  admixture 
would  have  been  found  practicable  or  not; 
but  he  was  certainly  strongly  inclined  to 
think  that  it  would  have  been  an  improve- 
ment in  the  constitution  of  tho  court,  and 
that  it  would  have  removed  a  material  ob- 
jection to  that  tribunal,    BuX  ^^  n!&ssc^ 


635  App0dli  to  the  Prwf 


{LORDS} 


Otnmeil  from  the 


836 


been  no  question  involved  in  the  measure 
more  serious  than  this,  he  might,  perhaps, 
have  found  it  consistent  with  his  duty  to 
Yote  for  the  second  reading,  in  the  hope 
that  its  imperfections  might  be  so  far  re* 
moved  as  to  avoid  the  disadvantages  which 
appeared  to  him  likely  to  result  from  the 
proposed  constitution  of  the  court.  But 
there  were  other  grounds  of  objection  to 
the  measure,  as  proposed  bj  his  right 
rev.  Friend,  and  abstractions  from  the 
amendments  which  had  been  suggested 
to  their  Lordships,  which  he,  at  all  events, 
found  it  impossible  to  surmount.  One  of 
the  most  exceptionable  portions  of  the  Bill, 
in  his  judgment,  was  that  clause  which 
rendered  the  opinion  of  the  assembled 
bishops  upon  a  point  of  doctrine  binding 
and  conclusive  on  the  members  of  the  Ju< 
dicial  Committee.  That  clause  had  been 
objected  to  in  the  course  of  the  present 
debate  upon  grounds  the  strength  and 
cogency  of  which  must  be  evident  to  all; 
and  yet  he  did  not  think  that  the  ar- 
guments which  had  already  been  urged 
against  it  were  either  the  only  ones,  or 
the  strongest  and  most  cogent  that  it  was 
possible  to  advance.  There  were  others 
which  had  not  been  noticed,  but  which 
appeared  to  him  more  powerful  still.  The 
principal  reason  why  he  protested  against 
that  clause  was,  that  it  interfered  in  a 
great  degree  with  the  rights  of  conscience 
of  the  members  of  the  Judicial  Committee 
eonsidered  not  merely  as  such,  but  also  as 
Christian  men,  and  as  members  of  the 
Church  of  England.  The  expediency  and 
propriety  of  having  the  Committee  com- 
posed exclusively  of  members  of  the  Church 
bad  been  repeatedly  insisted  upon;  and 
this  point  being  granted,  he  would  ask 
how  it  could  be  reasonably  desired  or  ex- 
pected that  a  lay  member  of  the  Church, 
who  had  devoted  much  of  his  attention  to 
questions  of  this  kind,  who— barring  the 
alleged  spiritual  prerogative — was  as  com- 
petent to  form  an  intelligent  opinion  on 
them  as  any  bishop  of  the  Church,  and 
who  had  arrived  at  a  positive  and  con- 
scientious conviction  on  the  subject — ^how, 
he  asked,  was  it  reasonable,  or  desirable, 
or  how  was  it  consistent  with  the  rights  of 
conscience,  that  such  a  man  should  be 
bound  and  fettered  by  the  opinions  of  other 
men,  and  that  he  should  be  compelled,  not 
only  tacitly  to  adopt  them,  but  practically 
to  carry  them  into  effect  ?  This  was  in 
itself  a  grave  objection  to  the  Bill,  and  yet 
it  was  not  the  objection  which  weighed 
fiiMt  in  his  miud.    He  was  sot  insenaible 


to  the  force  of  the  arguments  by  which 
his  right  rev.  Friend  had  endeavoured  to 
show  that  the  measure  was  in  perfect  bar-* 
mony  with  the  genius  and  spirit  and  prin* 
ciples  of  the  Church.  He  was  willing,  for 
argument's  sake,  to  admit  that  at  a  dif- 
ferent period,  and  under  different  circum- 
stances, the  Bill  might  have  been  well 
adapted  to  the  general  purpose  for  which 
it  was  intended;  but  he  held  that  they  had 
no  right  to  consider  the  measure  in  thai 
general  light,  but  that  they  were  bound  to 
take  it  in  connection  with  existing  circum- 
stances. He  could  not  at  all  go  along  with 
his  right*  rev.  Friend  in  that  part  of  his 
speech  in  which  he  endeavoured  to  remove 
from  their  Lordships'  minds  the  impression 
which  so  generally  prevailed,  that  the 
measure  had  originated  in  the  peculiar  cir- 
cumstances and  transactions  of  the  time. 
And  when  his  right  rev.  Friend  alluded  to 
the  proceedings  which  took  place  among 
the  bishops,  assembled  to  consider  the 
measure,  his  recollection  did  not  quite  go 
along  with  him  on  that  point.  It  was  very 
true  and  was  quite  notorious*  that  his  right 
rev.  Friend  had  long  been  engaged  in 
framing  a  measure  for  the  same  general 
purpose  as  the  present;  but  it  had  always 
appeared  and  did  still  appear  to  him,  that 
the  measure  in  its  peculiar  distinctive  char« 
acter  had  arisen  entirely  out  of  tho  excite- 
ment occasioned  by  the  recent  judgment. 
Indeed,  until  he  heard  his  right  rev. 
Friend's  speech,  he  had  not  supposed  that 
there  was  a  man  in  the  country  who  doubt- 
ed that  fact.  He  must,  therefore,  take  tha 
liberty  of  assuming  that  the  special  design 
of  the  measure  was  to  provide  a  remedy 
for  a  recent  existing  evil,  and  to  restore 
peace,  tranquillity,  and  harmony  to  the 
Church.  And  then  he  would  ask  their 
Lordships  to  consider  whether  the  means 
were  or  were  not  adapted  to  the  end.  If 
the  object  was  to  produce  peace  and  tran- 
quillity in  the  Church,  he  should  wish  to 
know  what  party  in  tho  Church  it  was 
likely  to  conciliate  or  satisfy.  There  was 
a  large  and  powerful  party  in  the  Church 
who,  though  they  did  not  adopt  certain 
opinions  which  were  supposed  to  be  af- 
firmed by  the  recent  judgment,  never  the-* 
less  he  believed  that  the  judgment  was 
substantially  right — that  it  was  a  great 
blessing  to  the  Church — and  that  it  had 
averted  from  her  a  serious  evil  and  danger. 
He  did  not  mean  to  deny  that  even  among 
those  persons  there  were  many,  probably 
the  majority  of  them,  who  were  very  much 
dissatii^ed  with  tho  constitutfon  of  tho 
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rest  with  a  few  unquiet  spirits,  who  would 
seise  this  opportunity,  would  rush  into  the 
arena,  and  grasp  the  instrument  which 
would  thus  he  placed  in  their  hands  for 
the  purpose,  consciously  or  unconsciously, 
of  widening  that  breach  in  the  Church 
which  their  Lordships  must  all  deplore* 
He  thought  it  was  impossible  for  any  one 
who  attended  to  the  signs  of  the  times 
to  say  that  this  was  an  imaginary  or  chi-« 
merical  danger.  For  his  own  part  he 
could  not  shut  his  eyes  to  what  was  pas* 
sing  around  him,  or  his  oars  to  the  lan- 
guage used  on  public  occasions  by  persons 
who  did  not  scruple  to  avow  that  they 
looked  forward  to  a  disruption  between 
Church  and  State  as  a  possible  contin« 
gency;  as  a  calamity  indeed,  but  not  as 
the  greatest  of  calamities,  but  rather  as 
the  least  of  two  evils — the  other  evil  being 
the  failure  of  their  own  peculiar  schemes 
for  the  improvement  of  the  Church.  And 
if  there  were  persons  who  did  not  scruple 
to  avow  this,  he  could  not  but  strongly 
suspect  that  there  were  others  who  viewed 
such  a  disruption  in  a  still  more  favour- 
able light,  not  as  an  evil  at  all,  but  as  a 
positive  good.  But  this  much  at  least  he 
was  sure  of,  that  if,  as  was  very  commonly 
suspected — and  he  wished  it  was  without 
sufficient  grounds — there  were  persons  who 
considered  the  *'  Euthanasia*'  of  the 
Church  of  England  to  be  its  final  merging 
in  the  Church  of  Rome,  and  who  were  de- 
sirous of  hastening  that  consummation, 
the  course  which  he  thought  such  persons 
would  be  most  likely  to  take  for  that  ob« 
ject  would  be  to  produce,  if  possible,  such 
a  rupture  and  division  within  the  Church 
as  would  eliminate  from  it  those  of  its 
members  who  were  most  firmly  attached  to 
the  principles  of  the  Protestant  Reformat 
tion;  because  they  would  readily  suppose 
that  as  soon  as  that  consummation  took 
place,  there  would  be  interposed  but  a 
feeble  obstacle  to  that  which  they  looked 
forward  to  beyond.  **  Divide  et  impera/^ 
he  believed,  was  still  a  Roman  maxim,  and 
he  was  afraid  it  was  fast  becoming  an 
English  one;  and  he  believed  that  those 
who  were  most  eager  to  promote  the  divi- 
sion would  be  the  foremost  to  give  in  their 
allegiance  to  the  subsequent  dominion. 
There  was  one  way  in  which  this  measure 
would  directly  tend  to  that  end,  and  that 
was  by  rendering  almost  inevitable  a  fatal 
division  in  one  great  body  of  the  Church, 
namely,  the  Episcopate.  That  evil  had 
been  already  pointed  out  in  the  course  of 
the  debate;  and  to  his  mind  It  ^^\  %gcv 


existing  court  of  appeal  in  spiritual  mat- 
ters, for  they  had  omected  most  strongly 
to  the  court  below,  which  passed  the  sen- 
tence that  had  been  reversed  by  the  exist- 
ing court  of  appeal;  and  he  had  a  right, 
therefore,  to  infer  that  they  were  eqiwlly 
dissatisfied  with  the  constitution  of  the 
Judicial  Committee  of  Council  as  a  court 
for  deciding  questions  of  this  description. 
But  still  he  believed  it  to  be  a  clear  and 
incontestable  fact,  that  this  was  not  the 
party  whom  the  present  measure  would 
conciliate.  On  the  contrary,  they  viewed 
it  with  a  considerable  degree  of  distrust, 
jealousy,  and  alarm.  Who  then  were  the 
persons  who  were  to  be  conciliated  bv  it  ? 
Were  they  those  who  had  expressed  alarm, 
dismay,  and  consternation — for  such  was 
the  language  which  he  had  seen  used — at 
the  recent  decision  ?  Many  of  them  had 
publicly  declared  themselves  dissatisfied 
with  the  present  measure.  Others,  indeed, 
there  were  who  approved  of  it.  But  he 
would  beg  their  Lordships  to  consider  what 
were  the  grounds  on  which  these  persons 
hailed  it  with  their  approval.  Was  it  that 
they  were  satisfied  with  it  as  a  final  mea- 
sure ?  Or  was  it  not  rather  because  thev 
regarded  it  as  a  stepping-stone  by  which 
they  might  advance  to  something  beyond 
it  ?  And  this  was  just  the  point  in  which 
he  saw  an  insurmountable  objection  to  the 
present  Bill.  He  could  not  describe  its 
probable  practical  effect  as  anything  but 
this — ^to  open  a  new  arena  of  thological 
controversy,  and  to  invite  new  combatants 
to  try  their  strength  in  it,  and  fight  what 
they  would  call  the  battle  of  the  Church. 
He  begged  that  he  might  not  be  misunder- 
stood. He  did  not  mean  to  intimate  that 
there  would  be  any  disposition  in  the  mem- 
bers of  the  proposed  tribunal,  either  col- 
lectively or  individually,  to  give  the  small- 
est encouragement  to  such  a  spirit.  On 
the  contrary,  he  was  convinced  that  they 
would  do  everything  in  their  power  to 
check  it.  And  he  would  say,  with  little 
fear  of  contradiction,  that,  if  they  were  to 
select  from  the  whole  body  of  the  Church, 
and  from  every  order  in  it,  a  set  of  per- 
sons to  be  appointed  for  this  purpose,  it 
vrould  be  very  difficult  to  find  the  same 
number  of  men  who  would  in  all  proba- 
bility exercise  the  powers  to  be  vested  in 
them  with  a  greater  degree  of  discretion, 
moderation,  and  impartiality,  than  he 
firmly  believed  would  be  found  in  the  pro- 
posed court  of  appeal.  But  unfortunately 
it  would  not  rest  with  them  whether  such 
a  spirit  should  be  evoked  or  not.   It  would 
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unavoidable  consequence  of  the  measure, 
and  one  which  he  thought  would  defy 
oven  the  genius  and  learning  of  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  (Lord  Brougham)  to 
disentangle  from  it.  He  saw,  also,  great 
evil  and  inconvenience  in  decisions  af- 
fecting the  civil  rights  of  the  clergy 
on  account  of  their  adherence  to  opin- 
ions held  possibly  by  a  large  minority 
of  the  bishops  of  their  Church.  But  he 
viewed  even  that  inconsistency  and  incon- 
venience, great  as  they  were,  with  loss 
alarm  than  the  possible  collisions  of  the 
bishops  amongst  themselves,  and  the  con- 
sequent abatement  of  their  authority  and 
influence,  both  in  the  Church  at  large,  and 
in  their  several  dioceses.  Ho  did  not  wish 
to  conceal  that  in  the  temporary  adhesion 
which  he  had  given  to  this  measure,  he  had 
been  chiefly  influenced  by  the  authority  of 
the  right  rev.  Prelate  who  had  introduced 
this  Bill,  to  whom,  on  account  of  his  emi- 
nent station,  his  long  experience,  his  great 
ability,  and,  above  all,  on  account  of  the 
uniform  moderation  with  which  he  had 
steered,  cautiously  and  judiciously,  between 
opposite  extremes  of  opinion  and  party, 
he  conceived  that  such  deference  was  legi- 
timately due.  But,  after  all,  he  must  act 
on  his  own  convictions,  and  not  on  those 
of  another  man.  Still  he  did  not  feel 
himself  bound  to  divide  against  a  measure 
from  which  a  majority  of  his  right  rev. 
Brethren  anticipated,  he  believed,  much 
benefit.  But  it  was  quite  impossible  for 
him,  with  the  convictions  and  opinions  he 
had  expressed,  to  share  with  them  the  re- 
sponsibility of  an  experiment  which  he  be- 
lieved in  his  conscience,  so  far  from  being 
a  remedy  for  existing  evils,  was  likely 
greatly  to  multiply  and  aggravate  the  diffi- 
culties and  dangers  of  the  Church. 

Lord  REDES  DALE  regretted  the 
change  of  opinion  avowed  by  the  right 
rev.  Prelate,  because  it  was  another  in- 
stance of  that  want  of  courage  in  the 
bench  of  Bishops  which  had  led  to  so  much 
of  our  present  difficulties.  What  was 
wanted  now  was  a  clear  and  well-defined 
statement  of  the  doctrine  of  the  Church  ; 
and  yet  the  right  rev.  Prelate  seemed  to 
think  that  the  Church  might  be  left  to  go 
on  with  its  ministers  holding  every  variety 
of  opinion.  Such  a  state  of  things  was 
impossible.  It  was  impossible,  in  the  pre- 
sent crisis  in  the  Church,  that  matters 
could  be  left  to  stand  as  they  now  were 
without  more  serious  evils  and  more  un- 
desirable effects  being  produced.  The 
ji^ht  rev.  Prelate  said  that  the  measure 


was  viewed  with  doubtful  satisfaction  by 
both  parties — that  it  was  disliked  by  low 
Churchmen,  and  regarded  by  high  Church- 
men only  as  a  step  to  some  ulterior  pur- 
pose. He  (Lord  Redesdale)  wished  there 
was  no  such  thing  as  party  in  the  Church. 
It  was  the  duty  of  their  Lordships,  at  all 
events,  to  disregard  party,  and  to  legislate 
for  that  body  of  the  Church,  that  large 
and  important  body  of  men,  who  accepted 
the  Church  as  the  Church,  and  were  will- 
ing to  be  bound  by  her  Articles,  her  Li- 
turgy, her  formularies.  The  course  now 
pursued  was  to  give  a  little  temporary  tri- 
umph to  the  one  party  or  the  other,  and 
by  that  triumph  to  weaken  the  Chiurch  ; 
for  those  who  were  most  active  in  keeping 
up  extreme  parties  were  not  the  most  nu- 
merous or  the  best  members  of  the  Church. 
In  petty  disputes,  perhaps,  the  right  rev. 
Prelate's  prescription  of  letting  things 
take  their  chance  might  do  no  harm  ;  hut 
when  the  doctrines  of  the  Church  were  as- 
sailed, her  usefulness  impeded,  and  her 
members  discouraged  and  distressed,  that 
was  the  time  for  the  prelates  of  the  Church 
to  stand  forward  and  pronounce,  fearlessly 
and  boldly,  what  her  doctrines  were.  At 
the  present  moment,  no  man  doubted  what 
those  doctrines  were.  Not  even  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  Privy  Council  imagined  for 
a  moment  that  the  doctrines  held  by  Mr. 
Gorham  were  in  accordance  with  the 
teaching  of  the  Church.  All  that  they 
decided  was,  that  Mr.  Gorham  did  not  so 
clearly  dissent  from  that  which  was  laid 
down  in  the  Articles,  Liturgy,  and  formu- 
laries that  he  ought  not  to  be  allowed  to 
hold  a  living.  He  begged  their  Lordships 
to  consider  this  point,  for  it  was  one  which 
men  did  not  often  put  to  themselves — too 
great  liberty  to  the  clergy  was  injury  to 
the  laity*  Supposing  he  (Lord  Redesdale) 
lived  in  the  parish  to  which  Mr.  Gorham 
was  appointed,  was  it  no  injury  to  be 
placed  under  such  a  man  as  that  ?  Not 
one  of  the  right  rev.  Prelates  would  say 
that  they  entertained  the  same  opinions  as 
Mr.  Gorham  on  the  doctrine  in  dispute ; 
and,  indeed,  could  any  one  say  the  doc- 
trine could  be  held  without  a  variance  with 
the  Articles,  Liturgy,  and  formularies  of 
the  Church  ?  By  Uiis  decision,  he  (Lord 
Redesdale)  would  be  bound  for  his  whole 
life  under  the  teaching  of  a  man  of  notori- 
ously unsound  doctrine,  and  would  be 
bound,  with  his  children  and  dependents, 
to  submit  to  it.  Were  not  all  the  laity 
who  desired  to  give  obedience  to  those 
doctrines  laid  down  in  the  Liturgy,  Ar- 


641 


JEederiastital  CcwrU  {June  3}      {Matters  of  Doctrine)  Bill      642 


tides,  &c.»  in  their  pure,  literal,  and  na- 
tural sense,  \Tithout  any  non-natural  inter- 
pretations, in  that  p3sition  ?  Their  Lord- 
ships ought  to  protect  the.laity  against  in- 
jury from  all  or  any  extremes.  The  right 
rev.  Prelate  (the  Bishop  of  Worcester) 
Tery  properly  withdrew  his  licence,  the 
other  day,  from  a  curate  who  entertained 
opinions  of  a  tendency  approaching  to 
Ilome,  and  thus  protected  the  parish  from 
teaching  contrary  to  the  Church.  The 
right  rey.  Prelate  at  the  tahle  (the  Bishop 
of  Exeter)  was  equally  right  in  refusing 
to  admit  an  indiTidufd  who  held  opinions 
of  another  tendency,  hut  equally  dissonant 
from  the  pure  and  literal  meaning  of  the 
Church's  formularies,  &c.  He  could  tell 
their  Lordships  that  the  decision  against 
the  Bishop  of  Exeter  was  only  looked  upon 
with  satisfaction  hy  men  of  extreme  parties; 
and  hy  none  so  much  as  hy  the  Roman 
Catholics  and  the  most  violent  Dissenters. 
They  viewed  it  with  satisfaction,  hecause 
they  saw  that  it  lowered  the  Church  in  the 
eyes  of  the  world,  and  enabled  them  to 
taunt  those  who  remained  in  the  Church 
with  denying  one  of  the  Articles  of  the 
Christian  faith.  Was  that  a  position  in 
which  they  ought  to  be  placed  ?  And, 
being  in  that  position,  the  bishops  ought 
to  come  forward  to  their  relief.  The  ob- 
jections raised  against  the  Bill,  which 
placed  such  matters  in  the  hands  of  the 
bishops,  appeared  to  him  to  be  unworthy 
of  any  great  consideration.  That  which 
had  been  suggested,  on  the  ground  that 
the  court  might  be  nearly  equally  divided, 
13  against  14,  or  something  like  that,  he 
did  not  believe  to  be  possible.  It  certainly 
would  not  have  occurred  in  regard  to  the 
question  recently  decided.  Was  a  possible 
difference  of  opinion  any  argument  against 
the  establishment  of  a  court  ?  He  could 
not  conceive  a  court  in  which  such  a  con- 
tingency was  less  likely  to  arise.  It  would 
be  composed  of  learned  men,  all  conscious 
of  the  sacred  duty  they  would  have  to  per- 
form, and  they  were  not  likely  to  have 
great  differences  of  opinion.  He  accepted 
the  Bill  because  it  constituted  the  only 
Church  tribunal  there  appeared  to  be  any 
chance  of  getting  at  the  present  moment. 
He  had  never  exhibited  any  violence  of 
opinion  on  questions  of  this  kind.  No  one 
had  stronger  objections  to  any  violent 
change,  and  no  person  was  more  strongly 
impressed  with  the  danger  of  continued 
agitation  ;  and  he  should,  therefore,  have 
accepted  also  any  alteration  in  the  Bill 
proposed  by  the   Government   in  a  fair 
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manner,  and  with  a  disposition  to  afford 
relief  to  the  Church.  But  when  he  saw 
the  Government  come  forward  to  oppose 
this  measure  as  a  party  question,  he  had 
very  little  hopes  of  anything  being  done 
except  by  the  Church  bestirring  itself  in 
a  manner  which  it  had  not  hitherto  done. 
The  necessity  for  some  change  had  come. 
Who  then  could  doubt  that  there  was  a 
possibility,  nay,  that  there  was  a  proba- 
bility, that  the  next  person  appointea  to  a 
bishopric  would  be  Mr.  Gorham.  [A 
laugh,]  That  laugh  would  seem  to  say 
that  such  a  thing  was  impossible,  but  by 
far  the  greater  number  of  appointments 
recently  made  had  been  made  with  a  view 
of  showing  the  subserviency  of  the  Church 
to  the  State.  A  bishop,  not  along  ago, 
was  appointed  who  laboured  under  the 
censure  of  his  university  for  heresy;  and  if 
Mr.  Gorham  was  fit  to  hold  a  living,  he 
was  also  fit  to  hold  a  bishopric.  Every 
man  who  reflected  upon  the  condition  of 
the  Church  must  see  it  could  not  last,  and, 
with  the  Government  of  the  day  exhibiting 
such  dispositions,  ho  felt  bound  to  avow 
himself  a  "reformer  "  with  regard  to  the 
present  question  between  Church  and 
State.  A  large  body  of  earnest  men  were 
now  rapidly  coming  to  the  same  conclu- 
sion. The  relations  of  Church  and  State 
had  been  materially  altered  by* changes  in 
the  latter,  and  common  sense  demanded  a 
revision  of  the  subject.  He  denied  that 
it  was  any  honour  or  advantage  to  tlm 
Crown,  as  the  Sovereign,  with  the  most 
awful  responsibility  upon  Her  as  head  of 
the  Church,  to  have  any  person  forced 
upon  her  by  the  Ministry.  The  prosperity 
of  the  Church  was  the  strength  of  the 
monarchy;  and,  so  far  from  disloyalty 
being  involved  in  an  advocacy  of  an  altera- 
tion in  the  supremacy,  he  contended  that 
such  a  course  would,  on  the  contrary, 
stren^hen  the  Crovm.  He  should  sup- 
port the  second  reading  of  the  Bill. 

Lord  CAMPBELL  said,  that  if  the 
present  were  a  mere  party  question,  he 
should  not  have  troubled  their  Lordships 
with  any  observations;  but  he  thought  it  a 
great  constitutional  question,  upon  which 
it  was  his  duty  to  offer  his  opinions,  whidi 
he  would  do  very  briefly.  He  could  say, 
with  the  greatest  sincerity,  that  it  woiild 
have  given  him  great  pleasure  if  he  could 
have  conscientiously  supported  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill  which  the  right  rev. 
Prelate  had  introduced,  to  whom  he  gave 
the  fullest  credit  for  the  sincerity  of  his 
intentions.      There  waa  no  mo\^  %\xi^^sc^ 
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friend  of  the  Church  than  he  (Lord  Camp- 
hell)  was.  He  helieved  it  to  he  an  insti- 
tution deeply  heloved  hj  the  great  hulk  of 
the  people  of  this  country,  and  that  it  had 
eonferred,  and  was  likely  to  confer,  the 
greatest  hlessings  upon  the  kingdom,  and 
it  was  with  a  view  to  its  prosperity  that  he 
felt  it  necessary  to  ^ndemn  the  Bill  hefore 
their  Lordships.  After  a  most  careful  and 
inipartial  consideration  of  its  details,  it 
appeared  to  him  to  he  a  most  unconstitu- 
tional Bill,  and  one  tending  to  hring  ahout 
that  rery  disruption  of  the  Church  which 
it  was  its  professed  ohject  to  prevent.  The 
right  rer.  Prelate  who  had  mtroduced  it 
ohjected  to  the  present  constitution  of  the 
Judicial  Committee  of  the  Privy  Council; 
hut  it  appeared  to  him  (Lord  Camphell) 
that  the  ohjections  arose  from  not  consider- 
ing what  were  the  functions  of  that  trihu- 
nal.  If  that  Committee  had  the  power  to 
lay  down  canons  for  the  Church,  its  consti- 
tution would  he  ohjectionahle;  hut  it  was 
merely  a  court  of  construction.  Its  duty 
was  to  explain  the  meaning  of  legal  do- 
cuments. He  might  speak  of  it  witn  more 
freedom  than  other  memhers  of  it,  he* 
cause,  from  the  nature  of  the  duties  which 
he  had  now  to  perform,  it  was  very  pro- 
hahle  he  should  never  sit  as  a  memher 
of  it  agaity  And  he  had  no  hesitation 
in  saying  that  it  was  hotter  calculated 
to  explain  the  meaning  of  the  Articles 
and  liturgies  of  the  Church  than  a  court 
formed  from  the  hench  of  the  right  rev. 
Prelates  opposite.  He  knew  it  had  heen 
aaid  that  it  was  a  lay  trihunal:    hut  he 

Jdiie  agreed  with  his  nohle  and  learned 
'riend  (Lord  Brotigham)  that  it  was  no 
more  a  lay  trihunal  than  the  Court  of 
Arches.  It  was  in  that  respect  like  the 
courts  of  some  of  the  bishops,  where  lay- 
inen  were  appointed  as  judges  to  decide 
the  legal  questions  sent  before  them,  which 
the  Prelates  of  the  Church  would  be  no 
more  competent  to  decide  than  any  other 
class  of  persons  not  lawyers.  The  Pre- 
lates to  whose  sees  those  courts  appertain- 
ed had  appointed  laymen  to  act  as  their 
substitutes.  Such  was  the  capacity  in 
which  his  learned  friend  Sir  H.  Jenner 
Fust  presided  over  his  court;  and  in  like 
manner  did  his  learned  friend  Dr.  Lush- 
ingtdn  preside  over  his — the  one  as  the 
representative  of  the  Archbishop  of  Can- 
terbury, the  other  as  the  representative  of 
the  Bishop  of  London.  From  tlie  consti- 
tution of  the  Church  there  was  an  appeal 
from  the  Archdeacon  to  the  Bishop,  from 
tAe  Bhhap  to  the  Archbishop,  and  from 


the  Archbishop  to  the  Sovereign.  At  all 
times  the  Sovereign  of  this  country  had 
heen  considered  the  head  of  the  Church. 
The  appeal  had  4ver  lain  from  the  Arch- 
bishop to  the  Sovereign.  It  was  so  in  the 
old  Saxon  times — it  was  so  in  the  Consti- 
tutions of  Clarendon — and  so  .also  it  had 
heen  triumphantly  established  at  the  time 
of  the  Reformation;  and  as  every  Prelate 
of  the  Church  had  his  advisers,  bo  the 
Sovereign  had  his  or  her  advisers.  From 
these  considerations,  it  appeared  to  him 
that  offence  had  been  most  unnecessarily 
taken  at  the  Judicial  Committee  of  the 
Privy  Council  being  a  lay  tribunal,  in  con- 
tradistinction to  the  inferior  tribunals  of 
the  Prelates.  But  how  was  it  proposed 
to  remedy  the  complaints?  Why,  by  the 
substitution  of  another  tribunal,  which 
should  be  a  court  purely  consisting  of  Pre- 
lates from  the  two  provinces  of  Canterbury 
and  York.  Now,  if  he  thought  he  would 
give  satisfaction  to  the  Church  by  support- 
ing the  second  reading  of  the  Bill,  he  would 
do  so  with  pleasure;  but  he  felt  that  it 
would  be  a  mere  mockery,  and  that  it 
would  be  much  more  respectful  to  the 
right  rev.  Prelates  at  once  to  say  that  it 
should  be  read  a  second  time  that  day  six 
months.  The  new  tribunal,  instead  of 
merely  advising  the  Queen,  was  to  bind 
Her  by  its  decisions.  It  set  forth — "  And 
it  shall  be  binding  and  conclusive  for  the 
purpose  of  the  appeal  in  which  such  refer- 
ence may  be  issued."  So  that  its  decision 
was  to  be  binding  upon  the  Judicial  Com- 
mittee of  the  Privy  Council;  and  when 
they  should  have  reported  it  to  Her  Ma- 
jesty, it  was  to  be  binding  and  conclusive 
upon  Her,  and  She  should  have  merely  to 
register  the  decrees  of  Her  bishops*  Now 
it  was  admitted  that  the  Monarch  was  the 
head  of  the  Church  of  England.  Well, 
but  by  the  Bill  before  their  Lordshipsi  the 
supremacy  would  he  now  vested  in  the 
bishops,  the  Queen  having  only  to  record 
their  decisions.  The  supremacy  was  no 
longer  in  the  head  of  the  Church,  but  in 
the  assembly  of  bishops  who  were  to  dic- 
tate to  tho  Sovereign  what  decree  it  was  ne- 
cessary to  pronounce.  For  his  own  part, 
he  greatly  preferred  the  Bill  which  the 
right  rev.  Prelate  had  introduced  at  the 
commencement  of  the  Session.  He  had 
said  truly  that  he  (Lord  Camphell)  had 
been  a  member  of  the  Select  Committee 
upon  a  somewhat  similar  Bill  which  had 
been  introduced  a  few  Sessions  back.  But 
the  Court  proposed  by  that  Bill  was  to 
consist  of  the  three  senior  bishops,  who 
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were  merely  to  be  consulted,  if  necessarj. 
And  it  was  not  to  be  even  compulsory  upon 
tbe  Judicial  Committee  to  send  a  case  be- 
fore tbat  tribunal.  It  was  to  be  merely 
optional.  It  was  a  permissive  power  given 
to  tbe  Judicial  Committee  to  ask  advice  of 
tbe  bisbops. 

Tbe  Bishop  of  LONDON  :  There  was 
to  be  no  Judicial  Committee.  It  was  to 
bo  done  away  with. 

Lord  CAMPBELL  begged  to  differ 
witb  tbe  rigbt  rev.  Prelate  as  to  tbe  con- 
struction of  tbe  Bill.  His  Lordsbip  read 
tbe  clause,  and  contended  tbat  lie  bad  put 
tbe  true  construction  upon  it.  Tbe  rigbt 
rev.  Prelate  now  wanted  to  tbrow  away 
tbat  tribunal,  and  to  substitute  one  tbat  be 
(Lord  Campbell)  tbougbt  would  bo  tbe 
Church's  ruin.  It  was  to  consist  of  an  as- 
semblage of  twenty,  seven  bisbops  from  tbe 
Srovinces  of  Canterbury  and  York,  with  tho 
tisbop  of  Sodor  and  Man,  but  without  any 
provision  for  the  Irish  bishops  being  pre- 
sent or  represented.  As  the  rigbt  rev.  Pre- 
late bad  said,  there  could  be  no  court  with- 
out lawyers,  and  therefore  there  were  to 
be  lawyers  admitted.  Counsel  were  to  be 
heard  on  both  sides ;  and  after  having 
heard  them,  the  twenty-seven  members  of 
tbe  court  were  to  consult  together,  and 
give  their  decision.  Now,  if  there  were 
even  a  provision  in  the  Bill  that  their  judg- 
ment should  be  unanimous,  he  would  agree 
to  tbe  second  reading.  But  it  was  by  tbe 
majority  that  the  decision  was  to  be  given, 
and  tbe  minority  was  to  be  held  up  to 
public  obloquy,  for  the  names  and  opinions 
and  votes  of  all  were  to  be  reported.  The 
appointment  of  such  a  tribunal  would,  he 
thought,  be  most  mischievous.  It  would 
lead  to  agitation,  and  finally  to  the  disrup- 
tion of  the  Church;  and  for  these  reasons 
he  should  most  decidedly  oppose  it. 

The  Bishop  of  LONDON  explained  the 
nature  of  his  former  Bill. 

Lord  LYTTELTON  said,  be  felt  it  his 
duty  as  a  lay  Member  of  the  House,  to 
support  the  rigbt  rev.  Prelates  on  tliis  oc- 
casion. He  felt,  like  his  noble  Friend 
(Lord  Redesdale)  that  tbe  course  of  events 
bad  so  much  changed,  since  the  Reforma- 
tion, the  relation  as  it  had  then  been  set- 
tled between  the  Church  and  the  Crown, 
that  some  statutory  alteration,  such  as 
was  now  proposed,  was  needed  in  tbe  letter 
of  that  settlement,  in  order  to  adhere  to 
its  true  spirit.  It  was  not  accurate  to  say, 
that  it  was  intended  at  the  Reformation  to 
give  unqualified  power  to  tbe  Crown  to 
judge  of  doctrine :  for^  whateyer  expres- 


sions were  to  be  found  in  tbe  statute  of  tbat 
period  on  tbe  subject,  should  be  construed 
m  tbe  sense  of  the  preamble  of  the  first  and 
greatest  of  them,  tbe  Statute  of  Appeals  ; 
which  declared  tbat  the  supremacy  of  the 
Crown  was  to  be  exercised  in  matters  tern* 
poral  through  the  temporal  power,  in  mat- 
ters spiritual  through  tbe  spiritual  power,  the 
spiritualty  being  one  of  the  distinct  estates 
of  tbe  realm.  And  according  to  this  was 
the  scope  of  tbe  present  Bill;  of  which  the 
essential  principle  was,  Dot  that  tbe  appeal 
should  be  to  a  tribunal  composed  solely  of 
bishops,  but  that  it  should  be  to  a  court 
composed  of  spiritual  and  ecclesiastical 
persons;  and  therefore  tbat  tbe  constitu- 
tion of  the  present  Judicial  Committee  was 
a  bad  one.  This  was  according  both  to 
the  ancient  law,  and  to  tbe  autnoritative 
expositions  of  it,  such  as  those  of  Lord 
Coke  and  Black  stone.  With  regard  to  the 
existing  controversy,  he  would  only  say 
that  he  should  look  to  a  well-considered 
statement  of  doctrine  on  tbe  pai^t  of  such  a 
tribunal  as  this  Bill  would  constitute,  as 
tending  to  consolidate  and  unite  opposing 
parties  in  tbe  Church,  and  not  to  widen  or 
confirm  their  dissensions.  The  rigbt  rer. 
Prelates,  and  they  aldne,  bad  even  now  the 
moral  right  and  tbe  moral  influence  that 
could  make  a  decision  on  these  subjects  sa- 
tisfactory to  the  great  body  of  Oburchmeti; 
and  he  supported  this  Bill  a6  only  giving 
them  by  law  what  they  already  had  morally, 
and  according  to  tbe  ancient  taw  of  the 
Church  and  constitution  of  England. 

The  Earl  of  CHICHBSTER  would 
oppose  this  Bill  not  only  as  an  unconstitu- 
tional, but  as  a  most  impolitic  measure. 
It  had  been  said  by  a  noble  Lord  opposite, 
tbat  those  who  opposed  this  measure  did 
so  from  party  considerations.  For  him- 
self, he  must  say  that  he  opposed  it  not 
as  a  supporter  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment, though  he  rejoiced,  indeed,  tbat  the 
Government  had  felt  it  their  duty  to  op- 
pose any  measure  of  this  sort;  but  he  op- 
posed it  because  he  considered,  with  all  the 
respect  tbat  was  so  eminently  duo  to  the 
right  rev.  Prelate  who  bad  brought  it  for- 
ward, that  it  was  an  unwise  and  a  dan- 
gerous measure.  He  had  given  to  this 
important  subject  the  most  attentive  con- 
sideration, and  be  had  done  so  as  one  sin- 
cerely attached  to  the  constitution,  but 
still  more  deeply  interested  in  tho  welfare 
of  the  Church.  He  believed  that  our  civil 
and  ecclesiastical  institutions,  as  they  now 
existed,  afforded  a  far  better  security  for 
the  truUi,  and  for  liberty  Q€QiQ(aiiK\^u^^>*^^«K^ 
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could  reasonably  be  expected  under  the 
prorisions  of  the  Bill  now  under  considera- 
tion. It  had  already  been  so  ably  shown 
that  this  measure  was  a  direct  violation  of 
the  supremacy  of  the  Crown,  that  he  did 
not  think  it  necessary  to  argue  that  ques- 
tion further  ;  it  would  be  sufficient  for 
him  to  observe  that  the  Bill  introduced  a 
great  change  into  the  constitution  of  the 
country,  and  that  he  saw  no  sufficient  rea- 
son to  justify  them  in  making  that  change. 
His  noble  Friend  who  last  addressed  them 
had  referred  to  the  party  feeling  now  ex- 
isting in  the  Church  as  an  argument  in 
favour  of  this  measure.  Now,  much  as  he 
deplored  those  divisions,  it  seemed  to  him 
that  the  very  existence  of  them  was  the 
strongest  possible  reason  against  the  mea- 
sure. The  measure  would,  in  his  opinion, 
supersede  the  appellate  jurisdiction  of  the 
Judicial  Committee  of  Privy  Council,  and 
would  have  the  effect  of  giving  to  a  portion 
only  of  the  bishops  the  power  of  intro- 
ducing into  the  Uhurch  new  articles  of 
faith.  [**  No,  no ! "]  Yes,  it  might  have 
that  effect ;  for  if  the  decision  of  the 
bishops  was  to  be  binding,  their  decisions 
would  be  as  authoritative  as  the  Articles 
now^  existing.  If  they  were  not  to  be 
binding  upon  future  bishops,  and  upon  the 
Churchy  such  decisions  would  afford  a -con- 
stant motive  to  controversy  and  agitation. 
He  wished  to  know  in  the  case  of  a  ques- 
tion of  heresy  being  sent  from  the  Court 
of  Privy  Council  to  the  new  court,  what 
was  to  be  the  process;  would  they  send 
before  them  the  whole  case,  or  only  ex- 
tracts from  it?  In  the  former  case  the 
bishops  might  say  that  there  were  parts  of 
a  man's  teaching  or  opinion  which  were 
unsound ;  but  that,  taking  the  whole  facts 
and  circumstances  'into  account,  he  ought 
to  be  acquitted.  On  this  supposition,  the 
new  court  would,  in  fact,  be  trying,  not  a 
special,  but  the  general  issue,  and  would 
entirely  supersede  the  Judicial  Committee. 
On  the  alternative  supposition,  the  new 
court  would  be  limited  to  the  trial  of  cer- 
tain words  or  extracts  from  the  writings 
or  teaching  of  the  accused,  and  would  have 
to  find  whether  these  were  or  were  not 
consistent  with  the  teaching  of  the  Church. 
But  this  would  be  most  unjust  towards  the 
accused,  who  might  thus  be  convicted  of 
heresy  upon  a  partial  and  imperfect  state- 
ment of  the  case.  A  man  might  very 
probably  be  convicted  in  this  way  by  the 
very  same  bishops  who,  if  they  had  heard 
the  whole  case,  would  have  acquitted  him. 
He  wa»  BatMoA  that  the  alteration  now 


proposed  would  be  one  of  the  greatest 
causes  of  disunion  and  discord  that  had 
ever  happened  to  the  Church.  If  he 
were  rightly  informed,  and  if  he  might 
judge  from  the  language  of  some  of  the 
petitions  that  had  been  presented  to  their 
Lordships,  he  thought  it  was  pretty  clear 
that  the  party  urging  on  this  Bill  were 
not  likely  to  be  satisfied  with  it,  or  with 
any  other  alteration  in  the  administration  of 
ecclesiastical  law.  He  believed  it  was  the 
professed  object  of  that  party — he  knew  it 
was  the  open  and  avowed  object  of  the  lead- 
ers of  the  party — by  means  of  this  Bill  to 
oust  from  the  Church  a  number  of  their 
brethren  whose  doctrines  they  disapproved. 
He  knew  it  had  been  said  that  this  Bill 
might  have  the  effect  of  driving  out  of  the 
Church  the  very  party  who  were  sup- 
porting it.  Now  he  declared  that  en- 
tirely as  he  dissented  from  the  views  and 
opinions  of  that  party — much  as  he  de- 
plored their  great,  and  he  must  admit  their 
growing  influence  in  the  Church,  he  had 
no  wish  to  drive  them  out,  still  less  would 
he  consent  to  their  being  driven  out  by  a 
process  so  unjust  as  that  provided  by  this 
Bill.  But  if  the  measure  was  to  act,  as 
some  hoped  it  would,  against  another  sec- 
tion of  the  clergy,  he  should  deprecate  it 
still  more  strongly,  because  in  that  case  it 
would  deprive  the  Church  of  a  body  of 
clergymen  whom  in  his  conscience  he  be- 
lieved to  be  amongst  the  purest  in  their  * 
lives,  the  most  diligent  in  their  duties, 
and  the  most  faithful  in  preaching  the 
great  doctrines  of  the  gospel.  If  such  was 
indeed  the  object  of  this  Bill,  he  trusted 
that  their  Lordships  would  refuse  to  sanc- 
tion so  mischievous  a  measure  for  so  un- 
righteous a  purpose. 

Lord  STANLEY  would  not  presume 
to  enter  at  any  length  into  the  discussion 
of  the  Bill,  which  he  thought  had  been  ex- 
hausted by  the  able  and  masterly  speeches 
which  had  been  delivered  by  right  rev.  Pre- 
lates upon  the  subject;  but  he  could  not 
resist,  in  a  few  words,  expressing  his  re- 
gret that  the  noble  Marquess  should  have 
thought  it  necessary  not  only  to  object  to 
the  provisions  of  the  Bill,  but  on  the  part 
of  the  Government  to  put  his  veto  upon 
the  introduction  of  any  measure  of  any  de- 
scription or  character  pui*porting  or  intend- 
ing to  obviate  what  he  himself  admitted  to 
be  a  great  existing  evil.  [The  Marquess 
of  Lansdowne  :  At  this  moment.]  The 
noble  Marquess  said,  at  this  moment.  That 
reminded  him  that  the  right  rev.  Prelate 
(the  Bishop  of  St.  David's)  who  opposed 
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the  measure  on  what  Beemed  to  him  (Lord 
Stanley)  a  very  singular  mode  of  argu- 
ment, said,  that  up  to  that  evening  he  had 
never  heard  it  douhted  hy  a  single  human 
heing,  that  this  measure  was  introduced 
with  a  special  reference  to,  and  in  conse- 
quence, of  the  late  decision  of  the  Judicial 
Committee  of  the  Privy  Council.  Why, 
the  right  rev.  Prelate  had  for  three  years 
endeavoured  to  effect  an  improvement  in 
the  law,  and  it  was  therefore  not  in  refer- 
ence to  any  individual  case  that  the  Bill 
had  been  introduced.  It  was  notorious 
that  a  great  and  practical  evil  existed. 
That  great  evil  was  this — that  at  this  mo- 
ment the  Church  of  England  was  placed 
in  a  position  more  disadvantageous  than 
any  other  religious  body  on  the  face  of  the 
globe.  She  had  in  herself  no  authorita- 
tive means  of  declaring  through  her  recog- 
nised organs  and  teachers  and  heads,  her 
doctrines  when  cases  of  heresy  arose,  or 
when  doctrines  were  in  dispute.  Nothing 
was  more  certain  than  that  at  the  time  of  the 
Reformation  it  was  intended  to  confirm  to 
the  Church  the  fullest  power  of  authorita- 
tively declaring  her  own  doctrines.  There 
might  be  objections — he  knew  there  were 
great  and  grave  objections — to  renew  the 
convocation  of  the  clergy;  and  yet  nothing 
could  bo  clearer  than  that,  according  to  the 
declaration  of  the  Crown  in  1562,  it  was 
intended,  that  "  out  of  our  princely  care  to 
the  Church,  and  that  Churchmen  may  do 
the  work  that  is  proper  unto  them,  the  bi- 
shops and  clergy  from  time  to  time,  in  con- 
vocation, upon  their  humble  desire,  shall 
have  licence  under  the  broad  seal  to  deli- 
berate and  do  all  such  things  as,  being 
mentioned  by  them  and  assented  to  by  us, 
shall  concern  the  settled  doctrines  and  dis- 
cipline of  the  Church  of  England  as  now 
established.'*  It  was  impossible  that  words 
could  be  more  clear  to  show  that  it  was  in- 
tended that  a  spiritual  body  under  the  au- 
thority of  the  Crown  should,  from  time  to 
time,  not  introduce  new  innovations  or 
fresh  arguments,  but  should  explain  and 
expound  the  doctrine  and  teaching  of  the 
Church  of  England,  and  that  such  explana- 
tion should  be  intrusted,  not  to  all,  but  to 
spiritual  persons  only.  He  would  not  enter 
into  the  question  as  to  the  propriety  of 
summoning  a  convocation.  He  would  rest 
contented  with  the  admission  of  the  noble 
Marquess,  that  the  present  is  not  a  satis- 
factory tribunal,  and  that  by  changes  of 
legislation  the  Judicial  Committee  of  the 
Privy  Council  might  have  to  decide  on 
matters  affecting  the  doctrine  of  the  Church 
of  England  when  the  majority  of  them 


might  not  be  members  of  the  Church.  The 
noble  Marquess  and  the  noble  Earl  had 
taken  a  very  high  tone  in  speaking  of  the 
proposed  new  tribunal—- one  of  them  say- 
ing that  it  was  unconstitutional,  and  the 
other  that  it  was  a  violation  of  the  consti- 
tution of  the  country.  Now  what  was  this 
unconstitutional  tribunal  ?  The  noble  Mar- 
quess the  other  day  spoke  with  extreme 
reverence  of  the  antiquity  of  the  constitu- 
tion of  New  South  Wales,  and  of  the  dan- 
ger of  disturbing  that  antiquity,  which  was 
six  or  seven  years  old;  and  now  it  was  said 
to  be  unconstitutional  to  disturb  that  tri- 
bunal of  which  the  antiquity  dated  back 
no  further  than  1833.  But  it  was  said 
the  proposed  alteration  would  interfere 
with  the  supremacy  of  the  Crown.  Why, 
the  supremacy  of  the  Crown  was  exercised 
through  the  courts  of  the  Crown,  and  the 
Crown  was  bound  by  the  decision  of  its 
courts  of  appeal,  regularly  and  legitimately 
constituted.  And  how  were  these  tribu- 
nals constituted  ?  Not  by  any  Act  of  the 
prerogative,  but  by  the  will  of  Parliament. 
The  Judicial  Committee  of  Privy  Council 
was  as  much  the  creation  of  Parliament  as 
the  tribunal  now  proposed  by  the  right  rer. 
Prelate,  the  object  of  which  was  only  to  aid 
and  assist  in  the  deliberations  of  the  Judi- 
cial Committee.  But  even  if  it  were  in- 
tended to  substitute  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
tribunal  for  the  Judicial  Committee,  the 
change  might  be  advantageous  or  disad- 
vantageous, but  neither  in  the  one  case  nor 
the  other  would  it  affect  the  supremacy  of 
the  Crown.  Now  what  were  the  cases  in- 
tended to  be  tried  by  this  tribunal  ?  Were 
they  most  fit  to  be  tried  by  laymen  or  ec- 
clesiastics ?  The  early  Reformers  thought 
they  came  properly  under  the  cognisance 
of  ecclesiastical  and  spiritual  persons.  But, 
said  the  noble  Earl,  if  you  give  this  power 
to  this  tribunal,  you  are  giving  the  power 
of  establishing  new  articles  of  religion. 
Then  the  noble  Earl  must  contend  that 
the  Judicial  Committee  of  Privy  Council 
had  the  power  of  establishing  such  new  ar- 
ticles of  religion  now,  because  the  utmost 
that  could  be  said  was,  that  this  was  an 
attempt  to  place  this  new  tribunal,  com- 
posed of  all  the  bishops  and  archbishops  of 
the  Church,  in  the  same  position  that  the 
Committee  of  Privy  Council  enjoyed  now, 
with  the  same  powers  and  no  more.  He 
should  much  regret,  if  either  the  one  tribu- 
nal or  the  other  had  the  power  of  establish- 
ing new  articles  of  faith;  but  if  he  were  to 
choose  which  of  the  two  should  have  the 
power  to  bind  the  Church,  of  wlivoK  Vl%  ^^a^ 
a  hum\Ae  and  xxxvwot^i  m«oife«t^\)A  ^5s^^ 
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not  hesitate  to  take  the  power  from  a  body 
who  might  not  be  members  of  the  Church, 
and  confer  it  upon  those  members  of  the 
Church  who  were  authoritatively  set  forth 
as  the  spiritual  guides  and  instructors  of 
the  Church.     With   a  knowledge  of  the 
dangers  now  threatening  the  Church,  he 
deeply  regretted  that  the  noble  Marquess 
had  declined  entering  into  a  consideration 
of  the  remedy  now  suggested  by  the  right 
rev.  Prolate.     Be  did  not  sympathise  with 
those  who,  when  they  found  the  Church  of 
England  hampered  and  fettered  by  her 
connexion  with  the  State,  were  prepared 
to  separate  from  her  communion.  He  could 
not  conceal  from  himself  the  fact,  that  if 
their  Lordships,  by  rejecting  the  second 
reading  of  this  Bill,  should  determine  to 
apply   no    remedy-^should   declare  they 
would  do  nothing  to  remedy  the  grievance 
of  which  Churchmen  loudly  and  justly  com- 
plained— that  they  would  run  the  risk  of 
separating  from   the   communion  of   the 
Church,  so  fettered  and  controlled  by  the 
State,  a  number  of  its  ablest  and  most  de- 
voted members.     He  belonged  to  no  party 
in  the  Church — he  was  not  one  of  those 
w;ho  advocated  extreme  opinions — he  was 
not  one  of  those  who  desired  to  see  points 
which  had  been  wisely  left  by  our  ances- 
tors with  a  certain  latitude,  brought  for- 
ward and  dogmatically  laid  down,  and  per- 
haps unnecessarily  excluding,  on  one  side 
or  the  other,  members  who  might  consci- 
entiously hold  opinions  which  are  not  em- 
phatically condemned  by  the  Church;   but 
he  did  say  this,  that  it  was  right  that  the 
Church  should  have  the  power  through  its 
authorised  representatives,  with  the  arti- 
cles and   teachings   and    writings  of  the 
fathers  of  the  Church  in  their  hands,  to 
declare  that  such  is  now,  that  such  ever 
has  been  from  the  commencement,  the  doc- 
trine and  the  teaching  of  the  Church;  or, 
on  the  other  hand,  to  declare  that  such 
and  such  a  question  is  one  upon   which 
many  sincere  clergymen  have  entertained 
different  opinions — upon  which  the  Church 
allows  a  latitude,  and  has  not  declared  it- 
self in  any  formal  and  authorised  manner. 
It  had  been  said,  that  the   present  Bill 
would  tend  to  multiply  dissensions  in  the 
Church.     Now,  he  entertained  a  very  dif- 
ferent opinion.     Ue  did  not  believe  that 
there  was  the  smallest  possibility  that  upon 
any  question  simply  arising,  *' Is  this,  or 
has  this  particular  point  been  the  undoubt- 
ed doctrine  and  teaching  of  tho  Church  ?" 
— his  respect  for  the  Episcopal  bench  pre- 
vented him  frofu  boiwiving  that  on  such  a 
questioa  tbet^  #miU  iiw  fuch  a  difference 


of  opinion  as  that  there  should  bo  14  mem* 
hers  on  one  side,  and  13  on  the  other. 
There  might  be  a  difference  in  this  as  in 
many  other  cases;  and  he  knew  of  no  other 
way  of  providing  for  it  except  by  the  au- 
thority of  the  Judges  who  were  called  upon 
to  decide.     But  while  he  had  no  apprehen- 
sion about  the  supremacy  of  the  Crown, 
and  about  the  unconstitutional  nature  of  the 
alteration  proposed — nay  more,  while   he 
had  no  fear  of  the  exercise  of  the  power 
which  the  Bill  proposed  to  vest  in  the 
Bishops  of  the  Church  of  England,  yet,  in 
voting  for  the  second  reading,  he  must  s^y 
that  he  should  see  with  satisfaction  some 
alteration     made     in     Committee    which 
would   not    withdraw  from    the  Judicial 
Committee  of  the  Council  the  power  of 
passing  a   sentence,  if,  in  point  of  fact, 
that  appeared  to  be  an  important  reserva- 
tion.    He  would  not  constitute  the  bishops 
a  court  for  the  purpose  of  passing  their 
sentence;  but  he  thought  the  Bill  would 
be  a  great  improvement  upon  the  present 
state  of  things,  and  that  it  was  worthy  of 
consideration  whether  the  bishops  of  the 
Church  of  England  might  not,  with  regard 
to  all  matters  of  doctrine  and  teaching,  bo 
placed  precisely  upon  the    same  footing 
upon  which,  with  regard  to  matters  of  law, 
the  Judges  of  the  land  are  placed  when 
they  are  called  upon  to  advise  their  Lord- 
ships as  tho  highest  tribunal  on  any  mat- 
ter of  doubt.     As  he  would  intrust  to  the 
Judges  the  interpretation  of  the  civil  law, 
so  be  would  intrust  tho  bishops   of   the 
Church  of  England  with  the  interpretation 
of  the  Articles  of  the  Church  of  England, 
and  would  receive  with  implicit  coniidenco 
the  judgment  and  authority  of  the  bishops. 
It  would  not  be  absolutely  necessary  for 
the  Judicial  Committee  to  follow  the  ad- 
vice  so  tendered.      Certainly   when    the 
opinions  of  the  Judges  were  so  tendered, 
their  Lordships  were  guided  by  them,  al- 
though there  had  been  some  memorable 
exceptions.     There  was  one  in  particular 
in  which  their  Lordships  were  not  guided 
by  the  opinions  of  the   majority  of  the 
Judges;  but  in  other  cases  their  Lordsliips 
wei*e  always  in  the  habit  of  being  guided 
by  the  opinions  of  the  Judges.     [The  Mar- 
quess of  Laksdow^'e  :  I^ot  always.]     As  a 
general  rule,  their  Lordships  were  in  the 
habit  of  being  guided  by  the  opinions  of 
the  judges,  to  whom  they  constitutionally 
referred;  and  he  was  convinced  that  in  99 
cases  out  of  100,  the  Judicial  Committee 
would  be  directed  by   the  opinion  of  the 
bishops  upon  questions  of  doctrine  in  pre- 
oiaely  the  same  manner.     He  certamly 
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should  object  tp  rofer  to  the  discretion  of 
any  party — to  the  discretion  of  the  Judi- 
cial Committee   of  the  Privy  Council,  or 
the  Minister  oi  the  day*  that  selection  of 
the  archbishop  or  bishops — for  the  guid- 
ance and  direction  of  the  whole  Church. 
Of  this  he  was  quite  sure,  that  it  would  be 
a  matter  of  satisfaction  to  the  great  body 
of  Churchmen  in  this  country  if  they  knew 
that  upon  any  question  raised  they  had  an 
opportunity  of  obtaining — not  the  direction 
of  the  Judges — not  the  direction  of  the 
legislature,  but  for  their  own  guidance  as 
dutiful  members  and  sons  of  the  Church 
the  authoritative  declaration  of  the  united 
heads  of  the  Church  in  matters  affecting 
doctrine.     It  was  because  he  saw  an  evU 
with  which  it  was  necessary  to  grapple 
without  loss  of  time  that   he   could  not 
follow   the   example    of   one    right  rev. 
Prelate,    who,  because  he    was   desirous 
of  condemning    the    Bill,    declared    he 
would  record  his  vote  against  the  second 
reading.     Here  was  a  Bill  brought  forward 
on  the  authority  of  a  right  rev.  Prelate, 
for  whom  no   man   entertained   a  higher 
respect  than  he  did.      He   believed    the 
Bill  had  received  the   assent  of  a  majo- 
rity of  the   Members   on   the   Episcopal 
Bench,    and   he   knew    it  was  supported 
by  a  large  body  of  clergymen  of  various 
shades  of  opinion,   and   by  many  of  the 
laity;  and    seeing   no    other   remedy   for 
the  great  and  grievous  evil  which  exist- 
ed, he  could  not  consent  to  vote  against 
the  second  reading  of  the  Bill,  which  he 
vould  rather  accept  in  its  present  shape 
than  have  no  measure  at  all;  but  which, 
when  modified  in  Committee,  would  an- 
swer the   reasonable  expectations  of  all 
who  desired  a  change  of  the  present  sys- 
tem. 

Lord  BROUGHAM  explained  that  he 
should  be  as  decidedly  opposed  as  his  noble 
Friend  to  any  proposition  for  giving  the 
Minister  of  the  day  a  power  to  select  par- 
ticular bishops  to  advise  the  Committee  of 
Privy  Council. 

TheEAELof  HARROWBY:*  I  have 
to  apologise  to  the  House  for  intruding  on 
their  attention  at  this  late  hour  and  on 
such  a  subject;  but  the  pain  which  I  feel 
at  finding  myself  in  the  unusual  position 
of  being  compelled  to  differ  from  so  many 
of  the  right  rev.  Prelates  of  our  Church, 
and  more  especially  with  our  respected  dio- 
oesan,  tbe  promoter  of  the  Bill  before  us, 
makes  me  unwilling  to  pass  to  a  division 
without  explaining  the  grounds  of  my  oppo- 
sition.    If,  indeed,  I  could  feel  with  my 


noble  Friend  behind  me  (Lord  Stanley), 
that  we  might  safely  affirm  the  principles 
of  the  Bill,  and  attempt  to  alter  any  objec- 
tionable provisions  in  the  Committee,  al- 
though the  widely  different  views  enter^ 
tained  by  him  and  by  the  noble  and  learn- 
ed Lord  (Lord  Brougham)  of  the  amend- 
ments required,  give  little  encouragement 
to  expect  that  we  should  be  able  to  oome 
to  a  satisfactory  settlement  in  the  Com- 
mittee, I  would  most  willingly  consent  to 
such  a  course;  but  seeing  in  this  Bill,  as 
I  think  I  do,  a  principle  as  new  to  our  le- 
gislation as,  in  my  opinion,  it  would  be 
dangerous  in  its  consequences,  I  feel  my- 
self compelled  to  oppose  it  in  the  present 
stage.  For  what  is  the  principle  of  the 
Bill  ?  I  can  see  in  it  no  other  principle 
than  this,  that  in  the  interpretation  of  the 
standards,  what  I  may  call  the  statutes,  of 
our  Church,  we  shall  consent  to  be  deter-» 
mined  solely  by  the  clerical  portion  of  the 
Church,  and  out  of  them  by  one  Order  of 
the  Church,  the  bishops;  in  the  interpre- 
tation, my  Lords,  not  the  formation  of  her 
standards,  though  even  in  the  formation  of 
these  standards  other  Orders  than  the 
Episcopal  always  took  a  considerable 
share,  and  the  laity  were  called  in  to 
give  their  sanction,  before  they  became 
the  law  of  our  Church. 

Now,  if  it  be  true,  as  the  venerable 
Prelate  (the  Bishop  of  London)  seemed 
in  his  closing  observations  to  intimate, 
rather  than  tp  assert  that  the  Episcopal 
bench  have  a  divine  title  to  assume  tnis 
authority — that  this  power  of  interpreta- 
tion of  doctrines  once  settled  bv  a  Church 
has  been  devolved  upon  the  bishops  by 
divine  commission,  wny  then,  indeed,  we 
have  no  right  to  discuss  the  question;  it  is 
one  which  has  been  settled  by  higher  au- 
thority than  any  which  your  Lordships  can 
pretend  to — cadit  qucestio-^sXi  discussion 
is  precluded.  But  as  that  rev.  Prelate 
only  introduced  these  observations  at  the 
close  of  his  speech,  and  laid  litUo  stress 
upon  tbe  point,  and  adduced  no  arguments 
to  establish  it,  I  am  inclined  to  think  that 
they  were  less  the  expression  of  his  own 
distinct  opinion  than  an  act  of  deference 
to  the  opinions  of  others;  and  I  eonclude 
that  the  question  is  really  still  open  to  dis- 
cussion, and  that  there  is,  in  fact,  no  divine 
title  set  up  to  exclude  it,  For  myself,  I 
believe  the  principle  to  be  perfectly  new, 
at  least  since  the  Reformation,  and  I  am 
satisfied  to  go  no  further  back.  I  will  not 
stop  to  debate  the  question  as  to  times  be- 
fore that  date»  or  to  the  practice  of  oth^r 
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ohnrches.  But  since  tbe  Reformation,  the 
only  courts,  by  which  all  questions  of  doc- 
trine in  this  country  ha?e  been  decided, 
are  the  Court  of  Delegates  (until,  indeed, 
the  present  Judicial  Committee  of  the 
Priyy  Council  took  its  place)  and  the  High 
Commission  Court,  until  it  was  abolished, 
as  your  Lordships  all  know,  in  the  reign  of 
Charles  L 

In  neither  of  these  courts  was  the  au- 
thority in  purely  spiritual  hands.  I  have 
heard  it  said,  indeed,  that  for  seventy  years 
after  its  first  institution,  the  Court  of  De- 
legates was  purely  spiritual  in  its  composi- 
tion; that  "  none  but  bishops  sat  in  it;" 
but  happily  I  have  been  enabled  to  trace 
the  source  of  the  assertion,  and  to  ascer- 
tain its  incorrectness.  I  find  it  in  Dr. 
Pusey's  late  volume  on  the  Royal  Supre- 
macy (p.  202),  resting  upon  no  authority, 
apparently,  but  a  passage  of  Gibson,  which 
does  not  justify  it,  for  Dr.  Pusey  adds, 
"  A  partial,  gradual,  and  as  yet  unexplain- 
ed declension  took  place  under  the  first 
Stuarts,  in  which,  however^  until  1639, 
'  the  name  of  any  civil  judge  is  found  only 
in  one  commission  out  of  forty.*  "  "  *  From 
thence,  t.  e.  from  the  downfall  of  bishops 
and  their  jurisdiction,  which  ensued,  we 
may  date  the  present  rule  of  mixtures  in 
that  court  ;* "  and  he  quotes  at  the  bottom 
of  the  page  as  his  authority  for  the  words 
he  has  given  in  inverted  commas,  "  Gib- 
son, Codex,  Introd.,  p.  xxi."  But,  oh! 
the  faith  of  controversialists  !  My  Lords,  I 
look  to  the  passage  referred  to,  and  I  find, 
"  There  are  no  footsteps  of  any  nobility  or 
common  law  judges  in  commission  until 
the  year  1604,  t.  e,  for  seventy  years  after 
the  erecting  of  the  court,  nor  from  1604 
are  they  found  in  above  one  commission  in 
forty  till  the  year  1639,"  Ac. 

Now,  why  did  not  the  learned  contro- 
versialist quote  the  very  words  ?  Why  did 
he  substitute  for  them  expressions,  which 
might  produce  an  impression,  as  they  have 
done,  different  from  that  of  the  orighial, 
from  which  he  quoted,  and  why  did  he 
build  upon  them  the  assertion  of  the  fact, 
that  for  the  first  seventy  years  after  the 
foundation  of  the  court,  spiritual  persons 
only  had  sat  in  it  as  judges?  Whereas, 
canonists,  civilians,  civil  judges,  did  sit  in 
that  court  and  decide  in  cases  of  doctrine 
during  that  time.  It  may  be  said,  to  be 
sure,  that  these  civil  judges  were  canon- 
ists, not  judges  at  common  law;  but  his 
assertion  is,  that  none  but  bishops  sat, 
which  is  not  the  fact;  and  that  they  were 
canonists  does  not  touch   the  question  I 


They  were  not  the  less  for  that,  mere  civil- 
ians, mere  laymen.  Canonists  have  no 
spiritual  character;  they  may  be  chosen 
to  decide  in  such  cases  from  their  greater 
supposed  familiarity  with  questions  of  the 
kind  than  other  men,  as  a  matter  of  expe- 
diency; but  there  is  no  principle  involved 
in  the  preference  for  them  over  other 
judges.  Their  decision  is  but  the  decision 
of  laymen  after  all;  and  the  place  which 
they  occupied  originally  in  the  Court  of 
Delegates  gives  no  ground,  but  the  con- 
trary, for  the  claim  of  spiritual  persons, 
still  less  of  bishops,  exclusively  to  decide 
in  questions  of  heresy.  The  pretension 
was  indeed  made  by  the  Romanists  in  the 
reign  of  Queen  Elizabeth ;  but  Bishop  Jewell 
will  teach  us  in  what  light  it  was  held  by 
our  Reformers.  A  friend,  more  conver- 
sant in  these  matters  than  myself,  has 
kindly  furnished  me  with  the  following  pas- 
sage on  the  subject,  which,  with  the  per- 
mission of  your  Lordships,  I  will  read,  as 
possibly  not  a  little  applicable  to  the  pre- 
sent times.  It  is  from  Bishop  Jewell's 
Defence  of  his  celebrated  Apology  for  the 
English  Church : — 

"  A  king,  ye  Bay,  may  not  take  upon  him  to 
judge  or  pronounce  in  matters  of  religion,  be  they 
never  so  clear,  but  only  must  hearken  and  be 
ready  to  execute  whatever  shall  be  thought  good 
and  commanded  by  your  bishops,  as  if  he  were 
only  your  bishop's  man." 

Such,  apparently,  is  the  position  which 
it  is  desired  by  some  that  the  supreme  power 
of  the  State  shall  now  occupy;  but  such 
has  not  been  the  pretension,  at  any  time, 
that  I  am  aware  of,  of  the  English  Church. 
Since  the  revival  of  the  Court  of  Delegates 
on  the  Restoration,  no  question  is  raised 
but  that  it  has  been  uniformly  a  mixed 
court  of  lay  and  spiritual  persons,  and  no 
discussion  is  needed  upon  that  point.  But, 
my  Lords,  how  was  it  with  regard  to  an- 
other court,  which  in  the  early  times  after 
the  Reformation,  during  these  favourite 
seventy  years,  as  well  as  later,  took  a  stiU 
more  active  part  in  the  decision  of  heresies 
than  the  Court  of  Delegates — I  mean  the 
High  Commission  Court,  of  notorious  me- 
mory; a  court  specifically  empowered  to 
search  out  and  decide  upon  all  heretical 
opinions,  all  repugnances  "  to  the  articles 
of  religion,  or  to  the  confession  of  the  true 
Christian  faith,  or  to  the  doctrines  of  the 
sacraments,  as  laid  down  in  the  articles?*' 
Was  this  court,  the  instrument  of  Laud 
himself,  exclusively  composed  of  bishops, 
of  ecclesiastics,  or  even  of  canonists  ?  No, 
my  Lords,  one  half  of  the  commissioners 
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were  simple  laymeD,  Secretaries  of  State, 
Privy  Councillors,  and  common  law  judges, 
knights,  and  esquires;  and  neither  bishops 
nor  ecclesiastics,  nor  eyen  canonists,  had 
any  exclusive  possession  of  these  courts  of 
heresy. 

I  think  then,  my  Lords,  I  have  suffici- 
ently established  that  the  pretension  is  en- 
tirely new.  The  only  question  remains, 
and  it  is  perfectly  opened  to  us,  unfettered 
by  authority  or  precedent,  to  discuss  it, 
whether  it  would  be  expedient  to  establish 
for  the  first  time — ^whether,  as  it  appears 
to  me  at  least,  it  would  not  he  most  highly 
mischievous — that  the  bench  of  bishops,  or 
any  exclusively  spiritual  body,  should  de- 
cide exclusively  and  definitively  upon  the 
interpretation  of  the  standards  of  our 
Ohui*ch,  our  Articles,  and  our  Book  of 
Common  Prayer.  I  say,  my  Lords,  on 
the  interpretation  of  our  standards,  not 
on  their  formation;  and  we  must  always 
recollect  that  this  is  the  question  before  us. 
It  is  no  question  of  the  formation  of  a 
creed.  That  has  been  done  for  us  long 
ago.  These  standards  of  the  doctrine  of 
the  English  Church  were  constructed,  after 
due  deliberation  by  all  orders  of  the  Church 
combined,  and  ultimately  received  the  sanc- 
tion of  the  State,  as  an  important  portion 
of  the  Church.  Our  business  now  is  simply 
to  interpret,  not  to  construct.  Let  us  take 
care  that,  under  the  guise  of  interpreta- 
tion, the  work  of  construction  or  legisla- 
tion is  not  undertaken  by  inferior  authority 
to  that  which  originally  established.  It  is 
true,  my  Lords,  as  observed  by  my  noble 
Friend  (Lord  Stanley),  that  it  is  difficult 
to  secure  practically  the  separation  of  these 
two  functions;  it  is  true  that  ho  who  inter- 
prets is  apt  in  fact  to  legislate;  and  in  the 
mind  of  my  noble  Friend,  if  such  be  the 
case,  it  is  better  that  the  chance  of  such 
indirect  legislation  should  bo  left  with 
bishops  than  with  judges.  The  view  is 
natural  and  plausible  :  but  I  cannot  come 
to  my  noble  Friend's  conclusion,  and  I  will 
tell  your  Lordships  why.  You  cannot  al- 
together escape  from  some  risk  upon  the 
subject.  Butin  my  mind  the  risk  is  infinitely 
less  in  the  hands  of  judges  than  of  bishops, 
and  of  less  serious  consequence.  The 
question  is,  who  are  the  parties  most  likely 
to  confine  themselves  to  the  simple  duty  of 
interpretation — men  who  have  been  trained 
all  their  lives  to  the  duty  of  separating 
their  own  opinions  from  those  of  the  laws 
which  they  interpret,  or  men  who  have  had 
no  such  training  ?  who,  on  the  contrary, 
have  probably  identified  themselves,  or  are 


identified  in  public  opinion,  with  decided, 
what  may  be  called  professional,  opinions 
upon  the  subjects  at  issue  ?  who,  in  fact, 
are  hardly  at  liberty  in  such  matters  to  be 
mere  judges,  without  the  imputation  of  in- 
difference, on  the  points  which  they  may 
themselves  consider,  and  which,  at  any 
rate,  some  portion  of  the  Church  in  times 
of  controversy  will  be  sure  to  consider,  as 
important,  if  not  essential,  points  of  faith 
and  doctrine  ?  What  has  been  just  pass- 
ing on  a  late  occasion  is  pretty  good  evid- 
ence how  little  liberty  would  be  given  to 
bishops  in  such  cases. 

Under  such  circumstances  bishops  can- 
not be  mere  judges,  mere  interpreters. 
The  more  zealous,  the  more  earnest  in  up- 
holding what  they  believe  to  be  the  truth, 
the  less  are  they  fitted  for  such  a  function; 
and  their  opinions  would  become  practi| 
cally  the  law  of  the  Church.  Under  such 
a  system  our  Church  might  have  been 
nailed  to  Calvinism  under  Whitgift,  to 
semi-popery  under  Laud,  and  to  I  know 
not  what  under  the  latitudinarian  tenden- 
cies of  the  early  part  of  the  last  century. 
To  such  a  condition  I,  at  least,  am  not 
prepared  to  bring  my  Church,  as  long  as 
I  can  help  it. 

But  it  is  said,  my  Lords,  that  the  Judges 
are  not  trained  to  such  discussions,  that 
the  subjects  are  new  to  them,  the  language 
strange,  and  that  they  are  therefore  inca- 
pable of  coming  to  sound  conclusions,  and 
unfitted  to  decide,  in  matters  of  theology. 
Trust  me,  my  Lords,  the  heresy  which 
cannot  be  made  patent  to  five  or  six  able, 
sagacious,  honest  men,  aided  by  all  the 
lights  which  can  be  thrown  upon  the  sub- 
ject, by  all  the  knowledge  and  arguments 
which  can  be  brought  to  bear  upon  it,  by 
the  most  expert  theologians,  the  most  able 
canonists,  is  a  heresy,  if  it  be  one,  which 
you  had  better  leave  alone.  It  may  be 
well  fitted  for  controversialists  to  discuss; 
a  tribunal  to  define  it  may  be  the  basis  of 
a  sect :  but  trust  me,  no  national  church,  in 
a  free  country,  can  rest  upon  such  a  pro- 
cess. It  may  succeed  in  a  church  or  in  a 
country  where  there  is  no  free  discussion : 
in  such  cases  you  may  crush  the  human 
mind  into  real  or  apparent  acquiescence  in 
a  minute  and  narrow  uniformity  upon  every 
point;  but  in  a  Church  like  oura,  which 
courts  free  discussion,  and  whose  Articles 
happily  leave,  and  were  intended  to  leave, 
no  inconsiderable  latitude  to  private  judg- 
ment on  obscure  and  controverted  points, 
and  in  a  country  like  ours,  where  men  are 
accustomed  to  the  free  exercise  of  thought 
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upon  every  subject,  to  expect  to  be  able 
to  rest  upon  distinctions  of  doctrine  wbiob, 
by  the  bypothesis,  none  bat  the  micros 
Bcopic  eyes  of  practised  professional  theo- 
logians, of  doctors  of  the  Sorbonne,  should 
be  able  to  appreciate  themselves,  or  make 
plain  to  such  men  as  constitute  the  exist- 
ing tribunal,  is  most  wild  and  dangerous. 
Our  Church  could  not  rest  upon  it  for  a 
day. 

I  have  said,  my  Lords,  that  in  my  mind, 
the  risk  of  false  decision,  in  the  hands  of 
judges,  would  be  of  less  serious  consequence 
than  in  the  hands  of  bishops.  A  mistaken 
decision  of  the  present  tribunal  may  be  a 
calamity,  if  you  please,  but  as  it  cannot 
pretend  to  be  a  decision  of  the  Church  it- 
self, it  has  little  right  to  distress  the  con- 
science of  any  man.  Even  a  series  of  such 
decisions,  though  it  might  have  grave  in- 
oonveniences  practically,  could  not  pretend 
to  affect  the  conscience.  Every  Church- 
man would  point  to  the  Articles,  the  Li- 
turgy, and  vho  creeds,  and  say,  '*  These 
are  the  standards  of  my  Church,  and  the 
misinterpretations  of  a  court  cannot  affect 
them.  But  let  there  be  a  decision  or  course 
of  decisions,  of  a  synod  of  bishops  which 
should  be  offensive  to  the  feelings  or  opin- 
ions of  a  party  in  the  Church,  and  how 
much  more  heavily  would  such  decisions 
press  upon  the  conscience  of  individuals 
differing. from  the  majority  of  the  bishops! 
How  painful  and  difficult  would  it  be  for 
them  to  continue  in  a  church  if  holding 
doctrines  so  denounced  by  a  body  so  con- 
stituted and  so  authorised;  and  would  not 
the  inevitable  consequences,  in  days  like 
these,  be  the  early  secession  of  some  con- 
siderable party,  and  the  narrowing  of  the 
Church's  basis  to  an  extent  inconsistent 
with  the  intentions  of  her  founders,  and 
incompatible  with  her  continued  existence 
as  the  national  Church  of  England  ?  And 
do  not  think,  my  Lords,  that  this  is  any 
ideal  danger — that  such  a  weapon  of  theo- 
logical warfare  would  be  allowed  to  sleep. 
I  have  full  confidence  in  the  prudence  of 
the  Episcopal  body,  that  they  themselves 
would  not  lightly  call  it  into  action ;  but  I 
have  no  security  and  no  confidence  that  it 
would  not  be  called  into  action  by  some  one 
member,  and  the  whole  body  would  bo 
compelled  to  act,  whatever  their  opinion  of 
the  fitness  or  danger  of  the  occasion  might 
be.  Other  inconveniences  have  been  al- 
ready pointed  out  in  the  proposed  refer- 
ence of  points  of  doctrine  to  a  synod  of 
bishops  assembled  upon  the  oooaaion — ^in- 
conveniences which  I  cannot  but  think 


have  been  treated  too  lightly.  Would  it 
indeed  be  a  light  matter,  that  after  solemn 
discussion  on  the  poipt  of  heresy,  the  min- 
ority of  bishops,  be  they  many  or  few» 
should  be  branded  with  heresy,  as  iden- 
tified with  certain  opinions,  which  they 
refused  to  condemn,  and  that,  so  branded, 
they  should  remain  upon  the  bench,  while 
the  peccant  presbyter  was  ousted  from  his 
living,  and  expelled  from  the  Church's 
pale? 

Is  there  then,  my  Lords,  any  eonsidera- 
tion  which  should  make  you  overlook  the 
inconveniences  of  introducing  so  new,  so 
dangerous  a  principle  into  your  Church 
legislation  ?  Is  there  any  urgeney  for  in- 
troducing at  once  even  those  changes 
which  the  noble  Marquess  has  suggested, 
and  in  which  your  Lordships  would  pro- 
bably all  acquiesce?  I  do  not  say  that 
the  existing  tribunal  might  not  be  amend- 
ed. The  noble  Marquess,  although  he  is 
unwilling  to  introduce  a  change  at  the  pre- 
sent moment,  acquiesces  in  the  propriety 
of  providing  that  all  the  members  of  that 
tribunal  shall  be  members  of  the  Estab- 
lished Church;  and  that  the  prelates  who 
are  members  of  the  Privy  Council  shall  al- 
ways be  called  in  on  such  occasions  to  act 
as  members  of  the  Court.  I  agree  with 
his  suggestions.  Not  that  I  have  any 
doubt  myself  that  men  who  fill  the  high 
station  of  judges  in  such  a  court,  even  if 
they  were  not  members  of  the  Church, 
would  discharge  their  duty  honestly*  and 
faithfully,  and  successfully  in  such  a  caso 
of  interpretation.  The  Judges  who  de- 
cided, in  Lady  Hewley's  case,  on  the 
claims  of  Dissenters  as  to  the  right  of 
preaching  in  a  hundred  chapels,  were  not 
Dissenters  themselves,  but  were  members 
of  the  Church  of  England,  and  had  im- 
posed upon  them  the  duty  of  comparing 
catechisms  and  forms  of  doctrine  with 
which  they  had  no  sympathy;  and  they 
have  exercised  similar  functions  in  fifty 
other  cases,  in  which  religious  tenets  other 
than  their  own  have  been  concerned;  and 
we  have  never  heard  them  accused  of 
ignorance  or  partiality.  But  at  the  same 
time,  as  there  is  no  practical  difficulty  in 
the  way«  it  is  a  fair  concession  to  any  ap- 
prehension of  bias  that  may  exist,  and 
would  give  additional  sanction  and  authority 
to  their  decisions.  Nor,  as  they  are  reason- 
able in  themselves,  do  I  know  that  I  should 
have  objected  to  the  immediate  introduc- 
tion of  such  provisions.  But,  at  the  same 
time,  I  cannot  but  be  sensible  to  the  force 
of  the  objecUons  which  the  nobb  Mar-* 
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quess  stated  to  that  course.  I  cannot  but 
feel  that,  introduced  at  such  a  moment,  it 
would  be  difficult  that  such  a  modification 
of  a  tribunal,  immediately  consequent  on 
the  delivering  of  an  inlportant  judgment, 
should  not  wear  the  character  of  a  reflec* 
tion  upon  the  tribunal  itself,  and  of  an  ex- 
pression of  dissatisfaction  with  that  judg- 
ment; that  it  should  not,  in  fact,  appear 
to  be  a  protest  against  it;  and  nothing 
could  he  more  disastrous  than  such  an  im- 
pression. I,  at  least,  should  be  most  un- 
willing to  take  any  step  which  should  have 
the  slightest  tendency  in  that  direction,  or 
throw  doubt  upon  a  judgment  which,  in 
my  mind,  in  substance  (I  will  not  enter 
into  every  particularity  of  language  in 
which  it  was  conveyed)  was  not  only  most 
consonant  with  the  justice  of  the  case,  but 
most  important  for  the  Church*s  welfare. 

But,  lif  we  come  to  the  further  question, 
whether  it  is  expedient,  in  spite  of  the  no- 
vel tj  and  danger  of  the  principle,  to  admit 
it  for  the  sake  of  retaining  certain  parties 
in  the  Church,  who  are  supposed  to  be 
prepared  to  quit  it,  if  this  pnnciple  be  not 
admitted,  I  would  implore  your  Lordships 
not  to  be  swayed  by  this  inducement.  I 
know,  and  am  grieved  to  know,  that  many 
men,  who  have  no  leaning  to  another 
Church — men  of  undoubted  attachment  to 
our  Protestant  faith — have  taken  up  the 
notion,  which  has  been  perseveringly  urged 
upon  them  by  fallacious  arguments  and  im- 
perfect facts,  that  it  is  new  and  unfitting 
and  un-church-like,  that  questions  of  in- 
terpretation of  doctrine  should  be  decided 
by  others  than  ecclesiastics;  though  even 
they  may  well  doubt  whether  such  inter- 
pretation should  be  left  to  one  Order  in  the 
Church,  subject  to  varying  influences,  as 
that  Order  must  naturallv  be.  But  such 
men  will  not  leave  the  Church,  however 
your  Lordships  may  decide;  the  ties  which 
attach  them  to  her  pure  and  apostolical 
forms  of  doctrine  and  discipline  are  not  so 
slight  as  to  be  snapped  asunder  by  your 
refusal  to  admit  a  new  principle  of  admin- 
istration into  her  government.  They  have 
had,  in  recent  changes  in  the  constitution 
of  the  State,  and  in  some  circumstances 
which  I  will  not  now  enter  into,  no  doubt 
they  have  liad,  reasons  for  feeling,  that  on 
some  points  the  connexion  which  has 
hitherto  existed  between  the  State  and  the 
Church,  needs  revision.  They  have  had 
reasons  fur  feeling,  that  in  some  points 
they  are  not  dealt  with  so  kindly  or  con- 
siderately as  they  were  wont  to  be;  and 
this  feeling  ought  not  to  bo  neglected;  nor^ 


on  proper  occasions,  my  Lords,  I  am  con- 
fident, would  you  neglect  it.  But  such 
men  ought  not  to  leave  the  Church,  and 
would  not,  whatever  your  decision  on  this 
occasion  may  be. 

They  do  not,  if  I  may  use  the  expres- 
sion, so  ride  at  single  anchor  in  our  ports. 
If,  on  the  other  hand,  there  be  men  so 
slightly  attached  to  our  Church,  so  ill- 
grounded  in  her  principles,  so  little  valuing 
her  privileges,  so  regardless  of  conse- 
ouences  of  every  kind,  social  and  religious, 
that  the  adverse  decision  of  a  court  of 
law,  or  the  refusal  to  establish  for  the  firat 
time  a  new  court  of  doctrine  in  our  Church 
of  a  purely  spiritual  composition,  shall  in- 
duce them  to  quit  her  hallowed  precincts, 
be  assured,  my  Lords,  that  no  concession 
you  can  make  will  long  retain  them;  be 
assured,  that  though  their  scruples  or  their 
associations  may  still  retain  them  for  a 
while,  their  afiections  are  already  placed 
elsewhere.  Men,  who  have  always  talked 
of  schism,  and  denounced  schism,  as  the 
worst,  the  most  fatal,  of  all  crimes,  can- 
not, for  so  slight  a  cause,  be  prepared  to 
encounter  so  deep  a  sin.  They  have  al- 
ways denounced  schism  even  in  those  who 
felt  themselves  called  upon  to  incur  the 
risk  of  it,  when  compelled  to  do  something 
or  assert  something  contrary  to  their  own 
conscientious  convictions.  But  this  would 
be  a  schism,  because  something  could  not 
be  enforced  upon  others;  because  more 
latitude  of  interpretation  had  been  given 
or  might  be  given  to  a  Church's  standards 
than  certain  men  approved,  or  because 
their  Church's  courts  were  not  constituted 
as  they  thought  right.  Was  ever  in  the 
history  of  the  Church  a  schism  rested  on 
such  a  ground  ?  What  Church  could  hold 
together  if  men  were  to  quit  it  for  such  a 
cause  ?  In  vain  may  the  Articles  of  my 
Church  be  sound,  her  services  devotional 
and  scriptural,  and  nothing  required  of  my 
own  conscience  within  her  pale  which  I 
object  to;  if  I  cannot  reconstruct  to  my 
mind,  and  on  a  new  principle,  the  Court  of 
Appeal,  which  is  to  decide  on  other  men's 
heresy,  I  leave  her.  Is  this  the  language 
of  a  devoted  Churchman  ?  Can  such  men 
be  long  retained  by  such  concessions  ? 

No,  my  Lords,  if  in  your  judgment 
there  is  no  reason  in  itself  for  admitting 
the  principle  of  the  Bill  before  you;  if  you 
are  satisfied  that  it  is  new — if  you  are 
satisfied  that  it  would  be  dangerous,  do 
not  let  your  own  judgment  be  overborne 
by  the  apprehension  of  a  schism  if  you  act 
upon  your  pwn  conclusions.     If  any  secei^ 
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sion  shall  be  the  consequence,  rest  assured 
that  it  will  be  of  such  as  no  concession 
could  long  retain.  Consider — consider  at 
proper  time,  not  as  the  expression  of  dis< 
satisfaction  at  a  judgment  which  your 
Lordships  would  be  most  unwilling  to  re- 
yense,  but  on  its  own  merits,  any  sug- 
gested improvement  of  a  tribunal,  which 
certainly  was  not  specially  constituted  for 
its  present  purpose,  and  which  may  well 
admit  of  amendment  to  satisfy  scruples 
and  apprehensions.  But  do  not,  my  Lords 
— do  not,  for  the  first  time,  admit  the 
principle  of  leaving  the  interpretation  of 
your  faith  in  our  highest  courts  to  a  purely 
spiritual  body.  In  my  conscience  I  believe 
our  Church  could  not  long  survive  the  pro- 
cess. Her  creed  and  her  congregations 
would  become  narrower  day  by  day.  I 
must,  therefore,  resist  the  second  reading 
of  this  BiU. 

The  Bishop  of  OXFORD  said,  he  had 
never  risen  with  so  much  reluctance  in  that 
House  as  on  that  occasion — a  reluctance 
which  was  founded  not  on  any  doubt  as  to 
the  vote  he  was  about  to  give  or  the  side 
he  ought  to  advocate,  nor  even  the  feeling 
that  in  the  part  he  took  he  would  be  sub- 
jected to  the  imputation  (which  he  con- 
fessed he  thought  amounted  to  an  unbe- 
coming freedom)  of  party  motives  or  party 
feeling,  or  that  he  was  desirous  of  promot- 
ing the  separation  of  Church  and  State. 
He  was  prepared,  in  a  cause  that  he  be- 
lieved to  be  the  truth,  to  bear  any  amount 
of  obloquy.  In  order  to  discuss  this  ques- 
tion fairly  and  without  prejudice,  he  wished 
to  bring  them  back  to  first  principles. 
What,  he  asked,  was  the  object  and  the 
purpose  of  the  Church  about  which  they 
were  to  legislate  ?  Was  it  for  the  gratifi- 
cation of  the  feelings  of  individuals  ?  The 
noble  Marquess  had  said,  that  he  was  the 
friend  of  the  Church,  and  spoke  of  it  as  if 
he  was  not  indisposed  to  give  it  a  little 
aid.  The  noble  Lord  was  a  member  of  the 
Church  on  one  side  of  the  river,  and  not  a 
member  of  the  Church  on  the  other  side. 
But  the  noble  Marquess  had  said,  he  was 
a  great  friend  of  the  Church.  Now,  he 
would  ask  that  friend  of  the  Church  if  the 
Church  was  founded  that  men  might  be- 
long to  it  or  not,  as  they  wished — as  if  it 
were  a  club  formed  for  their  convenience, 
whenever  they  wished  to  repair  to  it.  The 
Church  was  founded  to  maintain  a  certain 
deposit  of  truth.  For  that  object  it  must 
have  the  means  of  declaring  what  was  the 
truth,  whenever  the  truth  was  impugned. 
Then  with  whom  was  that  power  lodged. 


and  by  whom  was  it  to  be  administered  ? 
He  asked  any  noble  Lord,  the  most  de- 
termined opponent  of  the  Bill,  who  had 
come  down  to  the  House  pledged  to  vote 
against  the  Bill  without  having  heard  a 
single  argument  for  or  against  it  —  who 
were  the  judges  of  what  was  the  original 
deposit  of  truth  ?  Must  it  be  men  outside 
the  Church,  or  men  in  it  ?  The  noble  Eari 
who  spoke  last  said  that,  so  far  from  eccle- 
siastics being  the  best,  they  were  the 
worst  judges,  because  they  knew  too  much. 
If  this  argument  were  good  for  anything, 
why  not  appoint  Jews  to  be  the  judges,  for 
they  knew  nothing  whatever  about  Chris- 
tianity, although  they  might  have  a  good 
knowledge  of  the  English  language  ?  The 
same  fallacy  ran  through  the  arguments  of 
the  noble  Marquess.  There  was  a  truth 
revealed  that  was  not  to  be  added  to  nor 
diminished  till  the  end  of  time.  In  ancient 
times  the  laity  and  the  clergy  were  employ- 
ed to  draw  out  the  creeds  and  Articles  of 
the  Church,  and  were  empowered,  should 
they  be  impugned,  to  declare  not  the  new 
truth,  but  the  old  truth.  A  great  philoso- 
pher had  said  that  time  was  the  great  inno- 
vator. The  authority  was  established  to 
prevent  the  corruption  of  the  great  in- 
novator, and  that  authority  must  say, 
*•  This  is  new,  and  therefore,  it  must  be 
wrong.**  When  the  Church  had  assembled 
at  Nic83a,  it  met  merely  to  decide  the 
meaning  of  the  single  word  '*  Son."  The 
question  on  which  the  faith  of  the  Church 
hinged  in  the  third  century  was  settled  by 
the  decision  of  the  officebearers  of  the 
Church  —  men  who  were  trained  to  the 
consideration  of  such  subjects,  and  who 
bore  the  commission  which  the  bishops  of 
the  present  day  bore.  At  the  Council  of 
Nicsea,  Athanasius  vindicated  his  claim  to 
greatness,  not  by  inventing  a  new  doctrine, 
but  by  preventing  Arius  from  doing  so. 
Now  he  would  ask  the  noble  Marquess  (the 
Marquess  of  Lansdowne)  whether  he  would 
be  content  to  leave  the  issue  of  such  a 
question  as  that  which  had  been  settled  at 
Nicsea  to  the  decision  of  the  Judicial  Com- 
mittee of  the  Privy  Council  ?  The  duty  of 
the  Church  was  to  declare  and  define,  not 
to  enlarge  and  develop  what  had  been 
handed  down  for  the  guidance  of  the 
faithful.  It  was  for  the  officebearers 
of  the^  Church  to  determine  what  had 
been  handed  down,  and  it  was  the  duty 
of  the  laity  to  adopt  and  ratify  as 
truth  that  which  the  Church  offered  for 
their  acceptance  as  such.  The  office- 
bearers of  the  Church  have  been  appointed 
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trustees  of  the  deposit  of  the  truth,  and  it 
was  not  competent  for  them  to  shrink  from 
their  duty  or  to  cast  it  aside.  For  whom 
were  they  trustees  ?  Not  for  themselves, 
hut  for  others.  He  did  not  mean  to  pro- 
pound any  doctrine  so  ahsurd  and  irra- 
tional as  Uiat  the  clergy  and  dignitaries  of 
the  Church  constituted  the  Church  itself. 
He  knew  that  the  laity  were  the  heart, 
marrow,  and  body  of  the  Church,  and  that 
the  clergy  were  only  their  ministers  for 
Christ's  sake;  but  he  knew  that  they  were 
also  the  trustees  for  the  deposit  of  the 
truth;  and  he,  for  one,  could  never  con- 
sent to  their  foregoing  the  duties  incidental 
te  their  character.  It  would  not  do  for  a 
trustee,  even  in  worldly  matters,  to  disown 
the  duties  committed  to  him;  and  the  min- 
isters of  the  Church  of  Christ  were  held  by 
a  still  heavier  responsibility  to  the  exem- 
plary discharge  of  their  more  exalted  func- 
tions. If  ever  there  was  a  time  when  the 
principle  of  excluding  Churchmen  from  the 
decision  of  questions  in  which  the  interests 
of  the  Church  were  vitally  concerned  was 
fraught  with  danger,  the  present  was  such 
a  time.  It  could  not  with  any  truth  he 
asserted  that  a  pertinacious  attachment  to 
dogmas  was  a  peculiar  characteristic  of  the 
present  day.  An  impatience  of  all  control 
— an  impatience  of  all  fixed  external  truths, 
of  what  description  soever,  was,  he  grieved 
to  say,  amongst  the  most  peculiar  features 
of  our  age.  If  they  were  now  to  do  away 
with  the  Church's  office  of  deciding  ques- 
tions of  doctrine,  and  settling  what  was  the 
ancient  rubric,  it  would  be  impossible  to 
exaggerate  the  disastrous  consequences  of 
such  a  proceeding.  If  they  would  deal 
with  a  living  body  as  if  it  had  no  life  in  it 
— if  they  would  deal  with  the  truth  as  if  it 
were  a  plastic  form  of  lifeless  clay,  which 
they  could  fashion  according  to  their 
caprice,  and  on  which  they  could  stamp 
any  impress  they  pleased,  he  warned  them 
that  they  would  commit  as  fatal  an  error 
as  human  folly  had  ever  fallen  into.  They 
would  find  that,  in  dealing  with  the  Church 
of  Christ,  they  were  dealing  with  a  living 
model  whose  lineaments  were  eternal  and 
unchangeable.  He  implored  of  their  Lord- 
ships to  give  this  Bill  a  second  reading, 
and  to  afford  an  opportunity  of  trying  whe- 
ther it  might  not  be  possible  so  to  arrange 
its  details  in  Committee  as  to  make  it 
operative  of  good.  He  disclaimed  the  idea 
of  being  actuated  by  extreme  party  mo- 
tives; nor  did  he  give  any  credit  to  those 
who  represented  that  this  measure  was 
supported  only  by  those  who  held  extreme 


party  views.  He  did  not  himself  belong  to 
any  extreme  party;  but  he  would  support 
the  Bill  because  he  believed  that  its  prin- 
ciple was  sound  and  righteous,  and  that 
its  operation  would  he  beneficial  for  the 
Church  and  for  the  country.  One  hundred 
and  forty  clergymen  in  one  archdeaconry 
of  his  own  diocese  had  petitioned  in  favour 
of  the  Bill;  and  petitions  in  its  favour  had 
also  been  presented  by  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  their  county,  and  from  100  to 
200  of  the  most  important  of  the  gentry. 
Long  before  the  recent  decision  of  the 
Privy  Council,  the  question  was  one  which 
had  excited  the  deepest  interest,  and  for 
three  or  four  years  it  had  been  the  sub- 
ject of  continual  discussion  amongst  the 
clergy.  It  was  idle  to  pretend  that  the 
Queen's  supremacy  was  injuriously  affected 
by  the  Bill.  No  man  valued  the  Queen's 
supremacy  more  than  he;  but  he  did  not 
believe  that  it  was  a  correct  or  constitutional 
interpretation  of  that  supremacy  to  say  that 
the  occupant  of  the  Throne  should  settle,  in 
his  or  her  own  individual  capacity,  articles 
of  faith,  or  any  other  questions  whatsoever. 
He  was  sure  that  the  exalted  Personage 
who  at  present  occupied  the  Throne  would 
be  Herself  the  first  to  repudiate  so  uncon- 
stitutional a  doctrine.  The  supremacy  of 
the  Crown  meant  nothing  more  or  less 
than  this,  that  the  Crown  had  the  ultimate 
appeal  on  all  questions  ecclesiastical  and 
civil — deciding  such  questions  not  as  of 
Herself,  but  through  Her  proper  constitu- 
tional agents.  How  could  it  be  said  to  in- 
terfere with  the  supremacy  of  the  Crown 
to  give  additional  means  of  information  to 
the  Judges  appointed  under  the  Crown  ? 
How  could  it  be  said  to  encroach  on  the 
Royal  prerogatives  to  enact  that  for  the 
future  the  law  Lords,  when  called  upon  to 
decide  in  matters  of  faith  and  spirituality, 
should  do  so  with  the  assistance  and  co- 
operation of  the  dignitaries  of  the  Church? 
He  entreated  of  their  Lordships  to  reflect 
on  the  consequences  of  refusing  to  give  a 
second  reading  to  this  Bill.  By  such  a  re- 
fusal they  would  alienate  hearts,  without 
the  affections  of  which  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land would  bo  weak  and  emasculated. 
They  should  be  warned  by  what  had  taken 
place  in  Scotland,  and  take  heed  how  they 
sowed  the  seed  of  a  spiritual  schism  in 
England.  There  was  persons  whom  their 
vote  to-night,  if  it  were  adverse  to  the  Bill, 
would  dissever  from  the  body  of  the  Church. 
Lot  them  beware  how  they  did  anything 
that  would  lead  to  the  establishment  of  a 
free  episcopal  church  in  this  country «  L(\x- 
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ing  the  Church  of  England  as  he  did,  and 
believing  her  to  be  God*8  chiefest  blessing 
amongst    blessings    unnumbered    to   this 
happy    land — believing,    too,    that    that 
Chiireh  was  the  bulwark  of  the  Throne, 
and  the  surest  safeguard  of  the  liberties  of 
the  people,  he  could  not  bear  to  see  any 
measure  rudely  rejected  which  tended  to 
her  welfare.     He  solemnly  adjured  their 
Lordships   by   the   blessings   which   they 
themselves  had  received  from  the  Church 
—the  undivided  Church  of  this  land — that 
they  would    break  not  her  noble   heart. 
Let  them  not  say,  after  having  given  to 
every  sect  greater  freedom  of  action,  and 
more  power  to  settle  their  own  affairs,  to 
the  Church  of  their  fathers,  that  nothing 
shall  be  done  for  her  except  increasing  her 
burdens,  and  adding  greater  weight  to  her 
yoke.     Let  them  not  say  to  her  what  they 
dare  not  sav  to  the  sister  establishment, 
that  she  shall  not  have  the  power  to  main- 
tain her  own  purity  of  doctrine.     If  they 
would  accord  to  the  Church  of  England 
what  they  accorded  to  the  Kirk  of  Scot- 
land, she  would  be  abundantly  satisfied; 
but  she  did  not  ask  so  much.     All  she 
asked  was  to  have  confirmed  to  her  & 
power  she  had  long  possessed.     It  had 
been  said  that  their  Lordships  by  the  Bill 
were  asked  to  upset  the  customs  of  centu- 
ries; but  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Stanley) 
had  shivered  to  atoms  the  sophism,  and 
shown  that  this  mighty  work  had  been  in- 
troduced only  two  years  ago;  and  the  noble 
Lord  who  originally  proposed  it  had  said 
that  it  never  was  intended  to  meet  cases 
of  the  kind.  It  was  an  institution  of  mush- 
room growth,  and  yet  to  hear  the  speech 
of  the  noble  Marquess  it  might  have  been 
supposed  that  Magna  Charta  was  about  to 
be  crushed.     He  trusted  their  Lordships 
would  not  be  led  away  by  such  represen- 
tations.    The  consciences  of  men,  stirred 
to  their  lowest  depths,  hung  on  the  deci- 
sion of  that  night.     Singular  wisdom  had 
been  displayed  at  the  time  of  the  Reforma- 
tion.    At  that  time,  the  Church,  passing 
from  the  usurpation  of  Popery,  it  might 
have  been  expected,  not  unnaturally,  that 
too  great  power  might  have  been  given  to 
the  Crown  over  things  spiritual;  but  even 
At  that  time  it  was  found  that,  although 
such  periods  were  like  a  river  overflowing 
its  natural  channels,  and  unable  afterwards 
to  regain  them,  so  deep  were  the  channels 
of  ancient  church-rule  that  they  were  not 
disturbed,  and  the  power  was  left  undis- 
turbed in  her  hands,  until,  to  her  great 
fyma/,  she  found  it  slipped  from  her  grasp 


and  transferred  to  the  Judicial  Council. 
He  entreated  them  not  to  be  led  by  party 
feeling  or  by  empty  fears  to  do  an  unjust 
action;  for,  in  the  speech  of  every  one  who 
opposed  the  Motion,  the  fear  had  peeped 
out  that  the  establishment  of  this  court 
would  weaken  a  certain  judgment.  If  it 
were  such  an  admirable  judgment,  surely 
there  was  no  reason  foi'  such  a  fear.  Un- 
less there  was  some  secret  lurking  belief 
that  the  judgment  might  be  upset,  if  we 
had  a  good  court,  there  would  not  have 
been  this  uneasiness.  lie  besought  them 
not  to  be  actuated  by  such  a  manifestly 
unjust  principle  as  to  refuse  a  right  lest 
something  which  was  thought  inexpedient 
should  come  to  pass.  He  entreated  them 
to  follow  the  more  generous  course  of  go- 
ing into  Committee  on  the  Bill,  and  see- 
ing, if  it  had  faults,  whether  they  could 
be  amended.  [  Turning  to  the  Ministerial 
benches,  the  right  retf.  Prelate  said] — Do 
not  alienate  from  you  as  a  party,  finally 
and  for  ever,  the  whole  body  of  the  Eng- 
lish Church !  [Loud  cries  of  "  Oh,  oh  V' 
and  expressions  of  dissatisfaction  from 
the  Ministerial  side,}  Yes,  I  dare  to 
admonish  you,  and  I  do  so  again.  Do  not 
alienate  from  you  as  a  party  the  whole 
body  of  the  English  Church,  by  showing 
them  that  at  your  hands  they  must  not 
look  even  for  justice.  Deal  more  liberally 
and  justly  with  her;  listen  to  her  com- 
plaints; do  not  rudely  repulse  her  when 
she  comes  to  you  for  redress,  and,  seeing 
her  value,  her  purity  of  doctrine,  and 
teaching  more  than  earthly  possessions, 
hasten  to  remedy  her  wrongs. 

The  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNE,  in 
explanation,  said,  he  had  never  stated  or 
implied  that,  in  the  selection  of  bishops,  if 
the  Bill  passed,  the  Ministers  of  the  Crown 
would  be  guided  by  i*eference  to  the  indi- 
vidual's peculiar  views.  What  he  did  say 
was,  that  the  Bill  would  incur  the  danger, 
by  its  being  notorious  that  disputed  points 
of  doctrine  were  from  time  to  time  to  be 
determined,  of  public  opinion  being  divert- 
ed from  the  general  moral  and  spiritual 
qualifications  of  the  parly,  to  the  particular 
opinions  he  might  be  supposed  to  entertain 
upon  one  narrow  disputed  point.  lie  was 
not  aware  that  he  had  spoken  with  more 
earnestness  than  usual;  but  if  he  had,  it 
was  caused  by  a  conviction  that  the  in- 
evitable effect  of  a  series  of  conflicting  de- 
cisions on  the  part  of  a  bench  of  bishops  di- 
vided in  opinion  would  be  great  danger  to  the 
Church,  which  he  was  as  desirous  of  seeing 
maintained  as  the  right  rev.  Filiate  himself. 
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The  Earl  of  CARLISLE  was  Burprised 
to  hear  the  right  rer.  Prelate  state  that 
his  nohle  Friend  the  President  of  the 
Council  had  manifested  something  like 
fierceness  in  his  opposition  to  that  mea- 
sure; this  was  not  an  attrihute  of  his  nohle 
Friend  on  this  or  anj  other  question.  The 
Lords  Spiritual  were  a  component  part  of 
their  Lordships'  House,  and  had  seats 
in  it  which  thej  had  derived  from  a  very 
remote  period  in  the  history  of  the  consti> 
tution,  and  they  had  ever  commanded  that 
respect  with  which  they  were  so  warmly 
regarded  in  the  present  day.  In  object- 
ing, then,  to  the  unprecedented  functions 
which  it  was  proposed  to  confer  upon  them 
by  this  Bill,  he  could  assure  them  that  it 
did  not  arise  from  any  disrespect  to  them. 
A  noble  Lord  (Lord  Redesdale)  had  cen- 
sured the  bench  of  bishops  for  not  having 
taken  an  active  part  in  the  differences 
which  had  arisen  in  the  Church,  and  for 
not  having  taken  upon  themselves  abso- 
lutely to  decide  upon  certain  points  of  doc- 
trine ;  but  he  (the  Earl  of  Carlisle)  was 
satisfied  they  deserved  the  highest  merit  for 
the  course  they  had  adopted  in  abstaining 
from  that  interference.  The  noble  Lord  also 
stated  that  the  Government,  in  their  mode 
of  dealing  with  this  matter,  had  done  all  in 
their  power  to  make  it  a  party  question  ; 
but  he  denied  that  there  was  any  founda- 
tion for  such  an*  assertion.  The  noble 
Lord  also  said  that  he  was  a  man  of  mo- 
derate views  ;  but  it  required  the  absolute 
assurance  of  the  noble  Lord  to  satisfy  the 
House  as  to  that  fact.  He  also  stated 
that  Mr.  Gorham  might  be  made  a  bishop, 
and  that  this  probably  would  be  the  case 
if  the  Prime  Minister  entertained  certain 
opinions  with  regard  to  baptism.  He  (the 
Earl  of  Carlisle)  should  have  thought  that 
the  noble  Lord  would  have  objected  to  the 
decision  of  a  bench  of  bishops  appointed 
by  such  a  Minister  of  the  Crown  from 
being  regarded  as  final  and  conclusive. 
In  not  being  able  to  concur  in  the  views 
of  the  right  rev.  Prelates  on  this  matter, 
be  might  state  that,  although  they  thought 
it  advisable  at  that  period  to  throw  down 
the  subject  for  public  and  Parliamentary 
discussion,  it  was  not  impossible  that  at 
some  future  time  some  modifications  might 
be  made  which  could  be  adopted.  In  com- 
mon with  his  noble  Friend  the  President 
of  the  Council,  he  would  not  object,  at  the 

S roper  time,  to  some  Members  of  the 
ench  of  Bishops  who  were  Privy  Coun- 
cillors being  members  of  the  court  of  ap- 
peal.    On  the  present  oocnsion  he  was  not 


prepared  to  give  a  second  reading  to  thiii 
bill,  or  to  go  into  Committee  to  adopt  a 
variety  of  propositions  which  were  at  vari- 
ance with  each  other,  and  others  which  were 
departures  from  the  principle  involved  in  the 
proposal  of  the  right  rev.  Prelate.  The  pro- 
posal really  was  to  make  an  ecclesiastical 
tribunal  whose  decision  must  be  final.  This 
was  a  bold  measure,  bronght  forward,  as 
was  supposed,  to  secure  the  authority  of  the 
Church.  What  would  be  the  effect  if  a 
majority  of  the  bench  of  bishops  recom- 
mended a  certain  decision  to  the  Judicial 
Committee  of  the  Privy  Council,  which 
the  latter  body,  from  a  conscientious  feel- 
ing, felt  hound  not  to  give  its  assent  to  ? 
Would  not  such  a  result  have  a  most  in- 
jurious effect  on  the  union  and  peace  of 
the  Church?  The  question  they  had  to 
deal  with  was,  whether  the  proposal  of  the 
right  rev.  Prelate  was  an  improvement  on 
the  present  appellate  court  of  the  Privy 
Council,  and  whether  it  was  expedient 
to  adopt  such  chfinge  at  the  present 
time  without  too  curious  a  reference 
either  to  precedent,  or  the  24th  Henry 
VIII.  The  proposition  of  the  right  rev. 
Prelate  was  for  constituting  a  tribunal, 
the  decision  of  which  involved  a  binding 
and  final  determination;  but  at  present 
the  decision  of  the  Judicial  Committee  of 
the  Privy  Couneil,  on  such  questions  as 
would  be  affected  by  this  Bill,  was  not  final 
and  conclusive,  as  any  subject  might  be 
referred  back  to  it  again  and  again,  and 
no  step  could  be  taken  until  the  whole 
matter  had  been  referred  to  the  Queen, 
and  only  by  the  opinion  of  Her  responsible 
advisers  could  a  decision  be  sanctioned  by 
Her.  He  confessed  the  question  touching 
the  Queen *s  supremacy  was  not  one  which 
he  so  much  cared  to  dwell  upon;  but  the 
question  was,  how  it  would  affect  them  as 
Christians  and  as  members  of  the  Church, 
and  how  it  would  affect  the  supremacy  of 
God's  word.  It  was  asked  whether  ques- 
tions of  mere  abstract  doctrines  might 
not  safely  be  left  to  the  bench  of  bishops 
to  decide;  but  if  noble  Lords  would  look 
to  the  practical  bearing  of  most  of  the^e 
cases,  they  would  see  that  they  affected 
the  interests,  the  property,  and  the  liveli- 
hood of  large  numbers  of  individuals. 
The  right  rev.  Prelates  must  excuse  him 
for  saying  that  he  believed  such  questions 
would  be  more  satisfactorily  and  impar- 
tially considered,  and  more  dispassionately 
judged,  by  men  who  were  accustomed  to 
weigh  the  value  of  terms,  and  to  decide 
in  aoeordance  with  prescription  and  ^aA< 
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practice,  infinitely  better  than  the  best 
House  of  ConrocatioQ  that  could  be  called 
together.  He  might  not  go  far  enough  to 
satisfy  the  right  rev.  Prelate  who  spoke 
last;  but  he  could  not  help  feeling  that  at 
all  times  the  best  men  differed  as  to  the 
means  of  ensuring  the  bou1*s  '  health, 
and  in  this  country  men  were  entitled 
to  hold  their  own  opinions  on  this  all- 
important  subject.  He  objected  also 
to  the  period  at  which  this  measure 
was  brought  forward,  and  when  it  was 
proposed  to  apply  it.  He  should  shrink, 
with  those  who  delivered  the  judgment 
in  the  Privy  Council,  from  the  expres- 
sion of  any  opinion  in  the  doctrine  in- 
volved in  the  case  of  Gorham,  if,  in- 
deed, he  was  a  hundred  times  more 
competent  than  he  was  to  give  an  opinion 
on  a  subject  which  was  of  too  high  and 
mysterious  a  nature  to  be  dealt  with  in 
that  dogmatic  tone  which  had  been  too 
frequently  used  on  both  sides  of  this  ques- 
tion. Hitherto,  both  in  and  out  of  the 
Church,  some  of  the  most  excellent  men 
on  earth  had  adopted  widely  different  views 
of  the  doctrine  in  question;  they  therefore 
might  draw  some  satisfaction  from  the 
judgment  of  the  Committee  of  the  Privy 
Council.  He  should  have  regretted  to  find 
that  it  had  been  decided  in  such  a  way 
that  the  holders  of  either  set  of  opinions 
would  have  been  virtually  declared  un- 
worthy of,  or  incapacitated  from,  holding 
preferment  in  the  Church.  Such,  indeed, 
must  have  been  the  effect  of  the  Committee 
of  the  Privy  Council  giving  any  opinion  on 
the  doctrine;  and  he  should  most  deeply 
regret  that  anything  should  occur  in  the 
House  that  night  which  would  apparently 
imply  the  censure  of  their  Lordships  on  the 
Judges  who  gave  the  decision  in  the  Privy 
Council,  and  on  the  most  rev.  Prelates 
who  approved  of  that  judgment.  The 
right  rev.  Prelate,  in  the  most  feeling  and 
able  manner,  alluded  to  the  present  condi- 
tion of  the  Church.  He  alluded  to  the 
possibility  of  some  of  the  greatest  orna- 
ments of  it  withdrawing  from  its  commu- 
nion. The  right  rev.  Prelate  evinced 
some  dissatisfaction  at  this;  but  he  (the 
Earl  of  Carlisle)  hoped  that  he  might  be 
permitted  to  say  that,  bitterly  as  he  should 
regret  the  loss  of  such  men  as  the  pride 
and  ornament  of  the  Church,  he  could  not 
help  feeling  that  if  they  were  shaken  off 
from  it  by  any  decision  the  House  might 
come  to  thatnight,  these  gems  of  the  Church 
must  sit  very  loosely  upon  her  garment. 
If  the  Church  was  disposed  to  remain  to* 


wards  the  State  and  public  at  large  on 
the  footing  which  it  now  held;  if  no  symp- 
toms of  aggression  were  manifested  on 
its  part;  and  if  no  attempts  were  made 
to  grasp  at  new  powers — it  would  be 
placed  in  a  situation  of  greatly  increased 
usefulness;  for  not  only  every  year,  but 
almost  every  week,  the  land  was  being 
covered  with  new  churches  and  chapels 
and  schools,  in  which  religious  instruction 
was  given,  but  also  the  great  portion  of  the 
popular  education  of  the  country  was  under 
the  control  of  the  Church.  In  the  words 
of  the  promise  which  it  was  her  office  to 
promulgate,  "in  quietness  and  confidence 
should  be  her  assurance  for  ever."  But  if, 
on  the  other  hand,  she  showed  any  inten- 
tion to  encroach  upon  the  powers  or  pri- 
vileges of  other  bodies  of  the  State  — 
if  she  assumed  preferences  not  clearly  her 
own — if  she  sought  to  acquire  pecuniary 
resources  from  the  national  funds,  and  power 
not  now  belonging  to  her — then,  in  propor- 
tion to  the  peace  which  her  political 
quiescence  would  obtain  for  her,  would 
be  the  weakness  and  the  impotence  that 
would  come  upon  her.  He  had  no  wish 
to  give  a  harsh  or  overstrained  judg- 
ment against  the  Bill  of  the  right  rev. 
Prelate.  He  believed  it  to  be  a  well- 
meant  though  mistaken  effort  to  restore 
peace,  and  to  compromise  conflicting  opin- 
ions. But  ho  thought  it  had  no  chance 
of  success.  Even  if  it  were  adopted 
that  night  by  their  Lordships,  he  did 
not  think  it  had  any  chance  of  ultimate 
success.  His  right  rev.  Friend  near  him 
had  made  use  of  the  extraordinary  obser- 
vation that  the  Government  were  resisting 
the  demands  of  the  Church.  He  held  in 
his  hand  an  answer  to  that  observation. 
It  was  a  prptest  against  the  measure  by 
a  large  body  of  the  clergy  of  the  right 
rev.  Prelate's  own  diocese.  Atod  he  be- 
lieved that  a  vast  body  of  the  clergy 
throughout  the  country  would  have  sent 
forward  similar  protests,  but  that  they 
felt  assured  the  measure  would  not  be 
suffered  to  pass.  By  far  the  most  pre- 
ferable course  for  their  Lordships  to  pur- 
sue would  be  to  prevent  the  measure  from 
being  further  discussed — not  to  adopt  a 
course  which  should  keep  it  afloat  as  a 
subject  upon  which  differences  would  be 
kept  alive,  but  to  allow  it  at  once  respect- 
fully to  close  its  career. 

The  Bishop  of  LONDON  briefly  replied. 
With  reference  to  the  argument  that  the 
questions  of  false  doctrine  which  would  be 
referred  to  the  proposed  tribunal^  would  in- 
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Tolve  questions  of  property  as  well,  inas- 
much as  the  parties  were  mostly  holders 
of  benefices,  he  begged  leave  to  say  that 
if  they  held  benefices,  they  held  them  upon 
the  condition  of  preaching  the  truth  as  it 
was  taught  in  the  Church  of  England — so 
that  that  argument  was  easily  disposed  of. 
With  regard  to  another  objection  that  had 
been  urged,  that  the  opinion  of  the  Epis- 
copal Court  would  be  binding  in  every 
sense  of  the  term,  he  assured  their  Lord- 
ships that  that  was  not  so.  The  opinion 
of  the  bishops  would  be  binding  upon  the 
Judicial  Committee,  so  far  as  that  they 
would  be  obliged  to  report  it  to  Her  Ma- 
jesty; but  it  would  not  be  binding  upon 
Her  Majesty,  who  might  refuse  her  sanc- 
tion to  it  if  She  thought  proper.  As  to  all 
the  other  objections  to  the  Bill,  including 
those  connected  with  the  question  of  the 
Royal  supremacy,  he  had  answered  them 
so  fully  and  completely  by  anticipation, 
that  it  would  be  unnecessary  to  offer  any 
further  remarks  upon  them.  He  should, 
therefore,  merely  ask  their  Lordships  to 
give  the  Bill  a  second  reading. 

Lord  CAMPBELL  maintained  that  the 
opinions  of  the  new  tribunal  would  bo  bind- 
ing and  conclusive  upon  the  Sovereign  as 
wdl  as  npon  the  Judicial  Committee.  The 
words  of  the  Act  were — **  that  it  shall  be 
binding  and  conclusive  for  the  purposes  of 
the  appeal.**  [The  Bishop  of  London  : 
Read  on.]  He  assured  their  Lordships 
that  clause  contained  no  words  which  left 
the  Queen  the  slightest  discretion  to  alter 
the  decision.  The  words  in  continuation 
were — "  and  shall  be  adopted  and  acted 
upon  by  the  said  Judicial  Committee  so  far 
as  may  be  necessary  for  the  decision  of  the 
matter  under  appeal,  and  shall  be  specially 
reported  by  the  said  Judicial  Committee 
to  Her  Majesty  in  Council,  together  with 
^heir  advice  to  Her  Majesty  upon  such  ap- 
tf»ttl."  These  words,  he  maintained,  were 
%3mu1ative,  not  qualifying. 

The  Duke  of  CAMBRIDGE  begged  to 
be  allowed  to  state  the  course  he  meant  to 
pursue  with  regard  to  the  Bill.  He  acted 
from  conscientious  motives  only ;  and, 
guided  by  conscientious  views,  he  felt  it  to 
be  his  duty  to  vote  against  the  Govern- 
ment. He  regretted  being  obliged  to 
come  to  such  a  decision,  but  he  should 
vote  according  to  his  conscience.  He  had 
attended  carefully  to  the  debate  from  be- 
ginning to  end,  and  he  had  not  heard  any 
satisfactory  aguments  urged  against  the 
Bill.  Those  who  knew  him  knew  that  he 
was  no  bigot.     He  looked  upon  the  ques- 
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tion  purely  as  one  of  religion,  and  he  felt 
that  he  could  not  conscientiously  vote 
against  the  Bill. 

The  House  then  divided  : — Content  51 ; 
Not-Content  84:  Majority  33. 
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VOR.  AOAIHIT. 

Lord  Famham  Lord  Wynford 

Visooont  St.  Vincent        Lord  Brougham 
Earl  of  Camperdo¥m         Lord  De  lios. 

On  Question,  that  "now"  stand  part 
of  the  Motion,  ResoWed  in  the  Negative, 

Bill  to  he  read  2*  on  this  day  six 
months. 

House  adjourned  till  To-morrow. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Monday t  June  3,  1 850. 

MuruTKS.I  PuBUo  Bills. — 1°  Process  and  Prae> 
tioe  (Ireland)  Act  Amendment  ;  Turnpike 
Roads  (Ireland) ;  Court  of  Exchequer  (Ireland); 
Linen,  Ac.  Manufacturers  (Ireland). 

8®  Borough  Courts  of  Record  (Ireland);  Collec- 
tion of  Fines,  dsc.  (Ireland) ;  Process  and 
Practice  (Ireland)  Act  Amendment. 

8®  Vestries  and  Vestry  Clerks. 

EVICTIONS  IN  IRELAND. 

Mr.  NAPIER  hegged  to  ask  the  right 
hon.  Secretary  for  the  Home  Department 
whether  the  Executive  Government  has 
directed  any  proceedings  to  he  taken  in 
reference  to  the  coroner  of  the  county  of 
Armagh,  in  consequence  of  the  publication 
of  the  letter  in  the  Times  of  the  30th  of 
May,  to  which  his  name  is  attached  as  the 
writer  thereof?  [The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  read  an  extract  from  the  letter, 
in  which  the  writer  referred  to  the  conduct 
or  neglect  of  the  landowners  and  their 
agents  as  extenuating,  perhaps,  the  guilt 
of  assassination.]  The  district  in  which 
the  murder  of  Mr.  Mauleverer  occurred 
was  peculiarly  circumstanced,  and  stood 
quite  marked  out  by  itself  amidst  the  rest 
of  the  barony  in  which  it  was  situate,  and 
which  was  generally  peaceful  and  pros- 
perous. In  that  district,  however,  ten 
murders  had  occurred  within  the  last  ten 
years.  The  last  before  that  just  mention- 
ed was  of  a  Mr.  Powell,  whose  murderers 
had  been  tried  three  times  before  they 
could  be  convicted.  The  person  who  had 
managed  the  property  had  done  so  under 
the  combined  character  of  receiver  of  the 
Court  of  Chancery,  and  also  agent  for  the 
proprietor.  And  (although  the  coroner's 
letter  ascribed  the  late  murder  to  the 
absence  of  improvements,  school-houses, 
&c.)  the  late  proprietor  had  attempted  to 
make  various  improvements,  but  had  al- 
ways been  thwarted  by  the  peasantry;  and 
after  erecting  school-houses  it  had  been 
found  necessary  to  occupy  them  with 
county  constabulary. 

Sir  G.  grey  said,  the  Government 
had  not  taken  any  steps,  in  consequence 


of  the  letter,  against  the  coroner.  The 
effect  of  the  hon.  Member  making  such  a 
statement  as  he  had  sought  to  do,  would, 
of  course,  be  to  provoke  counter-statements. 

Mr.  NAPIER :  Then  he  should  take 
an  early  opportunity  of  bringing  the  mat- 
ter forward. 

Sir  G.  grey  said,  that  what  he  had 
meant  to  convey  was,  that  the  coroner  not 
being  a  Government  officer — although  that 
did  not  altogether  exempt  him  from  pro- 
ceedings against  him — yet  he  could  not  be 
proceeded  against  in  that  character. 

Mr.  NAPIER:  But  he  can  be  proceed- 
ed against  for  public  misconduct. 

Mr.  p.  SCROPE  wished  to  ask  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  whether  he 
had  yet  taken  the  opinion  of  the  law  offi- 
cers of  the  Crown  as  to  the  alleged  ille- 
gality and  criminal  character,  at  common 
law,  of  wholesale  clearances,  or  depopula- 
tion, as  now  largely  carried  on  in  Ireland  ; 
and,  if  not,  whether  the  Government  in- 
tend to  recommend  to  Parliament  any  mea- 
sure for  the  purpose  of  checking  such 
practices,  which  inflict  the  most  fearful 
sufferings  on  numbers  of  Her  Majesty's 
subjects,  and  appear  to  provoke  the  retali- 
atory perpetration  of  agrarian  crime.  Ac- 
counts continued  to  reach  this  country 
daily  of  these  dreadful  evictions  still  going 
on.  He  wished  to  ask  whether  the  noble 
Lord  had  seen  the  publication  of  Mr. 
Mackay,  a  barrister  of  some  eminence, 
proving  the  illegality  and  criminality  of 
this  system  of  depopulation  ? 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL  said,  he  had  not 
perused  the  pamphlet  in  question.  No 
case  had  been  laid  before  the  Government 
on  which  they  could  ask  the  opinion  of  the 
law  officers  of  the  Crown  as  to  whether 
these  practices  had  an  illegal  and  criminal 
character  ;  and  without  such  a  case,  de- 
tailing all  the  circumstances,  it  was  impos- 
sible to  place  the  matter  before  the  law 
officers.  The  hon.  Gentleman's  last  ques- 
tion was  of  so  large  a  character,  that  he 
feared  it  would  be  impossible  to  give  a 
satisfactory  answer.  He  conceived  that 
any  measure  which  tended  to  improve  the 
condition  of  the  people  in  Ireland  would 
have  the  effect  of  checking  these  evictions; 
and  into  the  details  of  such  measures  he, 
of  course,  could  not  then  enter.  It  was 
matter  of  regret  that  the  hon.  Gentleman, 
in  placing  the  notice  of  his  question  on  the 
paper,  should  have  added  to  it  the  expres- 
sion of  an  opinion  that  these  evictions 
"  appear  to  provoke  the  retaliatory  perpe- 
tration   of   agrarian    crime."     He    very 
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mucli  regretted  tliat  there  sbould  hare 
been  put  upon  the  notices  of  the  House, 
in  the  shape  of  a  question,  what  appeared 
to  be  an  indirect  justification,  or  at  least 
palliation,  of  these  retaliatory  crimes. 

Mr.  p.  SCROPE  :  I  beg  to  disclaim 
that  imputation ;  but,  if  the  noblo  Lord 
will  giro  me  the  opportunity,  I  will  prore 
the  fact. 

METROPOLITAN  INTERMENTS  BILL. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." 

Colonel  THOMPSON  presented  four 


be  committed  to  a  Select  Conmiittee,"  in- 
stead thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question.*^ 

Lord  D.  STUART,  in  seconding  the 
Motion,  said  this  was  one  of  the  most 
important  Bills  that  had  come  before  the 
House  for  a  long  time.  It  affected  the 
health  and  pockets  of  all  the  inhabitants 
of  the  metropolis.  Some  such  measure 
had  been  long  and  loudly  demanded;  and 
the  Government  were  now  compelled  to 
turn  their  attention  to  the  matter.  He 
was  not  opposed  to  the  principle  of  the 
Bill.  He  thought  interment  in  larse  towns 
might  properly  be  regulated  by  Taw,  for 
petitions  from  inhabitants  of  Lambeth  in  the  sake  of  the  health  of  the  inhabitants; 
favour  of  the  Metropolitan  Interments  Bill,  i  and  on  this  ground  he  had  not  opposed 
On  a  point  important  to  the  right  of  peti- 1  the  second  r^ing  of  the  Bill.  But  its 
tion,  he  begged  to  state  that,  finding  the  details  violated  many  principles  to  which 
four  petitions  word  for  word  the  same,  and  he  was  attached  in  a  most  unconstitutional 
with  only  about  seventy  signatures  to  each,  \  way.  Centralisation,  now  too  much  in 
he  had  been  struck  with  the  appearance  of .  fashion,  and  which  threatened  to  overturn 
a  collusive  attempt  to  swell  the  number  of  j  many  of  our  institutions,  would  be  increased 
petitions;  but  on  inquiry  he  found  the  pe-  i  and  extended  by  the  Bill  before  the  House, 
titioners  had  acted  under  the  impression  i  It  looked  as  though  the  whole  business  of 
that  by  a  new  rule  of  the  House  it  was  pro-  j  the  country  would  soon  be  transacted  by 
hibited  to  paste  one  sheet  of  paper  to  an- ;  boards  and  commissions.  Government  had 
other  in  a  petition.  He  had  seen  a  peti-  taken  advantage  of  the  public  demand  for 
tion  understood  to  contain  a  million  and  a  '  legislation  on  this  subject  to  introduce  a 
half  of  signatures,  and  such  a  rule  would  Bill  which  would  place  a  vast  amount  of 
imply  dividing  it  into  20,000  petitions,  ;  patronage  in  their  hands.  There  was  to 
with  each  a  repetition  of  the  substance,  j  be  at  least  one  paid  commissioner.  The 
Believing  this  to  be  unfounded,  he  would,  '  object  in  view  might  have  been  aecom- 
if  no  contradiction  was  given  from  the  plished  just  as  well  without  violating  the 
ehair,  communicate  the  same  to  the  peti-  :  constitutional  principles  of  self-government 
tinners  and  the  public.  I  and  liberty.     The  board  to  be  appointed 

Mr.  LACT  rose,  pursuant  to  notice,  to  j  by  the  Government  would  have  great  and 
move  that  the  Bill  be  referred  to  a  Select  unusual  powers.  They  would  be  author- 
Committee.  This  office,  he  said,  devolved  ised  to  appoint  a  whole  army  of  officers, 
upon  him,  as  he  had  proposed  a  general  from  commissioners  down  to  sextons  and 
scheme  of  sepulture  throughout  the  conn-  '  gravediggers,  who  would  all  be  in  the  pay 
tiy  before  the  Government  measure  was  of  the  Government.  The  board  would  also 
brought  in;  but  he  was  not  desirous  of  .have  power  to  shut  up  cemeteries  in  the 
poaching  over  what  might  be  considered  town,  or  to  allow  them  to  continue  open  as 
the  ground  of  the  metropolitan  members,  i  they  thought  proper.  They  were  also  to 
He  thought  the  Bill  was  so  impracticable, ;  appoint  phu^es  oif  sepulture  out  of  town, 
so  unjust  on  many  parties,  that  it  involved  and  to  decide  on  the  price  to  be  paid  for 
so  lan^ne  a  waste  of  money  (no  lefts  than  the  ground;  to  give  orders  as  to  the  con- 
700,000{.  would  be  paid  up  in  seventeen  '  duet  of  interments;  and  to  regulate  the 
years,  and  then  more  money  woold  be  amount  of  fees  to  be  taken.  This  latter 
wanted),  and  that  in  so  apathetic  a  House  provision  was  most  objeetionsble.  A  Bill 
the  Bill  could  not  possibly  pass  through  containing  such  clauses  ought  to  be  looked 
Committee,  that  he  proposed  as  the  htU  at  with  the  utmost  jealousy.  Parochial 
course  the  refereoee  of  the  measure  to  a  management  was  entirely  done  awsy  with. 
Select  Committee.  \  and  all  authority  given  to  these  paid  offi- 

Amendmeot  proposed,  to  leave  out  from  ciaU.  Why  not  have  allowed  the  metro- 
the  word  **  That*'  to  the  end  of  the  (/t»es- ;  poliun  parishes,  either  separately ^r  in 
tioB,  in  order  to  add  the  words  ''  the  BiU  j  uoum,  to  have  ngulMted  Um^jj/I^^ 
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But  it  would  be  said  that  the  parish  boards 
should  not  be  entrusted  with  these  mat- 
ters, because  such  boards  did  not  prevent 
jobs.     But  did  Government  boards  always 
conduct  their  business  without  jobs  and 
unnecessary   expenditure  ?      Why,    there 
was  the  Woods  and  Forests.     How  had 
that  board  conducted  its  affairs  ?     Was  it 
not  proverbial  for  all  kinds  of  waste  and 
mismanagement  ?      Had   the    Poor   Law 
Board  given  so  much  satisfaction  to  the 
country  that  they  should  be  anxious  to  en- 
trust the  management  of  their  affairs  to 
Government    boards  ?      There    was    the 
Sewers'  Commission  also,  which  had  not 
given    much    satisfaction.        Government 
boards,  then,  were  as  liable  to  mismanage- 
ment and  to  excessive  expenditure  as  any 
other  boards.     But  there  was  another  ob- 
jection to    the  measure,    namely,  that  it 
interfered  with  trade.     It  was  not  the  bu- 
siness of  Government  to  regulate  trade.  It 
fthould  be  regulated  on  the  usual  princi- 
ples of  political  economy,  namely,  by  those 
of  demand  and  supply.     Whenever  inter- 
ference was  allowed,  it  was  justified  on  the 
principle  of   an  overwhelming    necessity. 
I^one  such  had  been  alleged  in  the  present 
instance;  and  if  any  existed,  the  onus  pro- 
iandi  lay  with  the  Government.     It  was 
said  that  undertakers  were  extortionate. 
Even  if  some  of  them  were  so,  that  was  no 
reason  why  Government  should  interfere 
with  the  whole  trade.     There  were  some 
tailors  in  this  metropolis  who  charged  ex- 
travagant prices  for  coats,  and  some  but- 
chers charged  high  prices  for  meat.     On 
the  same  plea,  therefore,  they  might  fix 
the  price  of  coats  and  butchers'  meat.    By 
this  Bill  they  were  going  to  pay  the  church 
incumbents  out  of  the  rates  of  the  parishes. 
That  was  in  the  nature  of  a  church  rate, 
and  was  objectionable.     It  was  also  pro- 
posed to  pay  the  chaplains  of  the  new  ce- 
meteries.    Under  these  circumstances,  he 
thought  it  best  that  the  Bill  should  be  re- 
ferred to  a  Select  Committee.     The  Go- 
vernment had  delayed  the  Bill  to  a  very 
late  period  of  the  Session  without  any  ne- 
cessity,   and  they  now  refused    sufficient 
time  to  the  public  to  consider  its  provisions. 
In  the  first  instance  they  procrastinated 
the  Bill,   and  when  the  year  was  far  ad- 
vanced, they  precipitated  it  through  the 
House  without  allowing  time  to  those  who 
were  affected  by  it  to  give  it  due  consid- 
eration.    A  new  Bill  had  been  laid  on  the 
table  the  other  evening,   containing  nine 
new  clauses,  which  they  had  not  time  to 
consider  or  even  to  oomprehend,  for  some 


of  them  were  of  a  most  complicated  and 
minute  nature.  He  hoped  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  explain  the  mean- 
ing of  these  clauses.  How  was  the  system 
of  tenders  for  funerals  to  be  carried  out  ? 
Was  it  to  be  done  by  means  of  advertise- 
ment ?  He  was  afraid  this  part  of  the 
Bill  would  lead  to  favouritism.  Then,  were 
the  contractors  to  have  no  discretion  as  to 
whom  they  would  have  for  customers  ? 
Were  they  to  be  compelled  to  carry  out 
contracts  for  those  whom  they  believed  to 
be  insolvent  ?  By  Clauses  30,  31  and  32, 
compensation  was  to  be  given  to  incum- 
bents, and  as  he  understood  the  clauses, 
it  was  to  be  given  two  or  three  times  over. 
There  was  a  great  deal  of  what  was  objec- 
tionable in  these  clauses  which  he  hoped 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  explain. 

Sir  G.  grey  said,  there  were  two 
questions  now  before  the  House.  One  was 
that  the  Speaker  leave  the  chair  for  the 
House  to  go  into  Committee  of  the  whole 
House,  to  consider  the  clauses  of  this  Bill 
in  detail;  and  the  other  was  an  Amend- 
ment that  the  Bill  be  referred  to  a  Select 
Committee.  Now  he  could  not  help  think- 
ing that  the  House  ought  at  once  to  adopt 
one  of  these  courses,  instead  of  allowing 
itself  to  be  led,  with  the  Speaker  in  the 
chair,  into  an  irregular  discussion  that 
could  not  be  carried  on  satisfactorily  until 
the  clauses  in  detail  were  under  <;onsidera- 
tion.  He  felt  it  his  duty  to  oppose  the 
proposition  for  referring  the  Bill  to  a  Se- 
lect Committee,  because  the  measure  had 
been  fully  considered  and  canvassed  in  the 
metropolis,  and  he  believed  its  provisions 
were  fully  understood.  The  House  would 
be  able,  in  a  Committee  of  the  whole 
House,  to  consider  the  clauses  one  by  one 
in  their  regular  order.  But  the  noble 
Lord  asked  for  an  explanation  of  some  of 
the  clauses  before  being  asked  to  agree  to 
them.  That  was  a  perfectly  reasonable 
request;  and  when  the  Committee  came  to 
the  particular  clauses  in  rotation,  he  (Sir 
G.  Grey)  would  be  prepared  to  give  any 
explanation  of  their  purport  or  effect  that 
might  be  required.  Delay  in  bringing 
the  Bill  forward  had  been  also  complained 
of.  Now,  it  would  have  been  defeating 
the  object  of  the  measure,  if,  before  they 
were  in  possession  of  the  valuable  report 
of  the  Board  of  Health,  the  Government 
had  precipitately  laid  on  the  table  of  the 
House  a  Bill  framed  irrespective  of  the  re- 
commendations of  that  report.  After  the 
Bill  was  read  a  second  time,  he  had  felt  it 
his  duty  to  receive  the  suggestions  of  par- 
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ties  who  had  waited  upon,  and  who  were 
officially  connected  with,  the  metropolitan 
parishes;  and  he  believed  he  had  now  suc- 
ceeded in  removing  the  objections  they 
had  entertained  to  the  details  of  the  Bill. 
The  noble  Lord  objected  to  the  large 
powers  to  be  given  to  the  Board  of  Health; 
but  if  that  objection  was  to  be  considered, 
it  ought  to  be  considered  in  Committee  of 
the  whole  House,  and  not  in  a  Committee 
upstairs;  because  the  decision  of  a  Com- 
mittee upstairs  would  have  to  be  reconsi- 
dered in  that  House,  and  reconsidered  at 
so  late  a  period  of  the  Session  that  if  the 
Bill  were  sent  to  a  Select  Committee  it 
would  be  practically  throwing  it  over  to 
another  Session.  He  was  not  prepared  to 
adopt  that  course,  and  therefore  he  hoped 
the  House  would  at  once  go  into  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  whole  House. 

Mr.  LUSHINGTON  would  support  the 
Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Bodmin. 
The  principle  of  the  measure  was  never 
discussed.  Any  discussion  that  took  place 
occurred  when  the  Bill  was  in  Committee 
pro  formdy  and  when  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman was  chairman,  and  some  Mrs.  Har- 
ris, for  he  believed  no  one  else,  had  been 
present.  More  time  should  be  allowed  for 
proper  and  careful  consideration.  He 
protested  against  that  clause  in  the  Bill 
which  made  a  distinction  between  Chris- 
tians after  they  were  dead.  He  protested 
against  an  unchristian  clause  by  which  dis- 
sensions and  theological  differences  were 
carried  to  the  burial  ground. 

Mr.  B.  OSBORNE  thought  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  Bill  laudable,  and  one  well  to 
be  commended;  for  no  one  could  read  the 
report  of  the  Sanitary  Commission  without 
seeing  that  the  comfort,  the  well-being,  the 
morals,  and — what  was  of  greater  impor- 
tance— the  health  of  the  population,  was 
at  stake.  There  were  two  points  involved 
in  it — the  health,  and,  what  was  of 
greater  importance,  the  morals  of  the 
people.  \A  laughj\  Yes,  the  morals  of 
the  people  were  at  stake,  and  the  smiles 
of  hon.  Gentlemen  when  he  used  the  ex- 
pression only  showed  how  little  attention 
they  had  given  to  the  subject.  They  were 
not  aware  how  long  corpses  were  kept  in 
the  houses  of  the  poor,  and  they  had  not 
read  the  evidence,  or  they  would  fully 
agree  with  him  that  the  morals  of  the 
people  were  at  stake.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Bodmin  had  moved  thai  tlio  Bill  be  re- 
ferred to  a  Select  Committee.  Now,  if  he 
thought  the  effect  of  that  Motion  would  be 
BO  to  impede  the  present  Bill  that  they 


could  not  have  a  better  one  before  the  end 
of  the  Session,  he  would  not  vote  for  it; 
but  as  he  thought  they  had  a  chance,  and 
a  good  one,  of  bringing  in  a  better  mea- 
sure, he  would  give  it  his  humble  support, 
the  more  especially  as  the  effect  of  the 
present  Bill  would  be  to  upset  the  whole 
of  the  parochial  arrangements  of  the  coun- 
try, and  because  it  proposed  to  place  an 
enormous  power  in  the  hands  of  the  Com- 
missioners, a  power  of  taxing  the  people 
to  a  very  large  extent.     Although  it  was 
only  a  penny  rate,  he  understood  it  would 
amount  to  some  30,000^     It  would  confer 
enormous  taxing  powers,  and  he  could  not 
agree  to  allow  it  to  go  to  the  Board  of 
Health.     If,  instead  of  bringing  in  a  Bill 
encumbered    with   73   clauses,   many    of 
which  were  highly  objectionable,  the  Go- 
vernment had  chosen  to  introduce  a  mea- 
sure simply  prohibiting  interments  in  all 
large  towns,  and  not  in  the  city  of  London 
alone,  a  course  infinitely  wiser  and  more 
likely  to  succeed  would  have  been  pursued. 
As  it  was,  however,  he  gave  the  Govern- 
ment credit  for  the  principle  of  the  Bill; 
but  he  must  say  there  was  one  man  who 
had  been  treated  infamously  in  connexion 
with  this  Bill — a  man  who  had  made  this 
subject  his  business  for  fifteen  years  of  his 
life,  and  had  devoted  a  great  portion  of 
his  property  in  promoting   it — and  what 
had  been  his  fate  ?     He  alluded  to  Mr. 
Walker,  the  individual  who  had  instigated 
all  the  Committees  of  that  House  which 
had  taken  up  the  subject;  but  Mr.  Chad- 
wick,  in  the  late  report  of  the  Board  of 
Health,  gave  the  whole  of  the  credit  to  the 
Sanitary  Commission;  whilst  Mr.  Walker, 
the  original  pioneer  of  this  reform,  was 
thrown  overboard.     Why,  if  they  were  to 
have  a  Commission  under  this  Bill,  Mr. 
Walker's  name  ought  to  be  at  the  head  of 
it.     And  what  was  Mr.  Walker's  opinion 
of  this  Bill  ?     Why,  desirous  as  he  was  of 
legislation  on  this  subject,  he  thought  this 
measure   would  do   more   to    impede  the 
progress  of  sanitary  reform  by  its  objec- 
tionable clauses,  than  if  they  brought  in 
no  Bill  at  all. 

Sir  De  L.  EVANS  said,  that  he  would 
support  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Bodmin,  on  the  ground  that  sufficient 
time  was  not  allowed  for  the  consideration 
of  the  measure.  All  they  asked  was  a 
few  days'  delay,  and  it  was  but  just  to  the 
inhabitants  of  this  great  metropolis  that 
this  delay  should  be  granted.  With  re- 
gard to  the  inhabitants  of  the  city  of 
Westminster,  it  was  only  that  day  that  an 


0831 


Metropolitan 


{COMMONS} 


JniermefUM  Bill. 


684 


Important  general  meeting  of  the  inhabi- 
tants of  St.  James's  parish  had  been  held, 
and  what  their  opinion  was  with  regard  to 
the  measure  he  had  not  time  to  be  inform- 
ed. For  these  reasons,  he  hoped  the  G  ovem- 
ment  would  consent  to  postpone  the  Bill. 

Sir  B.  hall  said,  the  metropolitan 
Members  had  been  told  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  that  if  they  voted  for 
the  Bill  going  before  a  Select  Committee, 
they  would  perhaps  throw  over  the  Bill  for 
the  Session,  and  thus  postpone  for  another 
year  the  great  principle  they  were  all  so 
desirous  to  carry  out ;  but  would  that  be 
the  fault  of  the  metropolitan  Members  ? 
The  Bill  was  mentioned  in  the  Speech 
from  the  Throne,  was  brought  in  on  the 
15th  of  April,  and  read  a  second  time  on 
the  22nd  of  April,  and  now  it  was  proposed 
to  go  into  Committee  on  the  3rd  of  June. 
Were  any  of  the  Members  of  that  House 
to  blame  for  the  delay  which  had  thus 
taken  place?  He  would  tell  the  noble 
Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Government  why 
the  Bill  was  not  referred  to  a  Select  Com- 
mittee. It  was  because  it  would  have  been 
necessary  to  place  on  the  Committee  a 
great  number  of  the  metropolitan  Mem- 
bers, and  there  were  not  two  out  of  the 
sixteen  who  sat  for  the  metropolis  who 
would  have  agreed  to  a  measure  of  this 
kind.  It  was  a  measure  that  went,  in 
fact,  to  abolish  the  whole  of  the  local  self- 
government  that  now  distinguished  the 
metropolitan  parishes,  so  far  as  burial 
places  were  concerned.  There  were  two 
persons  in  the  metropolis  of  whom  the  in- 
babitants  entertained  great  suspicions,  and 
these  were  the  Bishop  of  London,  as  re- 
garded ecclesiastical  matters,  and  Mr. 
Chadwick,  as  regarded  sanitary  measures. 
Through  the  one  they  were  in  danger  of 
having  fixed  upon  them  fees  in  perpetuity 
to  pay  the  clergy;  and  the  other  was  estab- 
lishing a  board,  of  which  he  was  the  prime 
mover,  and  of  which  perhaps  he  would 
hereafter  be  the  head.  He  would  not  now 
go  into  the  details  of  the  Bill.  It  was  his 
intention  to  support  the  proposal  for  send- 
ing it  before  a  Select  Committee,  and 
when  the  time  came  for  considering  the 
details,  he  hoped  that  both  as  regarded 
the  payment  of  fees  in  perpetuity,  and  the 
boani,  they  would  be  rejected  by  a  ma- 
jority of  that  House. 

Mr.  MA8TERMAN  regretted  that  he 

felt  himself  compelled  to  oppose  the  right 

hon.  Baronet  the  Home  Secretary,  but  as 

"  Mf  beb'et  W9M  the  Bill  would  be  better  con- 


sidered by  a  Select  Committee  than  by  % 
Committee  of  the  whole  House,  he  bad 
made  up  his  mind  to  vote  for  the  Motion 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Bodmin. 

Mr.  T.  DUNCOMBE  said,  he  was  sorrj 
to  say  that  he  had  only  a  feeble  voice  to 
raise  in  opposition  to  this  measure.  He 
could  not  find  a  provision  in  the  Bill  which 
deserved  the  support  of  the  House,  with 
the  single  exception  of  the  provision  that 
the  dead  should  no  longer  be  buried  among 
the  living.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Secretary  for  the  Home  Department 
thought  he  might  save  time  by  not  refer- 
ring the  Bill  to  a  Select  Committee;  but 
he  (Mr.  Duncombe)  felt  persuaded  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  save  time 
by  so  doing.  He  believed  that  the  recom- 
mendations of  a  Select  Committee  which 
should  have  been  impartially  chosen,  and 
which  should  have  carefully  considered  the 
subject,  would  be  respectfully  received  on 
all  sides  of  the  House  ;  and  after  such  re- 
commendations should  have  been  submit- 
ted to  them,  he,  for  one,  should  not  op- 
pose any  Motion  for  their  immediately  pro- 
ceeding to  legislate  in  the  matter.  He 
understood  that  hon.  Gentlemen  had  the 
other  night  attached  great  importance  to 
petitions  presented  on  the  subject  of  Sun- 
day labour  in  the  Post  Office,  and  that,  in 
consequence  of  those  petitions,  the  House 
had  decided  on  addressing  the  Crown  for  a 
cessation  of  such  labour.  Now,  he  would 
venture  to  say  that  of  all  the  impositions 
ever  practised  on  that  House,  those  peti- 
tions were  the  greatest.  He  believed  that 
the  great  majority  of  the  people  of  this 
country  were  opposed  to  that  address.  But 
how  stood  the  facts  in  the  present  in- 
stance ?  If  petitions  were  to  sway  the 
votes  of  hon.  Members,  they  certainly 
ought  not  to  adopt  that  measure.  Then, 
again,  where,  he  wonld  ask,  was  the  me- 
tropolitan Member  who  had  stood  up  and 
said  that  he  was  for  "  the  Bill,  the  whole 
Bill,  and  nothing  but  the  BiU  ?*'  Why, 
there  was  not  one;  and  he  certainly  should 
be  surprised  to  hear  anything  so  contrary 
to  the  opinion  of  the  people  of  the  metro- 
polis. The  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the 
Government  was,  he  supposed,  an  excep- 
tion in  favour  of  the  Bill ;  but  the  Cor- 
poration of  London,  or,  at  all  events,  the 
Court  of  Common  Council,  were  opposed 
to  the  measure,  and  that  court  had  lately 
passed  a  resolution  praying  that  the  City 
might  be  exempt  from  the  operation  of  the 
Bill.  He  would  tell  the  country  Gentle- 
men that,  if  that  measure  were  to  pass 
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into  law,  one  of  a  similar  character  would 
soon  be  extended  to  the  rest  of  the  king- 
dom. He  thought  it  was  a  most  reason- 
able proposal  that  the  subject  should  then 
be  refened  to  a  Select  Committee.  He 
belie?ed  that  such  a  Committee  would  soon 
be  able  to  frame  a  far  better  measure, 
containing  only  from  ten  to  twenty  clauses. 
All  that  the  public  required  was,  that  the 
dead  should  no  longer  be  buried  among 
the  living.  But  the  Bill,  as  it  then  stood, 
would  not  effectually  c^rry  out  even  that 
principle,  while  it  abounded  in  details  of  a 
most  preposterous  character.  It  was  a 
Bill  of  plunder,  sacrilege,  injustice,  and 
wrong.  He  could  describe  it  in  no  other 
terms.  When  the  Government  refused  to 
refer  the  question  to  a  Select  Committee, 
the  House  might  depend  upon  it  that  some 
jobbing  and  unjustifiable  transaction  must 
be  involved  in  the  measure.  He  might  not 
be  able  to  oppose  the  measure  in  its  fu- 
ture stages;  but  he  was  sure  that  other 
metropolitan  Members  would  oppose  it, 
and,  in  so  doing,  he  believed  they  would 
be  fairly  representing  the  feelings  of  the 
great  majority  of  their  constituents. 

Mr.  D'EYNCOURT  regretted  that  Go- 
vernment should  oppose  the  Bill  going  be- 
fore a  Select  Committee.  He  highly  ap- 
proved the  object  of  the  Bill,  but  disap- 
proved the  mode  in  which  it  was  proposed 
to  carry  it  out.  He  thought  parishes 
should  take  the  duty  laid  down  in  the  Bill 
upon  themselves;  it  would  be  more  in  ac- 
cordance with  the  spirit  of  our  institutions, 
and  opposed  to  the  centralising  course  so 
much  pursued  by  the  Government.  The 
Amendments  in  the  Bill  having  only 
been  made  known  on  Friday,  he  had  not 
yet  had  an  opportunity  of  learning  the 
opinions  of  his  constitutents  regarding 
them. 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL  rejoiced  to  see  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Finsbury  again 
in  his  place,  though  he  certainly  found 
himself  under  the  necessity  of  not  concur- 
ring with  his  hon.  Friend  in  the  conclu- 
sions to  which  he  had  come  on  the  present 
occasion.  The  question  before  them  really 
was,  whether  it  was  desirable,  to  refer  the 
Bill  for  preventing  intramural  interments 
to  a  Select  Committee.  His  hon.  Friend 
said  that  if  they  did  so  they  would  have 
before  them  a  number  of  witnesses,  all  of 
whom  would  have  plans  to  propose,  and 
suggestions  to  make,  and  objections  to 
urge,  and  that  after  all  those  plans,  and 
suggestions,  and  objections  had  been  made, 
they  would  have  to  be  fully  considered  by 


the  Committee.  If  so,  then  they  might 
consider  themselves  fortunate  if  some  time 
at  the  end  of  July  that  Committee  should 
make  a  report.  The  more  likely  result, 
however,  would  be  that  the  Committee 
would  report  that  they  had  found  it  impos- 
sible to  come  to  a  decision,  but  that  they 
hoped  they  would  be  allowed  to  sit  again 
next  Session.  Then  with  respect  to  the 
Bill,  he  would  not  enter  into  its  defence, 
for  he  had  not  heard  one  reason  urged 
why  the  House  was  not  able  to  give  its  con- 
sideration to  the  clauses  of  the  Bill  as  well 
as  a  Select  Committee.  If  the  House 
found  that  the  Board  of  Health  had  by 
some  clauses  more  powers  than  were  abso- 
lutely necessary  to  carry  into  effect  what 
all  considered  necessary,  let  those  clauses 
be  altered,  or  removed  from  the  Bill.  If, 
on  the  contrary,  it  was  found  that  those 
clauses  were  necessary,  they  could  be  pass- 
ed either  without  any  alteration,  or  with 
such  alteration  as  might  be  required.  His 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Home  Secretary  had 
proposed  some  new  clauses;  but  he  thought 
it  hard  that,  because  they  had  listened  to 
deputations  and  adopted  recommendations 
which  they  had  made,  the  House  should, 
on  that  account,  be  asked  not  to  go  into 
Committee,  on  the  Bill. 

Mr.  Alderman  SIDNEY  said,  the  cor- 
poration of  Loudon  felt  grateful  to  the  Go- 
vernment for  undertaking  the  question  of 
sanitary  reform  as  regarded  the  principle  of 
the  measure;  but  if  asked  whether  they 
would  prefer  to  undergo  the  evils  of  the  ex- 
isting system,  or  to  accept  the  measure  then 
before  the  House,  he  doubted  not  they  would 
prefer  the  chances  and  risks  of  the  existinff 
system.  The  corporation  of  London  had 
got  the  credit  of  being  able  to  manage 
their  own  affairs,  and  of  knowing  as  well 
what  belonged  to  their  condition  as  any 
other  number  of  gentlemen  no  matter  whe- 
ther they  sat  in  Gwydyr  House,  or  in  the 
Treasury  Chambers.  Why  should  Govern- 
ment thrust  upon  them  a  measure  calcu- 
lated to  take  from  them  the  control  of 
their  own  affairs?  He  hoped  from  the 
opposition  raised  to  the  Bill  the  Govern- 
ment would  see  the  hopelessness  of  endea- 
vouring to  press  it.  He  was  in  favour  of 
referring  the  measure  to  a  Select  Commit- 
tee, because  he  believed  it  would  have  the 
effect  of  removing  much  opposition  that  at 
present  existed.  He  besought  the  House 
not  to  treat  the  measure  as  an  unimportant 
one;  and,  as  it  had  beeh  introduced  for  the 
good  of  the  public,  to  at  least  show  some 
little  regard  for  the  wiahea  of  tV»»^  "^^oik^^ 
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by  complying  with  the  request  of  its  repre- 
sentatives. 

Sir  R.  peel  thought  the  argument  of 
the  hon.  Alderman  was  one  which  rather 
showed  the  impolicy  than  otherwise  of 
sending  the  Bill  to  a  Select  Committee. 
The  question  of  centralisation  was  no  doubt 
a  very  important  one.  There  were  certain 
duties  exercised  by  the  parochial  authori- 
ties in  the  city  of  London  which  it  was 
proposed  by  the  Bill  should  be  taken  into 
the  hands  of  Government;  but  surely  that 
was  a  question  so  important  that  it  ought 
to  be  decided  by  the  whole  House.  He 
had  every  respect  for  the  corporation  of 
the  city  of  London;  but  at  the  same  time 
there  were  points  of  local  management  on 
which  some  persons  ventured  to  take  a  dif- 
ferent opinion  from  them.  Take,  for  ex- 
ample, the  question  of  the  removal  of 
Smithfield-market.  Speaking  generally, 
the  corporation  of  the  city  of  London  must 
be  presumed  best  qualified  to  judge  of  local 
affairs;  yet  that  was  a  point  on  which  many 
persons  ventured  to  take  a  difi^erent  opinion 
from  them.  The  Bill  before  the  House 
had  been  read  a  second  time,  and  the  ques- 
tion now  was,  whether  they  should  go  into 
Committee,  or  send  it  before  a  Select  Com- 
mittee upstairs.  If  the  Bill  was  sent  to 
a  Select  Committee,  everybody  must  admit 
that  it  would  be  one  of  the  most  extraor- 
dinary cases  of  extramural  interment  ever 
heard  of;  and  therefore  he  thought  it  would 
better  to  dispose  of  it  rather  within  than 
without  the  walls  of  that  House. 

Mr.  HUME  had  intended  to  vote  for  the 
Motion  that  the  House  go  into  Committee, 
and  took  great  blame  to  himself  that  he 
had  not,  up  to  that  moment,  looked  more 
narrowly  into  its  clauses.  Had  he  ex- 
amined it,  he  would  never  have  allowed 
the  Bill  to  be  read  a  second  time  without 
recording  his  vote  against  it.  He  had  long 
since  recommended  extramural  interments, 
and  was  the  first  to  move  for  a  return  of  the 
number  of  burials  in  metropolitan  church- 
yards; but  to  a  measure  so  arbitrary  and  so 
unconstitutional  he  would  never  assent. 
Was  that  House  prepared  to  appoint  three 
bonourable  Members — the  noble  Lord  and 
two  others — and  to  delegate  to  that  Board 
perpetual  powers  ?  [•*  No,  no! "]  But  he 
said,  yes.  And  what  were  they  to  do  ? 
They  were  to  provide  burial  ground  for 
50,000  to  60,000  interments  annually,  and 
they  might  purchase  ground  wherever  they 
pleased,  and  they  were  to  invest  the  money 
without  check  or  control,  except  from  the 
Treasurjr;  nay,  more,  they  were  to  have 


the  appointment  of  the  clergy  who  were  to 
officiate  in  the  cemeteries,  and  the  power 
of  levying  such  fees  as  they  might  think 
fit;  they  were,  in  a  word,  to  have  almost 
uncontrolled  patronage  and  power.  He 
thought  it  would  be  much  wiser  to  enact 
that,  if  the  parishioners  did  not  themselves 
take  measures  for  promoting  the  sanitary 
objects  which  the  Bill  had  in  view,  the 
board  would  then  interfere.  One  of  his 
main  reasons  for  objecting  to  the  measure 
was,  that  it  would  take  out  of  the  hands  of 
Englishmen  that  principle  of  self-govern- 
ment which  was  one  of  the  main  causes  of 
their  freedom.  Other  nations  no  sooner 
obtained  liberty  than  they  abused  it;  but 
Englishmen,  from  the  experience  which 
the  management  of  their  local  afiuirs  af- 
forded them,  were  taught  to  appreciate  it. 
This  power  of  self-taxation  and  local  ma- 
nagement was  now  about  to  be  wrested 
from  them  and  conferred  upon  a  board 
who  could  have  no  local  knowledge,  and 
who  would  act  arbitrarily  and  irresponsibly. 
If  this  Bill  were  passed,  the  next  step  pro- 
bably would  be  to  extend  its  provisions  to 
Ireland  and  Scotland. 

Lord  R.  GROSVENOR  said,  the  hon. 
Member  for  Finsbury  had  asked  whether 
any  metropolitan  Member  would  support 
the  whole  Bill,  and  nothing  but  the  B\\\, 
He  was  not  a  metropolitan  Member,  but 
he  was  something  like  it,  and  he  would  say 
he  was  not  prepared  to  support  the  whole 
Bill,  but  he  would  vote  against  the  Motion 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Bodmin.  There 
had  been  a  number  of  petitions  in  favour 
the  Bill.  Several  deputations  had  waited 
on  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  respecting  it,  and  he  did  not 
know  that  any  persons  had  directly  con- 
demned the  principle  of  the  Bill.  He  could 
not  consent  to  send  this  Bill  to  a  Select 
Committee,  for  he  felt  that  it  materially 
affected  the  working  classes.  He  certainly 
could  not  consent  to  devote  the  Bill  to  that 
species  of  extramural  interment  which  the 
hon.  Gentleman  proposed,  and  which  had 
been  so  well  remarked  upon  by  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Tamworth. 

Mr.  WAKLEY  said,  he  attended  there 
with  his  hon.  Colleague  that  evening,  much 
to  their  own  injury,  at  the  request  of  their 
constituents,  who  considered  many  of  the 
provisions  of  the  Bill  most  obnoxious,  to 
oppose  this  measure.  They  believed  it 
contained  enactments  the  most  arbitrary 
and  unconstitutional,  and  that  it  involved 
a  principle  which  that  House,  in  modern 
times  and  enlightened  constituencies,  had 
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always  repudiated.  No  one  could  say  that 
any  large  portion  of  the  metropolis  was  in 
favour  of  it,  and  almost  every  Member  for 
\  London  had  spoken  against  it.  The  noble 
;  Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Government  had  not 
f  attempted  to  justify  a  single  one  of  its  de- 
'  tails,  but  confined  himself  to  the  question  of 
general  propriety  and  policy  of  legislation 
on  the  subject,  which  was  not  denied.  He 
thought  the  Government  ought  to  consent 
to  the  reasonable  proposal  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Bodmin,  and  refer  the  Bill  to 
a  Select  Committee.  The  Board  of  Health, 
which  had  been  alluded  to,  had  discharged 
its  duties — duties  of  the  most  onerous  and 
important  nature — in  a  manner  highly  cre- 
ditable and  praiseworthy.  The  metropolitan 
parishes  wished  it  to  be  understood  that 
they  did  not  desire  to  prevent  a  supervision 
on  the  part  of  the  Board  of  Health;  but 
what  they  asked  was,  and  their  wish  was 
most  reasonable,  that  a  measure  which  in- 
terfered so  much  with  their  most  important 
rights  and  privileges  should  not  be  hastily 
forced  upon  t1)em,  but  should  be  calmly, 
fairly,  and  fully  considered,  and  only  sane-* 
tioned  when  the  House  had  thoroughly 
sifted  and  examined  its  provisions — that 
would  be  best  done  in  a  Select  Committee, 
and  therefore  he  would  support  the  amend- 
ment that  it  be  so  referred. 

Sir  W.CLAY  thought  no  reason  had 
been  given  for  additional  inquiry  before  a 
Select  Committee.  On  the  contrary,  the 
discussion  proved  plainly  that  the  question 
was  one  better  suited  to  that  House  than 
to  a  Select  Committee. 

Mr.  WYLD  said,  that  the  metropolis 
did  not  object  to  the  extramural  system. 
However,  out  of  the  two  millions  of  popu- 
lation, he  ventured  to  say  that  800,000 
adults  were  opposed  to  the  measure.  He 
was  in  favour  of  a  Select  Committee.  The 
question  wai,  whether  the  Board  of  Health 
or  the  citizeus  should  have  the  manage- 
ment of  their  own  affairs.  He  should  con- 
clude by  moving  that  the  House  do  then 
adjourn. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'*  That  the  debate  be  now  adjourned.** 

Mr.  BRIGHT  did  not  intend  to  say  a 
word  on  the  question  before  the  House, 
but  he  should  protest  against  the  mode  in 
which  matters,  important  matters,  of  that 
kind  were  treated  by  the  House.  The 
other  evening,  when  the  question  of  the 
Post  Office  was  discussed,  the  Members 
who  took  part  early  in  the  debate  wore 
attempted  to  be  hooted  down  by  some  hon. 
Gentlemen  who  preferred  at  the  time  go- 


ing to  dinner.  On  a  matter  of  such  im- 
portance as  was  then  before  them,  he  rose 
to  call  attention  to  the  fact  that  in  that 
part  of  the  House — [pointing  to  the  seats 
about  the  Bar]  —  there  were  assembled 
many  followers  of  the  Government  who 
were  prepared  to  vote  for  the  measure 
whether  right  or  wrong,  good  or  bad. 
They  were  there  assembled,  standing 
and  sitting,  and  creating  a  great  outcry 
and  uproar,  with  a  view  to  stifle  the 
question  before  the  House,  namely,  whe- 
ther they  should  refer  the  measure  to  a 
Select  Committee  or  not.  He  had  not 
risen  for  the  purpose  of  expressing  an 
opinion  upon  this  matter  except  that  he 
should  vote  for  the  Motion  of  the  hon. 
Member  opposite;  but  he  protested  against 
a  system  which  very  frequently  rendered 
it  quite  impossible  at  this  hour  of  the  even- 
ing to  discuss  matters  of  great  moment, 
and  he  said  that  the  noble  Lord  at  the 
head  of  the  Government,  or  those  who 
were  under  him,  ought  to  keep  their  subor- 
dinate Members  of  the  Government  in 
order. 

Mr.  B.  OSBORNE  would  ask  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Bodmin  to  with- 
draw his  Motion  for  an  adjournment ;  be- 
lieving, as  he  did,  that  if  they  were  now 
to  divide  on  the  main  question  they  would 
get  a  majority. 

Mr.  FITZROY  thought  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Bodmin  had  to  thank  himself  for 
the  interruption  he  bad  experienced,  by 
not  having  confined  himself  to  the  ques- 
tion before  the  House. 

Sir  De  L.  EVANS  considered  the  re- 
buke of  the  hon.  Gentleman  to  have  been 
perfectly  undeserved.  He  hoped  for  the 
sake  of  the  respectability  and  decency  of 
their  proceedings,  that  his  hon.  Friend 
would  persist  in  his  Motion  for  an  adjourn- 
ment of  the  debate, 

Mr.  WYLD  said,  that  he  would  bow 
with  the  utmost  deference  to  any  rebuke 
that  might  proceed  from  the  Speaker,  but 
protested  against  the  language  used  to- 
wards him  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Lewes. 

Lord  D.  STUART  advised  his  hon. 
Friend  not  to  withdraw  his  Motion  for 
adjournment.  If  the  House  was  not  in  a 
temper  to  listen  to  the  discussion,  it  was 
better  to  adjourn  the  discussion  till  another 
day,  when  hon.  Gentlemen  might  be  pre- 
pared to  listen  with  patience  and  deliber- 
ation. Ho  really  thought  it  not  decent 
that  this  Bill,  which  was  so  important  to 
the  interests  of  the  inhabitants  of  the  me- 
tropolis, should  be  discussed  in  this  man- 
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ner.  And  be  must  say  to  hon.  Gentle- 
men who  diBplajed  such  impatience  that, 
though  this  Bill  did  not  affect  them,  if  it 
passed,  another  Bill  would  soon  be  brought 
m  in  which  their  constituents  would  be 
interested,  and  then  they  would  look  at  it 
in  a  different  light. 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL  did  not  think  the 
remedy  prescribed  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Manchester  for  preventing  the  noise  aris- 
ing from  conversation  in  the  House  would 
be  effeetual.  There  might  be  one  or  two 
Members  belonging  to  the  Government  sit- 
ting at  the  bottom  of  the  House  who  might 
have  joined  in  the  expression  of  the  gene> 
ral  impatience,  but  he  (Lord  J.  Russell) 
believeid  that  if  those  hon.  Members  had 
been  entirely  silent  and  completely  dumb 
the  impatience  of  the  House  would  have 
been  manifested  to  almost  quite  as  great  a 
degree.  He  had  not  perceived  that  there 
had  been  on  this  Bill  any  extraordinary 
impatience  evinced,  or  what  was  more  than 
usual  when  a  division  was  expected  at  that 
particular  hour  of  the  evening.  It  was 
not  for  him  to  say  what  the  reason  could 
be.  But  when  a  division  was  expected, 
whatever  might  be  the  question,  between 
half-past  seven  and  eight  o'clock,  there 
eertainly  was  a  sort  of  impatience  shown 
by  hon.  Members  which  was  not  usual  at 
any  other  period  of  the  evening.  After 
this  explanation  he  hoped  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Bodmin  would  go  on 
with  his  speech.  When  the  question  un- 
der discussion  was  concerning  the  inter- 
ment of  the  dead  of  the  metropolis,  it 
would  not  be  creditable  at  that  hour  of  the 
evening  to  adjourn  the  debate. 

Sir  B.  hall  said,  during  the  twenty 
years  he  had  sat  in  that  House,  he  had 
nardly  ever  seen  more  impatience  than 
had  been  manifested  on  this  Bill.  It  was 
his  anxious  desire  to  have  expressed  him- 
self more  fully  on  the  subject,  but  in  defer- 
ence to  the  feeling  of  the  House  he  re- 
frained. But  if  they  were  come  to  this, 
that  matters  of  this  description  were  not 
to  be  freely  considered  and  discussed,  and 
that  though  they  did  not  bring  forward 
any  extraneous  matter  they  were  not  to  be 
listened  to,  he  thought  they  had  better 
declare  at  once,  when  matters  of  this  sort 
were  to  be  brought  forward,  that  they 
would  adjourn  till  after  dinner. 

Mr.  WYLD  said,  he  had  moved  the 
adjournment  of  the  debate,  because  he 
thought  he  was  entitled  to  be  heard,  and 
for  this  reason  that  there  was  no  debate  on 
the  BBCond  reading  of  the  Bill,  and  the 


right  hon.  Secretary  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment distinctly  pledged  himself  that  there 
should  be  a  discussion  on  the  Motion  for 
going  into  Committee.  The  principle  of 
this  Bill  was  government  by  a  commission. 
Now  governments  by  commissions  were 
inimical  to  our  constitution,  and  had  en- 
tirely failed.  As  a  proof  he  would  point 
to  the  City  Commission  for  Sewers.  In 
1849  that  commission  expended  50,309/., 
and  the  expenses  of  management  were 
22,400/.,  and  their  liabilities  at  this  mo- 
ment were  more  than  100,000/.  He  hoped, 
if  this  Bill  were  referred  to  a  Select  Com- 
mittee, to  be  able  to  show  that  the  object 
of  this  Bill  might  be  carried  out  by  the 
local  authorities  of  the  metropolis.  He 
would  withdraw  his  Motion  for  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  debate. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided : — Ayes  159  ;  Noes 
57 :  Majority  102. 

List  of  the  Noes. 


Best,  J. 
Blair,  S. 
Bright,  J. 
Brooklehurst,  J. 
Cabbeil,  B.  B. 
Chatterton,  Col. 


Lennard,T.  B. 
Lookbart,  A.  E. 
Lushington,  0. 
MaenaghteD,  Sir  £. 
M'Taggart,  Sir  J. 
Meagher,  T. 


Cochrane,  A.  D.  R.W.  B.    Maaterman,  J. 

Cubitt,  W,  Mowatt,  F. 
D'Eyncourtprt.hon.C.T.    Mullings,  J.  R. 

Dodd,  G.  MuDti,  6.  F. 

Dunoan,  G.  Newdegate,  C.  N 

Duncombe,  T.  O'Connor,  F. 

Buncuft,  J.  O'Flaherty,  A. 

Ellis,  J.  Osborne,  R. 

Evans,  Sir  D.  L.  Peohell,  Sir  O.  B. 

Ewart,  W.  Pilkington,  J. 

Farnbam,  £.  B.  Sadleir,  J. 

Forbes,  W.  Salwey,  Col. 

Fox,  W.  J.  Scbolefleld,  W. 
Gibson,  rt.  hon.  T.  M.      Sidney,  Aid. 

Greene,  J.  Stanford,  J.  7. 

Gwyn,  H.  Vomer,  Sir.  W. 

Hall,  Sir  B.  Vvvyan,  Sir  R.  R. 

Harris,  R.  Wakley,  T. 

Hastie,  A.  Walmsley,  Sir  J. 

Henry,  A.  Williams,  J. 

Hume,  J.  Wyld,  J. 
Humphery,  Aid.  tbllibs. 

Keating,  R.  Lacy,  H.  C. 

Kershaw,  J.  Stuart,  Lord  D. 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

House  in  Committee  ;  Mr.  Bemal  in  the 
chair. 

Clause  1  agreed  to. 

On  Clause  2, 

Mr.  T.  duncombe  wished  to  draw 
the  attention  of  the  Committee  to  the  un- 
fair position  in  which  he  was  placed  as  re- 
garded some  amendments  of  which  he  had 
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given  notice  three  days  before  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Home  Secretary  had 
given  notice  of  his  intention  of  committing 
the  Bill  proformd.  The  amendments  to 
which  he  alluded  were  important,  inasmuch 
as  they  were  for  the  purpose  of  doing  away 
with  the  hoard,  which  he  denounced  as  a 
job  and  nuisance — a  board  attended  with 
its  usual  accompaniments  of  clerks,  trea- 
surers, secretaries,  chaplains,  and  God 
knew  what;  the  salaries  of  whom  were  all 
to  be  chargeable  on  the  ratepayer.  Now, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  having  given 
notice  of  his  intention  of  committing  the 
Bill  pro  farmdf  he  (Mr.  Duncombe)  was 
informed  that  there  would  be  no  necessity 
for  printing  his  amendments,  for,  as  altera- 
tions would  have  to  be  made  in  the  Bill 
when  printed,  his  amendments  must  ne- 
cessarily meet  those  alterations.  The  new 
Bill  was  only  reprinted  on  Friday  last,  and 
he  was  then  told  that  it  was  impossible  to 
have  his  amendments  printed  in  time. 
They  would  therefore  be  brought  forward 
under  a  disadvantage,  entailing  much  loss 
of  time.  The  Government  had  told  them 
they  had  plenty  of  time  to  spare.  He  was 
very  glad  to  hear  it;  but  still  he  thought  | 
that  an  unnecessary  delay  in  the  public 
business  must  be  anything  but  advantage- 
ous. His  first  Amendment  was  to  omit 
clause  2;  for  he  objected,  and  the  majority 
of  the  metropolitan  parishes — the  parishes 
of  London,  Middlesex,  Kent,  and  Surrey, 
who  would  be  all  affected  by  this  Bill — 
objected  to  the  formation  of  a  board.  The 
board  might  be  composed  of  very  excellent 
men,  such  as  Lord  Ashley  or  Mr.  Chad- 
wick;  but,  without  intending  any  disre- 
spect to  either,  the  metropolitan  districts 
had  no  confidence  in  them;  they  thought 
they  could  administer  their  own  affairs  far 
better  than  these  gentlemen  could.  The 
metropolitan  districts  wanted  no  board  at 
all,  but  required  that  vestries  should  make 
arrangements  for  the  interment  of  the  dead 
out  of  the  metropolis.  The  Bill  did  not 
take  the  dead  out  of  the  metropolis,  for  the 
words  were,  in  or  near  the  metropolis.  If 
the  noble  Lord  was  determined  to  go  on, 
and  to  ram  this  Bill  down  their  throats,  he 
might  go  on  as  well  as  he  could;  but  he  (Mr. 
Duncombe)  proposed,  and  he  did  so  with 
no  feeling  of  hostility  towards  the  Govern- 
ment, that  no  such  board  should  be  con- 
stituted. And  if  it  were  to  be  constituted, 
why  should  they  be  ashamed  of  their  name  ? 
It  was  to  be  called  the  Metropolitan  Board 
of  Health,  and  the  Bill  was  the  Metropolitan 
Burial  Bill.     Why  should  not  the  board  be 


called  the  Metropolitan  Burial  Board  ? 
They  objected  to  this  low  term,  lest  they 
should  be  called  a  set  of  undertakers. 
Why,  they  were  a  set  of  undertakers  who 
made  jobs,  and  buried  people  where  and 
how  they  liked.  The  object  of  his  amend- 
ments was  that  parishes  should  unite  and 
find  places  for  burial  within  a  certain  dis- 
tance of  the  metropolis.  He  would  now 
move  that  the  clause  should  be  omitted,  for 
the  purpose  of  introducing  a  clause  not 
taking  away  parochial  powers. 

Mr.  HUME  wished  to  know  what  the 
expense  of  this  board  was  to  be.  He  was 
opposed  to  taking  away  the  power  from 
the  parochial  authorities.  No  one  was 
more  desirous  that  burial  places  should  be 
provided  at  a  distance  from  the  metropolia 
than  he  was,  but  he  could  not  trust  this 
board.  And  what  necessity  was  there  to 
make  the  board  perpetual  ? 

Sir  G.  grey  said,  he  could  remove 
the  misapprehension  that  existed  with  re» 
gard  to  the  perpetual  existence  of  the 
board.  It  was  necessary  in  order  to  en* 
able  the  board  to  hold  property  to  consti- 
tute them  a  corporation,  but  that  could 
only  be  during  the  continuance  of  the 
Board  of  Health.  When  he  introduced 
the  Bill,  he  stated  that  the  Board  of 
Health,  unless  renewed  by  Parliament, 
would  expire  in  1853.  The  subject  must 
necessarily  come  under  the  consideration 
of  Parliament  again  before  that  period 
elapsed,  and  if  it  were  requisite  to  take 
away  these  powers,  Parliament  could  take 
them  away.  As  regarded  the  expenses  of 
the  board,  it  consisted  now  of  three  mem- 
bers. One  was  paid,  and  it  was  proposed 
that  another  paid  member  should  be  added 
to  it  for  the  purposes  of  this  Bill,  and  that 
officers  should  be  appointed.  A  great  deal 
had  been  said  about  the  principle  of  cen- 
tralisation, and  that  it  would  be  quite 
enough  to  pass  a  short  Bill  to  prevent  fu^ 
ture  interments  in  the  metropolis,  and  that 
it  would  be  sufficient  to  give  the  parish  au- 
thorities power.  But  without  a  central 
power  the  parish  officers  might  refuse  to 
carry  the  Act  into  execution;  and  if  they 
were  to  go  to  law  with  them  to  compel 
them,  there  might  be  a  delay  of  two  or 
three  years.  And  then  look  at  the  number 
of  parishes  in  London,  and  each  parish  was 
to  have  its  separate  burial  ground.  ["No!"] 
Then  if  they  had  to  make  voluntary  ar- 
rangements, per  S6j  it  was  not  probable 
that  they  would  close  the  burial  grounds 
that  now  disgraced  this  metropolis,  the 
only  one    in  Europe  which  was  to  dia- 
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graced,  by  burying  the  dead  among  the 
living.  The  parochial  system  did  not  meet 
the  exigencies  of  the  case.  It  was  well 
known  by  those  who  had  paid  attention  to 
the  matter  that  the  worst  burial  grounds 
were  not  parochial  but  private  burial 
grounds  ;  they  belonged  to  parties  who 
were  deriving  a  large  revenue  from  them. 
Some  belonged  to  Dissenters,  some  to 
Quakers,  some  to  Catholics,  and  some  to 
Jews.  How  were  they  to  shut  these  up, 
or  how  were  the  parochial  authorities  to 
provide  substitutes  for  them  ?  And  a 
great  hardship  would  be  imposed  upon  all 
who  were  not  members  of  the  Church  of 
England.  They  said  they  would  compel 
parishes  to  provide  othet*  burial  places.  If 
they  did,  it  must  be  by  a  rate  upon  Dis- 
senters as  well  as  Churchmen,  and  that,  he 
thought,  would  be  open  to  greater  objec- 
tions than  this  Bill.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Finsbnry  stated  that,  in  bringing  forward 
the  amendments  of  which  he  had  given 
notice,  he  would  labour  under  great  disad- 
vantage, inasmuch  as  the  clauses  to  which 
his  amendments  bore  reference  had  been 
altered.  However,  not  one  syllable  of 
those  clauses  had  been  altered;  they  stood 
just  as  they  did  when  the  hon.  Member 
gave  notice. 

Mr.  M.  GIBSON  said,  that  this  was  a 
question  of  very  great  importance,  and  that 
the  Bill  now  before  the  House  was  felt  to 
be  the  first  of  a  series  of  measures;  in  fact, 
it  was  looked  upon  as  a  model  Bill.  With 
regard  to  this  clause,  he  thought  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  of 
State  must  admit  that  it  was  very  defec- 
tive, even  on  the  grounds  which  he  himself 
set  forth,  because  even  supposing  that  a 
central  body  was  admitted  to  be  desirable, 
and  that  parochial  management  was  not 
adapted  to  the  regulation  of  the  many  dis- 
tricts to  be  created  by  this  Bill,  it  did  not 
therefore  follow  that  they  were  to  have  a 
corporation,  the  members  of  which  were  to 
be  nominated  by  the  Crown,  who  should  be 
totally  irresponsible  to  the  ratepayers  and 
the  public.  He  was  of  opinion  that  a  close 
corporation,  appointed  by  the  Crown,  for 
the  purpose  of  levying  taxes,  and  spending 
the  money  independently  of  the  sanction  of 
the  public,  was  not  to  be  defended.  He 
thought  that  there  might  be  a  central  su- 
pervision, but  it  should  bo  responsible  to 
the  ratepavers  and  the  public. 

Mr.  MACKINNON  said,  that  about 
six  years  ago  he  brought  in  a  Bill  lay- 
ing down  the  principle  that  each  parish 
or  union  of  paiishes  might  carry  out  the 


object  now  desired;  but  upon  consider- 
ation, looking  to  the  multiplicity  of  in- 
terests concerned,  he  came  to  the  con- 
clusion that  it  would  be  physically  im- 
possible to  carry  it  out  if  it  were  left  to 
parishes  alone.  He  believed,  therefore, 
although  he  would  not  defend  all  the  pro- 
visions of  this  Bill,  that  it  would  be  im- 
possible to  abate  the  nuisance  complained 
of,  and  to  carry  on  extramural  interments 
without  some  such  board  as  was  now  pro- 
posed. He  did  not  wish  to  centralise — the 
less  of  centralisation  the  better — but  there 
might  be  peculiar  cases  where  self-govern- 
ment was  improper.  Take  Smithfield- 
market — would  they  leave  that  entirely  in 
the  hands  of  the  Corporation  of  London  ? 
And  there  were  other  similar  cases.  He 
believed  that  it  would  be  better  for  the  peo- 
ple to  accept  this  Bill  than  to  run  the  risk 
of  losing  it  altogether,  and  have  the  pos- 
sibility of  the  cholera  again  occurring.  The 
Bill  was  absolutely  necessary  for  the  wel- 
fare of  the  country — it  was  loudly  called 
for  by  the  people,  and  ought  to  pass  into 
law. 

Sir  B.  hall  thought  the  statements 
made  by  the  hon.  Member  who  had  just 
sat  down  were  most  extraordinary,  inas- 
much as  he  supported  the  principle  of  cen- 
tralisation, though  he  admitted  that  it  pro- 
duced a  great  many  evils.  The  statement, 
too,  which  had  been  made  by  the  right  hon. 
Secretary  of  State  was  most  unsatisfactory. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Montrose  had  asked 
what  would  be  the  expense  and  the  opera- 
tions of  the  Commission  ?  To  this  no  an- 
swer was  given,  but  that  in  the  year  1853 
the  matter  would  come  before  Parliament 
for  revision,  and  that  then  it  would  be  left 
to  their  option  to  continue  the  board  or  not. 
They  all  knew  very  well  what  promises  of 
that  kind  were.  The  same  thing  was  held 
out  when  the  income  tax  was  passed;  but 
since  that  they  never  heard  of  it.  Once 
they  established  a  board  of  that  kind  and 
appointed  officers,  it  would  be  impossible 
to  get  rid  of  them,  as  they  would  be  able 
to  engender  work  for  themselves,  and  would 
induce  the  Secretary  of  State  to  continue 
the  commission.  The  real  question  was 
not  whether  they  should  appoint  a  central 
board  for  a  limited  period  or  not,  but  it 
was  whether  they  should  take  from  the 
metropolitan  districts  and  the  parochial 
boards  all  power  of  interfering  in  the  mat- 
ter. He  (Sir  B.  Hall)  represented  three 
parishes  which  paid  taxes  to  the  amount  of 
2.000,000^.  a  year,  and  this  Bill  would 
take  7>000/.  a  year  from  the  inhabitants. 
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and  place  it  in  the  hands  of  persons  who 
would  not  be  responsible  to  them  for  the 
way  in  which  it  was  expended.  He  would 
now  draw  a  comparison  between  the  ways 
in  which  central  boards  and  parochial  boards 
did  their  business.  The  Commission  of 
the  Woods  and  Forests  had  under  their  con- 
trol the  streets  from  Oxford-street  down  to 
Cockspur-strect,  and  there  the  inhabitants 
were  obliged  to  pay  a  rate  of  14c2.  in  the 
pound  for  what  the  inhabitants  of  St. 
James's,  which  was  under  the  manage- 
ment of  a  parochial  board,  had  to  pay  4c2. 
in  the  pound.  The  United  Service  Club 
and  the  Athenaeum  had  to  pay  14c2.  in 
the  pound  for  what  the  Travellers'  Club 
and  the  Reform  Club  had  only  to  pay  id. 
This  was  one  of  the  disadvantages  of  having 
an  irresponsible  board.  If  the  object  of 
this  Bill  were,  as  no  doubt  it  was,  to  take 
out  of  the  hands  of  the  parochial  boards  all 
power  of  interfering,  why  not  say  so  ?  He 
was  of  opinion  that  the  people  of  the  me- 
tropolis had  quite  enough  intelligence  to 
enable  them  to  mind  their  own  business. 
He  himself  assented  to  the  principle  of 
extramural  interments  to  the  fullest  ex- 
tent; but  he  was  of  opinion  that  when  there 
was  such  intelligence  and  activity  amongst 
those  who  represented  the  parishes  of  Lon- 
don, it  would  be  much  better  to  leave  the 
carrying  out  of  these  measures  in  their 
hands. 

The  CHAIRMAN  said,  that  as  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Fins- 
bury  was  to  expunge  the  second  clause,  it 
could  not  be  taken  before  the  others, 
which  were  amendments  on  that  clause. 
The  latter,  therefore,  should  be  taken 
first. 

Sir  W.  clay  said,  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Manchester 
had  put  this  question  in  its  true  light.  It 
was  a  question  as  to  the  best  mode  of  con- 
stituting a  central  board.  There  were 
eighty-seven  parishes  comprehended  in  the 
metropolitan  districts,  and  he  wished  to 
know  whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
meant  to  say  that  each  of  these  parishes 
should  send  a  representative  to  the  central 
board;  if  so,  he  must  say  that  there  could 
not  be  a  more  ineffective  body.  If,  how- 
ever, the  central  body  was  to  be  composed 
of  three  or  four  members,  he  could  not  see 
how  they  could  possibly  be  made  to  repre- 
sent so  many  districts.  The  fact  was,  that 
they  had  a  great  and  difficult  work  before 
them.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  could 
not  object  to  centralisation  more  strongly 
than  he  did;  but  he  must  sav  that  in  this 


I  case  the  initiative  step  must  be  taken  by 

I  such  a  body  as  the  Board  of  Health. 

I  Lord  ASHLEY  said,  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Montrose  had  said,  that  it  was 
desirable  that  some  explanation  should  be 

I  given  as  to  the  amount  of  expense  to  be 
incurred.  He  thought  he  might  safely  say, 
that  no  expense  whatever  would  be  thrown 
on  Marylebone  or  any  of  the  parishes  in 
the  metropolis.  A  power  was  certainly 
given  in  some  of  the  latter  clauses  of  the 
Bill  to  levy  a  penny  rate,  but  that  power 
was  given  to  the  board  to  enable  them  to 
raise  a  sufficient  security  for  the  sums  re- 
quired to  be  laid  out  in  the  purchase  of 
grounds,  &,c.  The  repayment  of  the  prin- 
cipal and  interest  would  be  provided  for  by 
the  funds  received  for  the  use  of  these 
grounds;  and  he  had  no  doubt  that  all 
these  transactions  would  be  carried  on 
without  the  slightest  burden,  direct  or  in- 
direct, being  thrown  on  the  metropolitan 
parishes.  The  estimated  receipts  from  the 
burial  grounds,  supposing  the  number  in- 
terred in  the  course  of  the  year  to  reach 
the  usual  average,  52,000  persons,  would 
more  than  pay  all  expenses.  The  rate 
was  simply  a  nominal  security,  and  no  de- 
mand would  be  made  on  any  of  the  metro- 
politan parishes  on  account  of  this  Bill. 
An  hon.  Member  had  expressed  some  dis- 
trust of  the  measure  on  the  ground  that  it . 
had  originated  with  the  Bishop  of  London 
and  Mr.  Chadwick.  With  regard  to  the 
Bishop  of  London,  he  could  state  that  the 
Bill  was  all  arranged  and  drawn  up  before 
his  opinion  was  asked;  in  no  way  did  the 
right  rev.  Prelate  interfere.  With  regard 
to  Mr.  Chadwick,  he  was  bound  to  bear 
testimony  to  the  valuable  and  important 
services  he  had  rendered  to  the  public  in- 
terest. He  regarded  that  gentleman  as 
one  of  the  most  diligent,  most  intelligent, 
and  most  assiduous  servants  the  Crown 
ever  possessed.  He  was  perfectly  aston- 
ished at  Mr.  Chadwick *s  powers  of  labour. 
Not  only  did  that  gentleman  discharge  the 
duties  which  fell  to  his  share,  but  he  look- 
ed out  for  other  work.  The  Board  of 
Health  had  a  great  desire,  if  possible,  to 
carry  out  the  parochial  system  to  its  full 
extent;  but  that  after  a  long  and  anxious 
inquiry,  they  had  come  to  the  conclusion 
that  the  parochial  system,  as  at  present 
existing  in  London,  was  altogether  inade- 
quate to  the  performance  of  the  duties 
which  must  be  discharged  in  carrying  the 
Act  into  operation.  They  found  that  if 
the  parishes  were  to  attempt  to  carry  out 
the  Act  singly,  they  would  be  far  too  weak 
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for  the  purpose,  and  if  they  tried  to  carry 
it  out  in  combination,  far  too  unwieldy.  If 
they  tried  to  carry  it  out  singly,  the  ex- 
pense to  each  parish  would  be  intolerable. 
£iach  parish  would  have  its  own  ground, 
its  own  establishment  charges,  and  its  own 
officers;  and  if  the  parishes  were  to  act  in 
eombination,  hon.  Gentlemen  would  per- 
eeire  that  they  at  once  approached  the 
Tery  priaciple  and  machinery  of  the  plan 
which  was  now  proposed,  though  on  a 
larger  scale.  There  was  another  subject 
which  was  worthy  of  attention.  The  BiU 
proposed  to  make  extramural  interments 
eompulsory,  which,  as  things  now  stood, 
would  impose  on  the  relatives  of  the  de- 
ceased a  very  great  additional  expense. 
Instead  of  a  quarter  of  a  mile  or  so,  the 
corpse  would  have  to  be  carried  out  six  or 
seven  miles,  and  something  must,  therefore, 
be  done  to  reduce  the  expense  (^  interment 
to  the  working  man,  which  could  only  be 
aocoraplished  by  dealing  with  those  things 
OR  a  large  scale.  If  it  were  left  to  the 
parish  alone  the  expense  would  be  greatly 
increased,  and  an  additional  burden  would 
be  imposed  on  the  working  classes.  He 
must  say,  also,  that  the  experience  which 
he  had  had  during  August  and  September 
last  year,  when  hundreds  died  of  the  cholera 
daily,  did  not  induce  him  to  think  that 
parochial  boards  could  be  safely  entrusted 
with  the  administration  of  these  matters. 
In  affairs  of  this  kind  there  must  be  some 
strong  independent  body  to  carry  the 
schemes  proposed  into  full  effect;  while 
he  thought  that  such  a  central  authority 
would  present  a  more  direct  and  personal 
responsibility  than  any  authority  which 
couild  be  wielded  by  the  parochial  system. 
What,  in  fact,  was  responsibility  to  the 
ratepayers  compared  with  the  responsi- 
bility, direct  and  personal,  afforded  by  the 
members  of  the  board  being  also  Members 
of  that  House  ?  He  thought  that  the  latter 
form  of  responsibility,  as  it  was  more  di- 
rect, was  likely  to  be  more  efficient.  They 
must  recollect  that  the  parochial  system 
had  been  going  on  for  many  years,  and 
that  under  it  had  arisen  the  very  abomina- 
tions which  were  now  so  much  complained 
of.  The  system  of  extramural  interment 
had  been  carried  into  effect  in  almost  all 
civilised  countries — in  France,  Germany, 
Italy,  and  even  Turkey.  It  was  desirable 
to  ascertain  what  had  been  the  experience 
of  these  countries;  and  they  found  in  every 
instance  that  the  working  of  the  system 
had  not  been  entrusted  to  any  local  body, 
but  to  a  central  authority.     Seeing,  then, 


the  gigantic  task  which  they  had  to  deal 
with — the  means  for  the  suitable  inter- 
ment of  upwards  of  52,000  corpses  per 
annum — he  believed  that  it  would  be  im- 
possible to  come  to  any  conclusion  other 
than  that  the  old  parochial  system  was  ut- 
terly inadequate  to  meet  the  requirements 
of  the  case. 

Mr.  M.  GIBSON  inquired  what  power 
the  ratepayers  would  have  of  checking  the 
expenditure  of  the  central  board,  that 
board  having  authority  to  levy  rates  ? 

Lord  ASHLEY  said,  that  the  respon- 
sibility of  the  board — its  principal  mem- 
bers sitting  in  Parliament — would  be  more 
direct  than  it  could  be  made  by  any  paro* 
chial  arrangement. 

Mr.  Alderman  SIDNEY  was  at  a  loss 
to  know  by  what  power  of  reasoning  two 
gentlemen  and  one  paid  officer  should  be 
presumed  to  be  equal  to  the  ialent  and  in- 
dustry oi  the  community  at  large.  There 
were  many  persons  equally  as  capable  of 
forming  a  judgment  as  Mr.  Chad  wick.  It 
was  sUted  in  the  report  that  700,000/. 
would  be  reouired  to  launch  the  scheme, 
and  112,000l.  per  annum;  but  the  noble 
Lord  bad  not  stated  by  what  means  he 
would  obtain  the  112,0002.  He  strongly 
objected  to  this  centralising  principle,  par- 
ticularly in  so  offensive  a  form  as  that  of 
burying  the  dead.  As  far  as  the  city  of 
London  was  concerned,  they  had  an  Act 
not  to  allow  burials  in  the  city.  Parishes 
had  been  constituted  into  unions,  and  he 
thought  unions  would  be  much  better,  with 
their  general  knowledge  of  mankind,  than 
the  knowledge  of  three  individuals  shut  up 
in  a  room,  imagining  that  all  wisdom  was 
centered  in  their  views.  He  should  sup- 
port the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Finsbury;  he  believed  that  if  the  Bill 
were  passed  in  the  present  shape  it  would 
be  productive  of  great  dissatisfaction.  He 
did  not  know  any  reason  why,  because  the 
evil  of  intramural  sepulture  existed,  that  it 
should  be  met  by  a  greater  evil. 

Mr.  DRUMMOND  said,  that  he  had  a 
great  many  objections  to  make  to  almost 
every  clause  in  this  Bill.  Two  years  ago 
they  had  had  a  Bill  about  the  health  of 
towns,  a  Bill,  if  possible,  containing  worse 
provisions  than  this  Bill.  However,  it 
turned  out  that  the  bad  Bill- was  entirely 
changed,  and  made  much  better.  They 
must  watch  this  Bill  very  narrowly;  it  had 
come  in  a  very  bad  Bill,  but  he  hoped  they 
might  amend,  so  that  it  might  go  out  a 
very  good  one. 

Sir  De  L.  EVANS  asked  whether  re- 
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iponsibility  was  to  be  established,  and  thus 
a  great  change  to  be  made  in  the  spirit  of 
the  constitution  of  this  country.  Three 
gentlemen  had  come  to  a  resolution  that 
parochial  boards  were  not  to  be  trusted. 
These  three  gentlemen  had  laid  it  down  as 
a  fact  that  the  system  of  self-government 
which  had  prevailed  in  this  country  for 
three  centuries  was  not  to  continue.  He 
supposed  that  the  next  thing  proposed 
would  be»  that  the  Poor  Law  Commissioners 
should  put  down  the  authority  of  the  boards 
of  guardians  altogether.  They  now  ad- 
ministered about  six  millions  of  money. 
That  was  the  great  question  at  issue,  and 
not  extramural  interments.  The  people 
were  as  firmly  convinced  of  the  necessity 
of  extramural  intermenU  as  the  Board  of 
Health.  The  noble  Lord  had  said  that 
there  was  only  a  conditional  security  of 
Id.  in  the  pound,  but  there  was  nothing  to 
show  how  long  that  would  last.  He  hoped 
they  would  not  affirm  this  second  clause 
until  time  was  allowed  to  tho  Members  of 
this  House  to  suggest  the  substitution  of 
other  clauses. 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL  said,  that  all  the 
opposers  of  the  clause  seemed  to  have 
fallen  into  two  errors:  first,  that  our  par- 
ishes had  been  for  the  last  300  years  in 
the  practice  of  burying  the  dead ;  and, 
secondly,  that  the  proposed  board  would 
be  irresponsible.  He  had  always  under- 
stood that  if  a  pauper  died  in  a  workhouse, 
the  parish  had  to  take  care  he  should  be 
decently  interred;  but  as  to  parishes  hav- 
ing any  general  control  over  the  burial  of 
all  persons,  he  need  not  say  it  was  a  power 
they  had  never  exercised,  and  one  which 
could  only  be  conferred  on  them  now  by 
an  Act  of  Parliament.  Therefore  the 
whole  of  the  declarations  they  had  heard 
about  self-government  fell  to  the  ground, 
and  the  parishes  had  no  more  claim  to 
exercise  that  power  than  they  had  to  say 
to  the  Admiralty,  "  We  can  build  ships 
better  than  you,  and  ought  to  build  them 
exclusively.'*  It  was  admitted,  without  a 
dissentient  voice,  that  interments  in  that 
great  metropolis  and  in  the  thickly-inha- 
bited suburbs  should  no  longer  take  place, 
because  the  burial  of  the  dead  was  a  cause 
of  disease  and  mortality  among  the  living. 
It  being  necessary  to  alter  that  system, 
let  the  House  consider  in  whose  hands 
they  could  best  place  the  power  of  carry- 
ing the  alteration  into  effect.  If  they 
could  obtain  a  better  body  than  the  Board 
of  Health,  they  would  be  wise  to  give  it 
that  power;  but  let  them  not  run  away 


with  the  notion  that  because  they  had 
parochial  bodies  already,  those  bodies  were 
the  best  fitted  to  exercise  that  power. 
Was  each  parish  to  find  a  separate  burial 
ground,  and  to  provide  a  cemetery  accord- 
ing to  its  requirements  ?  In  that  way  the 
Bill  could  never  be  carried  into  effect  at 
all.  Hon  Gentlemen  talked  of  the  expense 
of  this  Bill;  but  the  expense  to  which  the 
ratepayers  of  the  metropolis  would  be  put 
by  such  a  proposition  would  be  something 
quite  beyond  contemplation,  and  persons 
of  small  means  would  be  utterly  ruined. 
Then,  as  to  a  combination  of  parishes,  was 
this  a  sort  of  business  a  combination  of 
parishes  ought  to  undertake?  Let  them 
recollect  that  in  adopting  that  plan  they 
were  departing  from  the  parochial  consti- 
tution and  self-government  they  prised  so 
highly.  If  they  had  80  or  90  parishes 
taking  on  themselves  the  burial  of  all  per- 
sons, it  would  be  as  great  an  innovation  as 
the  proposal  of  Government.  It  was,  in 
fact,  necessary  to  create  a  new  power,  be- 
cause what  was  proposed  was  new,  and 
their  means  of  effecting  it  must  be  new 
also.  If  80  or  90  parishes  were  to  com- 
bine it  would  be  necessary  to  have  some 
place  of  meeting,  which  would,  of  course, 
be  distant  from  the  residence  of  some  of 
the  parish  representatives;  the  attendanee» 
consequently,  could  not  be  always  relied 
on,  and  a  board  so  constituted  would  be 
utterly  unfit  to  carry  on  the  business.  He 
came,  then,  to  the  conclusion  that  they 
must  have  some  small  body  of  persons — 
he  would  not  say  with  the  precise  powers 
proposed,  but  with  such  powers  as  would 
enable  them  to  carry  out  the  object  as  to 
which  all  were  agreed.  As  to  the  irre- 
sponsibility of  the  Board  of  Health,  it 
was  to  be  remembered  that  the  chief  com- 
missioner of  that  board  was  also  Chief 
Commissioner  of  the  Woods  and  Forests, 
and  that,  in  the  case  of  any  abuse  or  of 
any  complaint,  he  would  be  responsible  for 
anything  done  in  his  department.  No  one 
had  suggested  any  better  body  to  intrust 
with  these  powers ;  and,  if  they  deter- 
mined to  do  away  with  the  present  system, 
they  had  better  take  the  means  open  to 
them.  Tho  hon.  Member  for  Finsbury 
had  declared  himself  convinced  of  the  ne- 
cessity of  doing  something  for  the  preser- 
vation of  the  public  health,  and  then  said 
the  Government  Bill  was  a  gigantic  job. 
If  it  was  advisable  to  indulge  in  imputa- 
tions of  that  kind,  it  might  be  easy  to 
make  them  with  respect  to  the  opposition 
to  the  Billy  and  to  the  motives  of  the  op- 
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posers:,  which  would  be  quite  as  valid  as 
the  imputations  of  the  hon.  Member.  He 
gave  the  hon.  Gentleman  full  credit  for 
wishing  to  preserve  the  public  health,  and 
hoped  he  would  give  the  same  credit  to 
Government.  An  hon.  Alderman  had 
stated  that  this  scheme  involved  an  expense 
of  112,000^  a  year.  Supposing  that  to 
be  the  amount,  it  should  be  recollected 
that  the  saving  in  the  metropolitan  inter- 
ments had  been  estimated  by  the  Board  of 
Health,  in  round  numbers,  at  350,000^. 
Hon.  Gentlemen  who  talked  of  the  great 
amount  which  interments  would  cost  in 
future,  must  admit  that  according  to  all 
the  calculations  which  had  been  made  on 
the  subject,  there  would  be,  not  an  increase, 
but  a  great  diminution  of  expense. 

Mr.  mo  watt  believed  that  all  parties 
were  agreed  as  to  the  necessity  of  bringing 
to  a  close  as  soon  as  possible  the  present  de- 
plorable system  of  burying  the  dead  among 
the  living.  When,  however,  the  noble  Lord 
said  that  those  who  admitted  the  necessity 
for  a  change  should  adopt  the  proposed 
means  of  effecting  it,  he  must  say  that  the 
necessity  for  vesting  such  vast  powers  in  a 
body  to  be  wholly  irresponsible  had  not 
been  established.  He  regretted  the  neces- 
sity for  opposing  a  Bill  having  such  an 
object;  but  he  considered  the  measure  to 
involve  a  principle  which,  if  sanctioned, 
would  form  a  dangerous  precedent.  The 
Government  having  postponed  action  in 
this  matter  last  Session,  now  presented  an 
objectionable  measure,  saying,  **  Take  this 
or  none."  It  was  unfair  to  say  that  those 
who  opposed  the  measure  were  favourers 
of  the  evil  it  was  designed  to  remedy.  The 
onus  lay  on  the  Government  of  showing 
that  such  arbitrary  powers  were  necessary 
for  the  accomplishment  of  the  object.  Was 
there  no  other  mode  of  effecting  this  great 
object  than  the  appointment  of  an  irre- 
sponsible body  ?  The  measure  would  pro- 
bably lead  to  the  ratepayers  being  called 
upon,  not  merely  for  a  penny  in  the  pound 
annually,  but  for  five  or  six  pennies.  [Lord 
J.  Russell  :  The  Commissioners  could 
pot,  under  the  provisions  of  the  Bill,  take 
more  than  a  penny.]  But  could  any  one 
doubt  that  the  principle  being  sanctioned, 
if  an  application  were  made  for  extended 
powers  next  year,  it  would  be  acceded  to  ? 
His  grand  objection  to  the  Bill  was,  that 
it  was  opposed  to  the  principle  which  he 
believed  to  be  one  of  the  chief  sources  of 
this  country's  prosperity — namely,  that 
those  who  levied  the  rates  should  be  re- 
sponsible to  those  who  paid  them.     Ad- 


mitting the  absolute  necessity  for  passing 
some  measure,  he  could  not  reconcile  it  to 
his  duty  to  vote  for  the  Bill  before  the 
House. 

Mr.  SLANEY  said,  the  two  great  ob- 
jections urged  against  the  Bill  were,  that 
it  was  unnecessarily  expensive,  and  that  it 
was  unconstitutional.  In  his  opinion,  it 
was  neither  the  one  nor  the  other.  He 
denied  that  there  would  be  any  interference 
with  rates.  Had  burial  fees  ever  been 
paid  from  parochial  rates  ?  So  great  a 
change  could  not  be  carried  out  without 
the  appointment  of  a  Commission.  As 
regarded  the  constitutional  objection,  he 
would  observe,  that  they  would  have  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Bath  in  the 
House  to  answer  any  question  which  might 
be  put  to  him.  Some  hon.  Members  might 
say,  **  Why  not  have  the  elective  prin- 
ciple?" [Mr.  M.Gibson:  The  munici- 
pal.] He  believed  that  if  the  municipal 
bodies  were  assembled  for  such  a  purpose, 
there  would  be  as  much  wrangling  amongst 
them  as  in  a  convocation.  As  a  Commis- 
sioner of  the  Board  of  Health  he  had 
visited  many  of  the  humblest  and  most 
wretched  portions  of  the  metropolis;  and 
what  he  had  seen  had  led  him  to  feel  how 
great  was  the  necessity  for  improved  pa- 
rochial management.  The  dwellings  of 
the  rich  might  be  attended  to,  but  those  of 
the  poor  were  almost  entirely  neglected. 
He  wished  before  he  sat  down  to  say  a 
kind  word  with  regard  to  a  class  of  persons 
who  were  out  of  spirits  in  reference  to  this 
Bill — the  undertakers.  Power  was  given 
in  the  Bill  to  make  contracts ;  and  the 
undertakers  were,  of  course,  very  likely 
parties  to  share  in  those  contracts.  He 
would  be  sorry  to  see  the  interests  of 
that  body  injured  by  the  sudden  change; 
but  their  experience,  knowledge,  and  capi- 
tal rendered  it  probable  that  they  would 
be  employed.  At  all  events,  the  Bill  was 
necessary  for  the  health  and  comfort  of 
the  poorer  classes. 

Lord  D.  STUART  said,  all  he  had 
heard  recently  in  the  debate  had  confirmed 
him  in  the  opinion  that  the  best  course 
was  that  which  the  Government  had  re- 
jected, namely,  to  refer  the  Bill  to  a  Select 
Committee.  All  the  defenders  of  the  Bill 
proceeded  on  the  ground  that  what  they 
all  wished  could  not  be  carried  out  in  any 
other  way  than  that  proposed;  but  he  be- 
lieved that  by  a  union  of  parishes,  it  might 
be  secured  quite  as  effectually  and  at  less 
expense.  The  expense  of  management 
alone  in  the  case  of  the  commission  of 
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sewers  amounted  to  25  per  cent  of  the 
amount  collected.  Where  was  the  paro- 
chial hoard  which  could  not  do  hotter  than 
that  ?  The  expense  of  managing  the 
Marylehone  police,  at  the  time  when  it  was 
in  the  hands  of  the  parish,  was  9,000^.  a 
year;  at  present  it  was  24,000?.  a  year, 
though  the  numher  of  police  employed  was 
less,  and  the  parish  not  hotter  watched 
than  formerly.  He  hoped  the  clause  under 
consideration  would  he  rejected,  and  the 
Bill  chansced  in  consequence  for  the  hotter. 

Mr.  HUME  wished  to  know  what  salary 
the  second  commissioner  was  to  receive. 
•  Sir  G.  grey  said,  the  salary  of  the 
chief  commissioner  was  1,500Z.  a  year;  it 
would  rest  with  Parliament  to  fix  that  of 
the  second  commissioner. 

Mr.  HUME  said,  that  if  it  should  he 
shown  that  the  parish  of  Marylehone,  or 
any  other  parish,  would  not  provide  suffi- 
cient accommodation  for  extramural  inter- 
ment, the  appointment  of  a  central  hoard 
might  he  justified,  hut  not  otherwise.  Re- 
ferring to  Mr.  Chadwick,  he  said  he  knew 
no  one  who  had  heen  a  more  useful  puhlic 
servant;  no  one  had  taken  so  much  pains 
to  establish  a  system  for  reducing  the 
charges  on  funerals;  and  this  Bill  pruposed 
to  carry  out  such  a  reduction.  But  why 
should  the  power  he  wholly  centred  in  one 
hoard  ?  How  was  the  cost  of  the  land  to 
he  defrayed  except  hy  fees  or  parochial 
rates  ?  Was  it  likely  that  85  parishes 
would  all  submit  to  have  their  contracts 
entered  into  by  one  board,  when  the 
circumstances  of  each  were  so  different  ? 
After  the  example  of  the  power  given  to 
the  Lord  Chancellor  of  compensating  the 
six  clerks,  he  must  object  to  any  board  of 
three  persons  having  the  power  to  pay  fees 
or  compensation  to  clergymen,  and  others, 
beyond  the  duration  of  their  lives.  He 
would  suggest  that  this  Bill  should  simply 
prohibit  interments  within  a  certain  dis- 
tance, three  years  being  allowed  to  make 
the  arrangements,  and  that  each  parish 
should  be  required  and  empowered  to  con- 
duct its  own  interments. 

Mr.  WYLD  said,  that  the  parishes  had 
been  blamed  for  not  conducting  their  in> 
torments  properly,  but  they  had  been  im- 
peded in  their  efforts  by  all  kinds  of  ob- 
structions from  both  the  civil  and  ecclesi- 
astical law.  The  parish  of  St.  Martin's, 
for  instance,  had  had  great  difficulty  in 
establishing  an  additional  burial  ground  ; 
and,  at  present,  an  expense  of  152.  or  20^ 
must  be  incurred  for  each  interment,  out 
of  a  parish.      There  were  only  fifty -nine 
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parishes  within  the  limits  of  the  Bill ;  but 
tlie  number  was  amply  sufficient  to  carry 
out  the  machinery  proposed  for  conducting 
interments.  Each  parish  might  appoint  a 
delegate ;  there  would  then  be  six  for 
Westminster,  and  these  might  appoint  a 
commissioner.  The  Government  might 
still  retain  the  power  of  appointing  of- 
ficers to  regulate  the  proceedings  of  the 
parochial  delegates. 

Mr.  FITZROY  said,  the  parishes  were 
perfectly  aware  that  their  machinery  might 
require  to  be  regulated  by  the  general 
Board  of  Health ;  but  they  were  anxious 
to  have  the  conducting  of  the  interments 
in  their  own  hands,  being  confident  in  their 
ability  to  provide  the  necessary  funds 
without  seriously  burdening  the  ratepayers. 
But  they  felt  it  a  great  grievance  that  the 
Commissioners  should  have  the  power  of 
directly  taxing  the  ratepayers  instead  of 
their  own  officers,  in  whom  they  had  con- 
fidence. They  believed  that  funds  admi- 
nistered by  those  who  had  no  interest  ia 
them  were  invariably  administered  at 
greater  expense  than  when  placed  in  re- 
sponsible hands.  The  Commissioners  of 
Sewers  were  a  notorious  instance  of  this 
fact.  After  the  most  mature  considera- 
tion of  the  question,  he  felt  bound  to  vote 
for  the  Amendment. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  put,  "  That 
the  Clause  stand  part  of  the  Bill." 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  135  ; 
Noes  57  :  Majority  78. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  6, 

Mr.  HUME  asked  if  there  would  be 
any  objection  to  introduce  a  proviso  that 
the  board  should  only  interfere  in  the  event 
of  the  parishes  neglecting  for  three  years 
to  make  the  required  arrangements  ? 

Sir  G.  grey  said,  the  only  effect  of 
this  would  be  to  postpone  the  operation  of 
the  Bill  for  three  years. 

Mr.  D'EYNCOURT  hoped  that  every 
facility  would  be  given  to  the  parishes  by 
providing  burial  grounds  in  their  immedi- 
ate neighbourhood,  so  that  the  families  of 
deceased  persons  might  have  an  oppor- 
tunity of  being  present  at  the  interments. 
In  the  borough  which  he  represented  there 
were  large  tracts  of  land  in  the  immediate 
neighbourhood  which  might  be  available 
for  the  purpose  of  burial  grounds. 

Mr.  HUME  said,  he  should  move  the 
omission  of  the  words  **  either  within  or" 
from  the  clause,  the  effect  of  which  was  to 
allow  the  continuance  of  the  existing  nui- 
sances arising  from  burial  grounds. 
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Sir  G.  grey  opposed  the  omiBsion  of 
the  words,  on  the  ground  that  there  were 
many  eligible  sites  in  open  places  yet 
within  the  metropolitan  districts,  which 
might  be  advantageously  selected  by  the 
board  as  burial  grounds. 

Mr.  HUME  said,  that  St.  John's  Wood 
was  such  a  district  some  years  ago  ;  now 
it  was  filled  with  a  dense  population,  and 
the  burial  grounds  there  were  as  great  a 
nuisance  as  those  in  the  heart  of  the  me- 
tropolis. It  was  only  tampering  with  the 
evil  to  remove  the  burial  places  to  the  out- 
skirts, as  the  population  would  soon  en- 
close them. 

Sir  G.  grey  said,  that  the  greater  the 
distance  the  heavier  would  be  the  expense; 
and  the  effect  of  the  Amendment  would  be 
to  preclude  the  board  from  adopting  any 
site,  however  eligible,  within  tbe  district 
comprised  in  the  schedule. 

Mr.  HUME  withdrew  his  Amendment. 

Mr.  WAKLEY  said,  the  difficulties  in 
providing  for  extramural  sepulture  had 
always  arisen  from  the  ecclesiastical  influ- 
ence which  was  at  work,  whereby  the 
parishes  had  been  prevented  carrying  out 
the  necessary  reforms.  It  was  too  bad 
that  these  parties  should  now  have  the  first 
consideration.  He  wished  to  know  the 
minimum  distance  to  which  it  was  proposed 
to  carry  bodies. 

Lord  ASHLEY  said,  it  was  not  one 
cemetery  but  several  that  it  was  proposed 
to  establish,  and  that  they  would  be  found 
at  greater  distances  as  the  population  kept 
increasing. 

Clause  6  agreed  to. 

On  Clause  7, 

Sir  W.  CLAY  said,  that  this  clause 
bore  very  hardly  upon  the  proprietors  of 
cemeteries,  because  it  allowed  the  board  a 
period  of  two  years,  within  which  they 
could  purchase  their  cemeteries.  Before 
that  time,  however,  the  board  might  form 
new  cemeteries  contiguous  to  the  old  ones, 
which  would,  of  course,  depreciate  their 
value  ;  and  they  might  then  compel  a  sale 
when  thus  depreciated.  He,  therefore, 
thought  that  the  board,  if  they  desired  to 
purchase  any  of  these  cemeteries,  should 
be  obliged  to  do  so  within  five  or  six 
months,  instead  of  two  years. 

Mr.  MOFFATT  thought  the  clause 
should  be  expunged  altogether,  and  moved 
that  it  be  struck  out. 

Sir  G.  grey  said,  that  he  had  no  ob- 

i'ection  to  the  clause  being  struck  out,  but 
le   knew   that    the   cemetery   companies 
themseWes  were  anxious  that  it  should  not 


be  struck  but.  What  they  wanted,  in  fact, 
was  that  it  should  be  made  more  stringent 
for  their  protection.  It  was  intended  to 
take  these  cemeteries,  if  necessary,  by  mu- 
tual agreement  if  possible,  but  if  not  by 
compulsory  process  under  the  Land  Clauses 
Compensation  Act.  He  did  not  think  it 
would  be  advisable  to  compel  the  board  to 
purchase,  when  perhaps  they  might  not 
have  money  in  hand.  But  it  was  not  pro- 
bable that  any  new  cemeteries  would  be 
built  in  the  neighbourhood  of  old  ones. 

Lord  D.  STUART  said,  that  time  had 
not  been  allowed  to  consult  those  who  were 
interested  in  the  measure. 

Sir  G.  grey  said,  that  this  clause  had 
been  before  the  House  for  six  weeks,  and 
the  only  change  made  in  it  was  one  giving 
the  companies  increased  protection. 

Lord  R.  GROSVENOR  said,  that  no 
person  could  say  that  the  cemetery  com- 
panies were  taken  by  surprise. 

Sir  B.  HALL  said,  that  many  persons 
had  relatives  interred  in  these  cemeteries, 
and  had  acquired  rights  in  them.  He 
thought  that  their  feelings  should  be  con- 
sulted before  the  Government  struck  any 
bargain  with  the  proprietors  of  cemeteries. 

Mr.  HUME  suggested  that  words  should 
be  introduced  declaring  that  no  cemeteries 
should  be  built  within  a  certain  distance  of 
those  in  existence  at  present. 

Lord  ASHLEY  said,  that  tho  duties 
and  obligations  of  the  existing  companies 
were  to  be  transferred  by  the  Bill  to  the 
new  board,  who,  ho  thought,  were  likely 
to  discharge  those  duties  with  as  much 
benefit  and  credit  as  any  irresponsible 
board  of  directors. 

Motion  withdrawn.    Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  8. 

Mr.  LUSHINGTON  objected  to  the 
distinction  that  was  made  between  Chris- 
tians in  this  clause.  For  himself,  he  laid 
no  stress  on  the  rite  of  consecration,  be- 
cause he  did  not  find  it  enjoined  in  any 
part  of  the  New  Testament ;  yet  he  re- 
spected the  feelings  of  others  on  this  head. 
He  considered  that  this  clause  contained  a 
great  act  of  national  intolerance.  On  the 
Continent,  in  Ireland,  and  in  India,  all 
Christians  might  be  buried  in  consecrated 
ground;  but  provision  was  made  by  this 
clause  for  the  separations  of  the  members 
of  the  Church  of  England  from  all  others. 
It  was  disgraceful  to  perpetuate  distinc- 
tions of  that  kind  beyond  the  grave.  It 
appeared  that  they  were  the  only  intolerant 
set  of  Christians  in  the  world. 
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Mr.  DRUMMOND  asked  whether  the 
hon.  Gentleman  would  have  the  hurial 
ground  ploughed  up  and  sown,  because  if 
it  was  not  consecrated  there  was  no  reason 
why  they  should  not  do  so. 

Sir  G.  grey  said,  that  the  clause  in- 
flroduced  nothing  new.  The  General  Ceme- 
tery Bill  indeed  contained  a  more  stringent 
clause  for  separate  burial. 

The  Earl  of  ARUNDELand  SURREY 
said,  that  the  hon.  Member  for  West- 
minster was  mistaken  in  saying  that  the 
Church  of  England  was  the  only  intolerant 
Church — if  intolerant  was  the  proper  word 
to  use — in  this  matter;  because  there  was 
another  great  body  of  Christians  who  re- 
quired consecration,  and  yalued  none  but 
their  own. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  9. 

Mr.  LENNARD  wished  that  the  power 
which  this  clause  proposed  to  give  to  the 
Bishop  of  London  of  withdrawing  the  li- 
cence from  a  chaplain  after  his  appoint- 
ment should  be  expunged  from  the  clause. 
He  did  not  think  that  any  necessity  ex- 
isted for  increasing  thus  unreasonably  the 
power  of  the  bishops  at  the  expense  of  the 
clergy. 

Sir  G.  grey  said,  that  no  new  power 
was  given  to  the  bishop.  He  had  now  the 
power  of  withdrawing  the  licence  from 
curates.  The  only  variation  made  by  this 
clause  was  that  the  board  empowered  to 
remove  the  chaplain,  even  though  the  bi- 
shop should  not  withdraw  his  licence. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  10. 

Lord  D.  STUART  wished  to  know  if 
persons  not  belonging  to  the  Church  of 
England  would  have  the  privilege  of  con- 
secrating any  portion  of  the  ground  ac- 
cording to  the  rites  of  their  own  faith. 

Sir  G.  grey  said,  that  if  the  inter- 
pretation clause  was  referred  to,  it  would 
be  seen  that,  by  the  word  consecration 
was  meant,  consecration  according  to  the 
rites  of  the  Church  of  England  and  Ire- 
land. 

Colonel  THOMPSON  said,  the  most 
valued  point  about  the  Church  of  England's 
rite  of  consecration,  was  the  security  it 
was  supposed  to  give  against  seeing  the 
bones  of  oiir  relatives  scattered  about  the 
country  through  the  agency  of  bone-mills. 
This  security  was  a  civil  right,  and  as  such 
should  bo  equally  given  to  the  Catholic, 
the  Dissenter,  and  the  heretic  of  every 
degree.  His  object  was  now  to  ask  whe- 
ther this  security  was  to  be  given  ? 


Sir  G.  grey  rejilied  that  it  would  be 
found  to  be  secured. 

Clause  agreed  to;  as  were  also,  with 
some  verbal  amendments. 

Clauses  11  to  17,  inclusive. 

The  House  resumed. 

Committee  report  progress.  To  sit  ngain 
on  Thursday. 

COURT  OF  PREROGATIVE  (lUELAND) 

BILL. 

On  the  Motion  to  nominate  a  Select 
Committee  on  this  Bill, 

Major  BERESFORD  opposed  tho  con- 
stitution  of  the  Committee,  inapmuch  as 
nine  out  of  the  fifteen  iM embers  who  com- 
posed it  were  constant  supporters  of  Her 
Majesty's  Ministers,  and  the  remaining  six 
were  Members  of  the  Opposition.  Ho  op- 
posed the  Bill,  therefore,  on  his  own  be- 
half, as  well  as  on  the  part  of  tho  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  tho  University  of 
Dublin. 

Mr.  KEOGH  said,  that  though  he  agreed 
to  have  the  Bill  referred  to  a  Select  Com- 
mittee, he  certainly  had  no  idea  that  that 
Committee  should  be  left  to  the  choosing 
of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  North  Essex.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  the  University  of  Dub- 
lin objected  to  some  Gentlemen  on  the 
Committee,  and  he  was  not  then  present 
to  sustain  his  objection.  But  perhaps  tho 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  objected  to 
the  Committee  because  a  Roman  Catholic 
Gentleman  had  been  appointed  on  it,  and 
because  that  Roman  Catholic  interests  wero 
to  be  disposed  of  to  a  great  extent  by  the 
Bill.  Now  to  show  the  composition  of  the 
Committee  he  (Mr.  Keogh)  begged  to  say 
he  nominated  nine  Protestant  and  five 
Roman  Catholic  Gentlemen  on  it ;  and 
therefore  ho  did  not  think  it  deserved  con- 
demnation. 

Mr.  MACKENZIE  thought  those  op- 
posed to  the  measure  should  have  some- 
thing to  say  to  the  formation  of  the  Com- 
mittee as  well  as  the  hon.  and  learned 
Oentleman.  All  ho  required  was  a  fair 
Committee  to  discuss  the  question  in  a 
candid  spirit;  and  if  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  would  consent  to  the  substitu- 
tion of  the  name  proposed  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  the  University  of  Dub- 
lin, he  (Mr.  Mackenzie)  would  have  no  ob- 
jection. 

Sir  G.  GREY  recommended  an  arrange- 
ment in  private  as  to  the  formation  of  the 
Committee. 

Mr.  BRIGHT  said,  the  hon.  and  learned 
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Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  University 
of  Dublin  was  amusing  himself  in  listening 
to  the  debate  in  the  other  House,  and 
therefore  it  would  be  unreasonable  to  have 
the  Committee  postponed. 

Mr.  NAPIER  said,  he  wished  to  have 
the  name  of  Mr.  Goulburn  substituted  for 
that  of  Mr.  Sadleir. 

Mr.  HUME  considered  it  would  be  un- 
fair to  strike  off  Mr.  Sadleir's  name,  he 
being  a  Roman  Catholic,  seeing  that  al- 
ready the  Catholics  were  in  a  minority  on 
the  Committee. 

Mr.  EEOGH  said,  the  Bill  was  intend- 
ed to  improve  the  Prerogative  Court  of 
Ireland,  through  which  property  to  the 
amount  of  five  millions  a  year  passed,  and 
half  of  which  at  least  was  that  of  Roman 
Catholics. 

Major  BERESFORD  said,  the  Com- 
mittee was  composed  of  thirteen  Irish  Gen- 
tlemen, one  English  and  one  Scotch  Mem- 
ber, and  it  was  not  therefore  asking  too 
much  to  have  a  second  English  Gentleman 
placed  on  it.  He  denied  the  statement 
that  property  to  any  such  amount  as  repre- 
senteid  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
as  passing  through  the  court  belonged  to 
Roman  Catholics.  He  considered  it  most 
unfair  that  religion  should  be  dragged  into 
the  question,  and  he  repudiated  the  insinua- 
tion. He  could  not  avoid  remarking  that 
hon.  Members  who  generally  supported 
Government,  sat  occasionally  on  that  (the 
Opposition  side  of  the  House)  and  conse* 
quently  could  not  avoid  listening  to  the 
conversation  that  might  be  going  on.  The 
old  and  honourable  rules  of  the  House  were 
violated,  and  when  they  chose  Committees 
from  that  (the  Opposition)  side  of  the 
House,  they  chose  Gentlemen  who  were 
supporters  of  the  Government  through 
thick  and  thin. 

Sib  G.  grey  was  sorry  that  the  ques- 
tion of  religion  had  been  introduced.  He 
should  be  sorry  to  vote  against  the  name 
of  Mr.  Goulburn.  If  any  arrangement 
could  be  made,  he  should  be  glad ;  but,  after 
what  had  been  stated,  he  could  not  vote 
against  Mr.  Sadleir. 

Mr.  KEOGH  said,  he  should  be  quite 
ready  to  substitute  the  name  of  Mr.  Goul- 
burn for  Mr.  Gladstone.  [Major Beresford  : 
No!]  Well,  he  did  not  expect  that  any 
suggestion  that  was  reasonable  would  be 
acceded  to  by  the  hon.  and  gallant  Mem- 
ber. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  said, 
if  this  were  only  a  question  as  to  whether 
Mr.  Goulburn  should  be  a  Member  of  this 


Committee,  he  should  not  be  under  any 
difficulty.  But  the  question  was  whether 
Mr.  Sadleir  should  be  struck  off  the  Com- 
mittee, and  he  could  not  vote  for  Mr.  Sad- 
leir's exclusion. 

Mr.  Keogh,  Mr.  Napier,  Mr.  Scully, 
Mr.  G.  A.  Hamilton,  Mr.  W.  Fagan,  and 
Mr.  Grogan,  were  nominated  Members  of 
the  Committee. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  Mr.  Sadleir  be  one  other  Member 
of  the  said  Committee." 

Amendment  proposed,  "  to  leave  out  the 
name  of  Mr.  Sadleir  and  insert  the  name 
of  Mr.  Goulburn,**  instead  thereof. 

Question  put,  "  That  the  name  of  Mr. 
Sadleir  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

The  House  divided:  Ayes  106;  Noes 
29 :  Majority  77. 

Question,  **  That  Mr.  Sadleir  be  one 
other  Member  of  the  said  Committee,**  put, 
and  agreed  to. 

Lord  Naas  and  Mr.  0*Flaherty  nomin- 
ated other  Members  of  the  said  Com- 
mittee. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  **  That 
Mr.  Bouverie  be  one  other  Member  of  the 
said  Committee,**  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Mr.  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  nomin- 
ated one  other  Member  of  the  said  Com- 
mittee. 

Mr.  keogh  said,  it  was  perfectly  true 
that  he  had  taken  his  seat  on  the  Opposi- 
tion side  of  the  House  without  taking  out 
a  patent  from  the  hon.  and  gallant  Mem- 
ber for  North  Essex;  but  that  was  nothing 
new,  for  he  had  been  accustomed  to  sit  on 
that  side  of  the  House,  having  been  re- 
turned as  a  Catholic  and  a  Conservative. 

Major  BERESFORD  would  put  it  to 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman's  con- 
science whether  he  acted  as  an  honest  and 
independent  Member,  or  whether  he  ap- 
peared there  under  uncertain  colours;  and 
if  he  was  returned  as  a  Conservative,  whe- 
ther he  had  acted  on  Conservative  princi- 
ples, or  whether  he  had  not  made  set 
speeches  in  favour  of  Ministerial  measures 
which  he  was  told  would  come  with  con- 
siderable force  from  that  side  of  the  House? 
With  regard  to  this  Committee,  the  vested 
interests  of  Ireland  were  not  represented 
at  all,  but  the  solicitors  were  represented 
in  the  person  of  Mr.  Sadleir.  The  Lord 
Primate  of  Ireland,  who  had  a  vested  in- 
terest, was  not  represented.  He  (Major 
Beresford)  was  induced,  under  false  pre- 
tences, to  consent  to  the  second  reading  of 
the  Bill  the  other  night.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Athlone  said,  he  had 
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got  tbe  consent  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  the  University  of  Dublin  to  the 
Committee.  He  must  say  that  he  was  ex- 
ceedingly soft  in  taking  the  word  of  an 
hon.  Member  who  sat  on  one  side  of  the 
House,  and  voted  on  the  other. 

Colonel  RAWDON  did  not  rise  to  add 
to  the  warmth  of  the  debate — but  to  say 
that  the  interests  of  the  Primate  were 
surely  represented  in  the  Committee,  see- 
ing that  it  included  two  Members  of  Uni- 
versities. 

Mr.  NAPIER  said,  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Athlbne  stated  that  he  (Mr. 
Napier)  consented  to  the  Committee.  He 
did  consent  to  put  on  the  Solicitor  Gene- 
ral for  Ireland,  provided  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  would  show  him  the 
other  six  names;  but  he  declined,  and  then 
the  arranp^ement  broke  off. 

Mr.  GROGAN  then  moved  Mr.  Goul- 
burn's  name  in  the  place  of  Mr.  Mon- 
seirs. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''  That  Mr.  Monsell  be  one  other  Member 
of  the  said  Committee.*' 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the 
name  of  Mr.  Monsell,  and  insert  the  name 
of  Mr.  Goulburn,  instead  thereof. 

Question  put,  **  That  the  name  of  Mr. 
Monsell  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

The  House  divided  : — Ayes  77  ;  Noes 
30 :  Majority  47. 

Question,  **  That  Mr.  Monsell  be  one 
other  Member  of  the  said  Committee," 
put,  and  agreed  to. 

Mr.  Bellew  nominated  one  other  Mem- 
ber of  the  said  Committee. 

Mr.  G.  a.  HAMILTON  then  moved  that 
Mr.  Goulburn  be  substituted  for  Sir  J. 
Young. 

Mr.  M'CULLAGH  said,  the  majority 
ought  to  use  their  power  with  some  for- 
bearance. Ho  must  say  this  was  not  the 
decision  of  the  Committee  respected  in  the 
House. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'*  That  Sir  John  Young  be  one  other 
Member  of  the  said  Committee." 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the 
name  of  Sir  John  Young,  and  insert  the 
name  of  Mr.  Goulburn,  instead  thereof. 

Question  put,  **  That  the  name  of  Sir 
John  Young  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

The  House  divided  : — Ayes  75 ;  Noes 
36  :  Majority  39. 

Question,  "  That  Sir  John  Young  be 
one  other  Member  of  the  said  Committee," 
put,  and  agreed  to. 

Five  to  be  the  quorum. 


The  House  adjourned  at  half  after  One 
o'clock. 
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HOUSE    OP    LORDS, 
Tuesday,  June  4,  1850. 

MiKunH.]  Public  Bills. — 1  *  Vestries  and  Vestrj 

Clerks;  Railway  Audit  (No.  2). 
Reported. — Exchequer  Bills. 

SUNDAY  TRADING  PREVENTION  BILL. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  receiving  the  Re* 
port  of  the  Amendments  read. 

The  Earl  of  HARROWBY  moved  that 
the  report  be  now  received. 

The  Earl  of  ELLENBOROUGH  wished 
to  offer  a  few  words  cautioning  theirLordships 
against  proceeding  too  far  with  this  kind 
of  legislation.  He  was  the  more  inclined 
to  repeat  the  caution  which  he  had  before 
given,  because,  after  this  Bill  had  passed, 
no  one  of  their  Lordships,  no  one  of  the 
middle  classes,  certainly  no  one  of  the 
higher  classes,  would  be  in  any  way  affected 
by  its  provisions.  They  might  order  their 
carriages  and  drive  where  they  pleased; 
but  the  poor  man  would  not  be  able  to  buy 
an  ounce  of  tea  or  a  pound  of  bread  or 
meat  for  provision  for  his  family  on  Sun- 
day; so  that  if  he  were,  by  his  own  neglect, 
or  by  the  lateness  of  the  hour  at  which  he 
received  his  wages  on  the  Saturday  night, 
too  late  to  go  to  market  on  Saturday,  he 
would  be  driven  to  the  cookshop  on  the 
Sunday;  and  nothing  he  thought  could  be 
more  injurious  to  the  comfort  of  the  work- 
ing man  than  to  be  prevented  from  provid- 
ing his  dinner  at  home  with  his  family  on 
Sundays.  He  wLshed  to  call  the  attention 
of  the  noble  Marquess,  the  representative 
of  the  Government,  to  one  clause  in  the 
Bill,  which  tended  seriously  to  affect  the 
peace  of  the  metropolis.  He  referred  to 
that  clause  which  gave  the  police  power  to 
seize  articles  that  were  exposed  for  sale — 
a  provision  which  he  thought  could  not  be 
carried  into  effect,  in  the  presence  pro- 
bably of  crowds  of  people,  without  causing 
a  riot;  and  he  read  the  evidence  of  Mr, 
Commissioner  May,  taken  before  the 
Select  Committee,  to  the  same  effect. 
He  thought  they  should  put  an  end  at 
quietly  as  they  could  to  Sunday  trading; 
but  it  was  better  to  permit  a  market  on 
Sunday  than  to  create  a  riot.  One  great 
means  of  checking  Sunday  trading  would 
be  to  induce  the  employers  of  labour  to  pay 
their  workmen  on  the  Friday  or  the  Mon- 
day, instead  of  as  now  on  the  Saturday 
night;  but  they  ought  not  to  take  any  step 
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in  this  matter  which  they  were  not  sure 
they  would  be  able  to  retain,  and  with  this 
view  he  thought  they  ought  not  to  go  fur- 
ther at  preseut  than  to  prohibit  the  sale  of 
articles,  except  medicines,  between  the 
hours  of  ten  and  one  o'clock  on  Sunday 
forenoon.  He  did  not,  however,  propose 
any  Amcudmcot  to  carry  out  this  sugges- 
tion, because  to  do  that  it  would  be  neces- 
sary to  remodel  the  whole  Bill;  but  he 
would  content  himself  with  the  caution  he 
had  now  given. 

The  Earl  of  HARROWBY  defended 
the  provisions  of  the  Bill,  and  reminded 
their  Lordships  that  it  interfered  with  no- 
thing but  trade,  and  with  the  trade  of  the 
rich  as  well  as  of  the  poor.  He  thought 
the  noble  Earl's  apprehensions  as  to  the 
probability  of  a  riot  from  the  interference 
of  the  police  were  altogether  overstrained, 
and  quoted  from  the  evidence  of  witnesses 
before  the  Committee  to  show  that  no 
danger  need  be  apprehended.  It  was  a 
mistake  to  suppose  that  this  measure 
would  operate  injuriously  to  the  working 
classes  ;  it  was  intended  to  be,  and  he  had 
no  doubt  it  would  be,  a  great  boon  to  the 
poor. 

The  Earl  of  MOUNTCASHELL 
stated,  as  a  Member  of  the  Committee,  that 
the  evidence  taken  before  it  showed  that 
the  measure  originated  with  the  shop- 
keepers and  working  classes,  who  com- 
plained of  being  overworked  and  not  hav- 
ing a  moment  to  themselves,  and  earnestly 
desired  that  this  Bill  might  pass  in  order 
to  secure  to  them  the  rest  of  one  day  in 
seven. 

Lord  BEAUMONT  said,  he  also  was  a 
Member  of  the  Select  Committee,  but  he 
had  come  to  a  different  conclusion  from 
the  noble  Lord  who  spoke  last.  He  could 
not  admit  that  the  Bill  was  a  poor  man's 
Bill,  or  one  in  favour  of  the  labourer.  It 
was  one,  on  the  contrary,  which  would  de- 
prive many  a  hardworking  man  of  the 
few  comforts  and  little  luiuries  he  now 
enjoyed.  It  was  a  Bill  to  protect  the 
larger  shopkeeper  against  the  competi- 
tion of  the  smaller;  to  prevent  the  poor 
man  from  dining  with  his  family  in  his 
lodgings  on  a  Sunday,  and  to  make  him 
seek  his  food  in  the  public-house,  by  de- 
priving him  of  the  opportunity  of  purchas- 
ing it  in  a  shop,  and  taking  it  home  the 
only  day  he  is  absent  from  bis  work.  He 
considered  it  very  ill  drawn  in  its  details, 
and  he  was  utterly  opposed  to  the  mode  of 
carrying  them  into  etftet,  particularly  as 
r^^ardcd  the  powers  which  it  gave  to  the 


police,  which  he  considered  most  danger- 
ous in  practice.  The  Bill  appeared  to  have 
been^  got  up  by  one  individual,  who  had 
been  a  tradesman,  but  who  had  left  his 
business  to  follow  the  more  lucrative  pro- 
fession of  an  agitator  for  Sabbath  observ- 
ance. [The  Earl  of  Harrowbt  dissented.] 
He  believed  that  professional  agitation  for 
any  question  was  found  to  be  a  lucrative 
affair.  That  individual  drew  the  Bill, 
summoned  the  witnesses,  and  suggested 
the  line  of  examination  which  the  noble 
Earl  followed  in  Committee.  He  admitted 
that  in  exposing  the  evils  which  this  Bill 
sought  to  remedy,  the  evidence  showed  a 
much  stronger  ground  than  he  had  pre- 
viously supposed  to  exist.  There  were 
public  fairs  carried  on  in  some  parts  of 
London  on  Sunday  which  were  more  fre- 
quented than  any  fair  on  a  week  day. 
These  crowds  were  nuisances;  but  he  cer- 
tainly differed  from  the  mode  in  which  it 
was  proposed  to  carry  out  the  remedy, 
and  he  believed  that  he  was  not  the  only 
Member  of  the  Committee  who  entertained 
the  same  idea. 

Lord  PORTMAN  suggested  that  this 
discussion  would  have  been  much  more  in 
order  on  the  third  reading  of  the  Bill, 
and  that  their  standing  orders  limited  and 
defined  the  nature  of  the  discussion  proper 
to  that  stage. 

The  Earl  of  HARROWBY  replied. 

On  Question,  Resolved  in  the  Affirma- 
tive, 

Bill  to  be  read  a  Third  Time  on  Thurs- 
day next. 

House  adjourned  to  Thursday  next. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 

Tuesday,  June  4,  1 850. 

Minutes.]    Pubuc  Bills. — 1®  Judges  of  Assize. 
Reportea. — Process  and  Practice  (Ireland)  Act 
Ajnendment. 

AFFAIRS  OF  GREECE. 

Mr.  BAILLIE  rose,  pursuant  to  notice, 
to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  a  question  with  reference  to  the 
papers  lately  presented  to  Parliament  re- 
lating to  the  affairs  of  Greece.  It  appeared 
from  those  papers  that  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment haid  assumed  the  right  to  demand 
satisfaction,  or  rather  compensation,  for 
any  damage  or  injury  sustained  by  British 
subjects  either  from  riots  or  rebellions  in 
the  countries  in  which  they  might  be  re- 
siding, without  reference  to  the  laws  or  the 
legal  tribunals  of  those  countries.     It  also 
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appeared  from  the  answer  given  bj  the 
noble  Viscount  to  tbe  bon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  tbe  Member  for  Soutbampton, 
tbat  Her  Majesty's  Goyemment  did  not 
make  any  sucb  pretensions  witb  respect  to 
any  damage  or  injury  wbicb  Britisb  sub- 
jects migbt  sustain  wben  tbey  resided  in 
tbe  United  States  of  America.  Now  tbe 
first  question  be  wisbed  to  ask  tbe  noble 
Viscount  was,  wby  a  different  course  sbould 
be  pursued  witb  reference  to  tbe  States  of 
Europe  from  tbat  wbicb  bad  been  pursued 
witb  regard  to  tbe  United  States;  and 
secondly,  wbetber  it  was  true  tbat  tbe  re- 
presentatives of  Austria  and  Russia  bad 
intimated,  in  tbe  names  of  tbeir  respective 
Governments,  tbat  Britisb  subjects  would 
not  be  allowed  to  reside  in  tbe  States  under 
tbeir  rule,  unless  tbey  renounced  to  a  cer- 
tain extent  to  tbe  protection  of  tbeir  own 
country  ? 

Viscount  PALMERSTON  :  Sir,  tbe 
bon.  Gentleman  bas  misstated,  in  tbe  first 
place,  tbe  position  and  doctrine  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  witb  regard  to  tbe 
matter  in  dispute  between  tbis  country  and 
Greece.  I  understood  bim  to  suppose  tbat 
we  bave  laid  down  tbe  broad  assertion  tbat 
tbis  Government  will  claim  compensation 
for  any  damage  or  loss  wbicb  Britisb  sub- 
jects may  sustain  in  Greece  or  in  any  otber 
country  by  reason  of  riots,  disturbances, 
or  otber  similar  causes.  Now  Her  Majes- 
ty's Government  bave  laid  down  no  sucb 
position.  Tbe  principle  upon  wbicb  we 
bave  acted  bas  been  founded  upon  tbe  par- 
ticular circumstances  of  tbe  particular  cases 
to  wbicb  tbey  apply,  and  does  not  include 
any  general  proposition  sucb  as  tlie  bon. 
Gentleman  bas  attributed  to  us.  I  appre- 
bend  tbat  all  cases  of  tbat  sort  rest  upon 
tbe  particular  circumstances  wbicb  accom- 
pany tbem.  It  is  impossible  to  maintain 
tbat  in  all  cases  foreigners  are  entitled  to 
compensation  from  tbe  Government  of  tbe 
country  in  wbicb  tbey  may  bave  sustained 
injury  and  loss;  but,  on  tbe  otber  band, 
it  is  equally  impossible  to  maintain  tbat 
tbere  are  not  cases  wberein,  by  tbe  law  of 
nations,  compensation  may  be  justly  due 
to  foreigners  wbo  bave  sustained  injuries 
and  losses  in  otber  countries.  Vattel,  wbo 
is  usually  considered  a  good  autbority  in 
tbese  matters,  draws  tbe  distinction  on 
wbicb  tbe  one  we  bave  drawn  is  founded. 
Witbout  troubling  tbe  House  witb  reading 
tbe  wbole  of  tbe  passages,  be  says,  speak- 
ing of  war,  and  what  bappeus  as  the  result 
of  war,  and  wbat  is  allowable  as  war — 


**  Pillage  and  destruction  of  towns,  the  devas- 
tation of  a  country,  ravages,  and  the  setting  houses 
on  fire,  are  measures  not  the  less  odious  and  de- 
testable  when  put  in  practice  from  an  absolute  ne- 
cessity." 

In  anotber  passage  be  says — 

"  The  property  of  individuals  should  bo  treated  in 
a  different  manner  by  an  army  than  the  property 
of  an  enemy  against  whom  that  army  is  em- 
ployed." 

And  tben,  investigating  tbe  cases  in  wbicb 
be  thinks  a  Government  is  bound  and  is 
not  bound  to  make  compensation,  be 
says — 

"  Accidents  resulting  inevitably  from  the  mea- 
sures of  war,  such  as  the  bombardment  of  towns, 
Ac.,  are  not  subject  for  compensation,  but  that 
when  the  losses  are  wanton  or  unnecessary  for 
carrying  out  the  operations,  in  those  cases  com- 
pensation might  be  demanded." 

Sir,  I  apprehend  tbat,  in  eacb  instance 
in  wbicb  we  bave  required  compensation 
from  tbe  Greek  Government,  we  are  able, 
and  bave  been  able,  to  show  tbere  were 
particular  circumstances  entitling  us  to 
make  tbe  demand.  We  draw  no  dis- 
tinction between  wbat  happens  in  Europe 
and  wbat  happens  in  America;  but  tbere 
is  one  distinction  wbicb  practically  ex- 
ists, and  tbat  is,  tbat  tbe  tribunals  of 
tbe  United  States  are  more  open  to  state- 
ments and  arguments  concerned  witb  jus- 
tice and  right,  than  tbe  tribunals  in  some 
otber  parts  of  tbe  world  wbicb  I  hope  I 
may  be  spared  from  mentioning.  With 
regard  to  tbe  supposed  announcement  tbat 
tbe  bon.  Gentleman  imagines  the  Govern- 
ments of  Russia  and  Austria  to  have  made, 
it  is  true  tbat  in  arguing — tbat  in  stating 
their  opinions  upon,  not  tbe  Greek  claims, 
but  other  claims  tbat  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment bave  made  of  a  similar  kind, 
those  Governments,  acting  on  an  imperfect 
knowledge  of  tbe  circumstances,  were  of 
opinion,  especially  Austria,  tbat  it  was 
impossible  to  draw  a  distinction  between 
tbe  subjects  of  a  country  and  foreigners 
resident  in  tbat  country,  and  tbat  if  a  Go- 
vernment chooses  to  refuse  to  its  own  sub- 
jects compensation  for  injuries  of  any  kind 
received  in  tbe  course  of  hostilities,  tbey 
are  entitled  also  to  refuse  compensation  to 
the  subjects  of  any  foreign  State;  and  it 
was  indicated  as  an  argument  to  tbe  Go- 
vernment of  Great  Britain  tbat  it  migbt 
become  necessary  for  tbe  Government  of 
Austria  to  consider  how  far  it  would  be  its 
own  interest  to  encourage  tbe  residence  of 
British  subjects  in  Austria.     It  was  not 
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stated,  boweyer,  whether  it  would  exclude 
our  merchants,  or  our  civil  engineers  em- 
ployed in  constructing  their  railways,  or 
the  travellers  who  were  spending  their 
money  in  that  country.  That  was  an  ar- 
gument, and  nothing  more.  But  against 
that  argument  I  might  quote  the  example 
of  the  Government  of  Austria  itself.  Very 
recently  an  Austrian  merchant  brig  wrecked 
on  the  coast  of  Ireland,  near  Tory  island, 
was  plundered  by  the  people  of  that  dis- 
trict. The  Government  of  Ireland  com- 
menced a.  prosecution  for  the  purpose  of 
punishing  the  plunderers,  and  recovering 
for  the  owners  and  masters  of  the  yessel 
the  amount  of  their  loss.  The  prosecution, 
howeyer,  failed  in  consequence  of  a  ques- 
tion that  arose  as  to  the  place  where  the 
venue  was  laid,  and  no  redress  could  be 
received  in  a  court  of  law.  The  Govern- 
ment of  Austria  applied  for  compensation, 
though  in  a  case  where  it  is  evident  a 
British  subject  could  haye  obtained  none 
in  course  of  law;  and  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
Temment,  acting  on  that  liberal  principle 
that  always  guides  their  conduct  in  mat- 
ters relating  to  foreign  countries,  granted 
compensation  to  the  extent  of  5002. 

Mr.  M.  GIBSON  asked  when  was  the 
decision  come  to  to  compensate  the  Aus- 
trian ship  on  the  part  of  the  English  Go- 
yernment  ? 

Viscount  PALMERSTON  thought  it 
was  about  a  month  ago. 

Mr.  B.  COCHRANE  begged  to  ask 
what  course  the  noble  Lord  proposed  to 
take  with  reference  to  the  Greek  loan;  and 
whether  he  proposed,  in  making  a  claim 
on  that  account,  to  take  into  consideration 
the  great  losses  the  Greek  revenue  had 
sustained  from  the  policy  the  noble  Lord 
had  adopted  towards  that  country. 

Viscount  PALMERSTON  had  thought 
the  hon.  Gentleman  was  disposed,  the 
other  day,  to  censure  the  conduct  of  the 
Government  for  pressing  any  claim  of 
that  kind.  But  he  must  be  well  aware 
that  the  case  of  a  loan  was  different  from 
that  of  injuries  sustained  by  British  sub- 
jects. The  loan  had  been  granted  by  three 
Powers  jointly  and  in  common,  and, 
though  each  had  a  separate  portion,  it 
was  tho  result  of  a  treaty  to  which  all  three 
were  parties.  Therefore  he  did  not  con- 
ceive that  any  of  the  three  Powers  could 
press  beyond  a  certain  point  its  claim  for 
that  loan,  without  making  it  the  subject 
of  previous  consultation  with  the  other  two 
Powers. 


Subject  dropped. 


POST  OFFICE— SABBATH  LABOUR. 

Mr.  C.  ANSTEY  wished  to  know  if 
the  Government  would  lay  on  the  table 
copies  of  the  memorials  from  certain 
clerks  in  the  Post  Office,  addressed  to 
the  Postmaster  General,  on  tho  subject 
of  Sabbath  labour;  and  whether  it  was 
true  that  the  office  of  chief  clerk  in  the 
money- order  office  having  recently  fallen 
vacant,  each  of  the  clerks  in  the  order 
of  seniority  had  had  an  offer  of  the  va- 
cant office,  on  condition  of  admitting 
that  the  statements  in  the  memorials  re- 
ferred to  were  false,  and  that  on  their 
declining  to  do  so,  the  office  had  been 
given  to  the  clerk  of  the  money-order 
department  in  Edinburgh,  who  ranked 
considerably  lower  than  the  clerks  that 
had  been  passed  over,  and  who  had  been 
decided  by  Lord  Lonsdale  as  an  improper 
person  to  be  promoted  out  of  his  turn  ? 

Mr.  HAYTER  said,  it  was  undoubtedly 
true  that  the  gentleman  appointed  to  the 
vacant  situation  in  the  money-order 
office  had  been  placed  over  the  head  of 
another  party.  The  Postmaster  General 
considered  that,  in  appointing  to  the  head 
of  a  department,  he  was  bound  to  look 
out  for  the  person  most  competent  to 
discharge  the  duty.  He  had,  therefore, 
passed  by,  as  he  was  justified  in  doing, 
the  principle  of  rotation,  and  had  select- 
ed the  person  who,  on  all  grounds,  from 
his  meritorious  services  and  efficiency, 
was  most  entitled  to  fill  the  office.  He 
was  not  aware  of  any  application  being 
made  to  the  clerks,  calling  upon  them  to 
make  any  such  statement  as  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  had  referred  to. 
He  believed  the  report  to  be  totally  un- 
founded. The  officer  appointed  had  been 
selected  solely  on  account  of  his  eminent 
efficiency  and  capacity  for  discharging 
the  duties  of  the  office.  He  was  wholly 
unknown  to  the  Postmaster  General  except 
by  his  merit.  He  had  been  employed  in 
the  money-order  office  in  Dublin;  thence 
he  was  promoted,  by  the  predecessor  of  the 
present  Postmaster  General,  to  Edinburgh; 
and  having  discharged  his  duties  there 
very  efficiently,  he  was  now  removed  to 
London.  There  was  no  objection  on  the 
part  of  tho  Post  Office  to  lay  before  the 
House  the  memorials  and  correspondence 
referred  to  ;  but  unless  it  was  intended 
to  make  that  House  a  court  of  appeal 
with  respect  to  the  appointments   in   all 
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public  departments,  he  did  not  see  the 
wisdom  of  presenting  those  memorials. 
If  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
thought  proper,  he  might  moYO  for  their 
production;  and  it  would  then  be  his 
(Mr.  Hayter's)  duty  to  take  the  opinion 
of  the  House  on  the  subject. 

Mr.  C.  ANSTEY  wished  to  know  if 
the  principle  of  seniority  and  rotation  had 
not,  down  to  the  present  time,  regulated 
promotions  of  this  kind  ? 

Mr.  HAYTER  said,  he  could  most  dis- 
tinctly  fttate  that  that  had  not  been  the 
practice.  The  evidence  taken  before  the 
Select  Committee  on  the  miscellaneous  es- 
timates, from  the  heads  of  three  or  four 
departments,  showed  that  officers  were 
frequently  transferred  from  one  department 
to  another;  that  the  rule  of  promotion  was 
not  ordinary  rotation;  but  that  the  head  of 
the  department  selected  the  persons  whom 
he  judged  most  fit  for  the  duties  they  were 
called  on  to  perform. 

Subject  dropped. 

DUBLIN  HOSPITALS. 

Mr.  grog  an  moved  for  the  appoint- 
ment of  a  Select  Committee  to  inquire 
into  the  Dublin  Hospitals,  with  the  view 
of  ascertaining  whether  it  is  not  expedient 
to  continue  the  grants  made  by  the  Go- 
vernment in  aid  of  these  charities.  He 
would  beg  to  refer  to  the  report  of  a  Se- 
lect Committee  appointed  to  investigate 
the  subject  in  1829,  and  which  recom- 
mended the  continuance  of  these  public 
grants,  in  addition  to  the  local  voluntary 
contributions,  as  essential  to  the  perma- 
nence and  well-being  of  these  public  chari- 
ties. Commissioners  had  also  been  ap- 
pointed to  inquire  into  the  subject  by  the 
then  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  in  the 
year  1842;  and  these  Commissioners,  after 
carefully  examining  the  whole  of  these 
charities,  gave  it  as  their  opinion  that  the 
grants  should  be  continued  to  them  undi- 
minished in  amount.  As  the  grounds  of 
this  opinion,  the  Commissioners  stated  that 
grants  were  formerly  regularly  voted  by 
the  Irish  Parliament,  and  that  the  Impe- 
rial Parliament  bound  itself,  after  the  Act 
of  Union  (which  had  the  effect  of  drawing 
away  from  Dublin  the  gentry  and  nobility 
upon  whose  private  contributions  these  hos- 
pitals used  greatly  to  depend),  to  continue 
to  vote  a  sum  amounting  to  the  average 
of  the  grants  annually  voted  by  the  Irish 
Parliament  during  the  six  years  preceding 
its  dissolution.  These,  in  the  opinion  of 
the  Commissioners,  constituted  the  pecu- 


liar claims  of  the  Dublin  charities  to  he 
subsidised  from  the  Imperial  Exchequer; 
but  in  that  year,  1847-8,  the  Committee 
which  sat  on  Miscellaneous  Expenditure 
recommended  the  gradual  reduction  of  the 
grants  10  per  cent  per  annum,  with  the 
view  to  their  ultimate  extinction.  Now  he 
believed  that  that  Committee  had  come  to 
an  inconsiderate  and  hasty  conclusion  with« 
out  examining  sufficient  witnesses;  and 
that  was  the  ground  upon  which  he  had  to 
ask  the  House  to  reopen  the  whole  ques- 
tion, and  to  send  it  for  reconsideration  to 
a  Committee  upstairs.  [The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  then  made  several  quo- 
tations from  the  report  of  the  Committee 
of  1847-8,  in  order  to  show  that  that  re- 
port was  based  upon  the  evidence  of  only 
one  witness.]  He  believed  the  Dublin 
hospitals  would  be  broken  up  by  the  with- 
drawal of  the  public  grants,  unless  their 
claims  were  again  investigated  by  a  Select 
Committee;  and  he  expressed  his  confi- 
dence that,  if  his  Motion  were  acceded  to, 
he  would  be  able  to  show  the  Government 
good  reasons  for  abandoning  their  present 
course,  and  for  reverting  to  the  grants 
which  were  formerly  voted  by  Parliament 
in  aid  of  the  Dublin  charities.  He  wished 
to  draw  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the 
distinguished  rank  occupied  by  Dublin  as 
a  school  of  medicine,  for  the  purpose  of 
showing  how  desirable  it  was  that  these 
philanthropic  establishments  should  not  be 
suffered  to  sink  into  that  inevitable  ruin 
which  an  extension  of  the  grants  formerly 
enjoyed  by  them  could  alone  avert.  He 
admitted  that  a  Commission  in  1848  had 
recommended  the  gradual  reduction  of 
those  grants;  but  he  contended  they  had 
done  so  hastily,  for  there  was  not  a  word 
iivthe  evidence  laid  before  them  to  justify 
the  recommendation. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  put,  ''  That 
a  Select  Committee  be  appointed  to  inquire 
into  the  Dublin  Hospitals." 

Mr.  G.  a.  HAMILTON  seconded  the 
Motion.  He  regretted  that  the  circum- 
stances of  Dublin  had  been  gradually  de- 
teriorating since  1832,  the  citizens  being 
overpowered  by  reason  of  the  pressure  of 
local  rates;  and  he  therefore  hoped  the 
Government  would  accede  to  the  proposi- 
tion for  a  Select  Committee. 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  if  ever  there  was  a  subject 
fairly  investigated,  by  several  Committees, 
on  several  occasions,  it  was  the  subject 
then  before  them.  If  any  hon.  Gentleman 
required  information  on  the  matter,  he  haA 


723 


Poor  Laws 


{COMMONS} 


{Ireland), 


724 


only  to  refer  to  the  numerous  papers  on 
the  table  of  that  House  relative  to  the  sub- 
ject, and  then  he  could  not  fail  to  perceive 
that  no  additional  evidence  whatever  was 
needed.  It  appeared  to  him,  however, 
that  the  real  object  of  the  hon.  and  learn- 
ed Member  was  to  obtain  an  alteration  in 
the  reduced  votes  for  these  establishments. 
When  he  (the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer) referred  to  the  various  Committees* 
recommendations,  he  found  that  they  were 
all  but  unanimous  in  recommending  the 
gradual  reduction  of  these  grants,  on  which 
recommendations  the  Government  was  then 
acting.  He  should  therefore  resist  the 
Motion,  because  he  conceived  it  utterly 
needless  to  go  into  an  inquiry  which  could 
not  adduce  further  information  than  they 
at  present  possessed. 

Motion  put,  and  negatived. 

POOR  LAWS  (IRELAND.) 

Mr.  F.  FRENCH  rose  to  bring  forward 
the  resolutions  of  which  he  had  given  no- 
tice with  respect  to  the  Irish  Poor  Law. 
He  knew  the  subject  was  distasteful  to  the 
House  in  consequence  of  the  apparently 
fruitless  character  of  the  numerous  discus- 
sions which  had  already  taken  place.  The 
frequency  and  insufficiency  of  advances  of 
money  by  way  of  loan,  the  effect  of  which 
must  be  to  diminish  the  employing  capital 
of  the  country — the  consciousness  of  Eng- 
lish Members  that,  with  the  best  inten- 
tions, Ireland  had  suffered  much  ill  treat- 
ment at  their  hands — the  apathy  amongst 
the  Irish  Members,  resulting  from  despair 
at  the  disregard  of  their  many  and  various 
suggestions — rendered  all  parties  more  in- 
clined to  trust  to  time  and  chance  to  un- 
ravel the  difficulty,  than  to  ai)ply  their 
minds  to  its  thorough  comprehension,  with 
a  view  to  remedy  it.  The  poor-law,  on  its 
introduction,  was  intended  to  ameliorate 
the  condition  of  the  Irish  population.  It 
was  the  object  of  the  Government  that  that 
amelioration  should  be  called  into  eifcct  by 
means  of  the  resources  of  Ireland;  and  it 
was  also  the  object  not  alone  of  the  Go- 
vernment, but  of  the  Members  represent- 
ing English  constituencies,  that  no  fui*tlier 
claim  for  the  support  of  the  Irish  people 
should  be  made  on  the  funds  of  this  coun- 
try. In  each  and  all  of  these  particulars 
this  Bill  had  been  a  total  and  complete 
failure.  He  had  opposed  the  present  poor- 
law,  and  said  it  would  be  as  useless  in 
ordinary  years  as  it  would  be  inefficient  in 
times  of  famine,  and  would  tend  to  demo- 
ralise the  people,  aud  absorb,  without  any 


beneficial  result,  the  entire  capital  of  the 
country.  Such  was  still  his  opinion,  and 
subsequent  experience  justified  every  anti- 
cipation he  had  made.  The  measure  was 
introduced  on  the  assumption  that  the 
annual  expenditure  would  not  exceed 
280,000^;  but  last  year  it  exceeded 
2,167,000^,  whilst  the  causes  of  that  in- 
crease were  left  untouched.  Parliament 
offers  a  bounty  on  pauperism,  and  are  yet 
astonished  that  paupers  multiply;  they  cast 
an  unlimited  weight  on  property,  and  ap- 
pear surprised  at  property  being  cmequal 
to  the  burden.  In  England,  when  the 
43rd  of  Elizabeth  was  145  years  in  opera- 
tion, the  amount  levied  under  it  on  an 
average  of  three  years  amounted  to 
689,97H.;  but  the  reason  of  that  was, 
that  at  that  time  the  administration  of  the 
funds  was  left  to  the  persons  interested  in 
them — the  ratepayers  and  magistrates  of 
England.  In  1785,.  the  annual  value  of 
England  as  rated  to  the  land  tax  was 
77,864,855^.,  the  poor-rate  on  which 
amounted  to  2,100,000/. :  about  the  same 
amount  as  was  now  paid  by  Ireland  on  a 
rental  of  nine  millions.  Had  England  been 
subjected  at  that  time  to  a  taxation  such 
as  was  now  forced  upon  Ireland,  capital, 
intelligence,  and  industry  would  have  fled 
from  her  shores,  and  she  never  would  have 
risen  to  that  pitch  of  prosperity  she  has 
since  attained.  The  rate  of  increase  in 
the  expenses  of  the  various  poor-law 
unions  in  Ireland  was  most  extraordinary. 
Among  other  instances  he  might  refer  to 
the  Ballina  union,  where  the  expenses  had 
increased  in  two  years  from  2,939i.  to 
52,282/.;  in  Ballinrobe,  from  1,132/.  to 
37,653/. ;  in  Castlebar,  from  1,417/.  to 
27,000/.  ;  in  Clifden,  from  612/.  to 
23,405/.;  in  Galway,  from  2,926/.,  to 
33,810/.;  in  Kenmare,  from  2,162/.  to 
12,663/.;  in  Westport,  from  2,970/.  to 
27,418/.  He  knew  that  it  might  be  said 
that  this  great  increase  was  owing  to  the 
failure  of  the  potato  crop,  and  that  the 
increased  expenditure  had  been  in  a  great 
measure  defrayed  by  the  various  sums  which 
had  been  advanced  from  time  to  time  by 
this  country,  and  more  particularly  by  the 
loan  of  8,000,000/.  In  addition,  however, 
to  that  loan,  there  had  been  very  largo 
sums  raised  by  other  parties.  The  British 
Association  had  advanced  400,000/.,  the 
Society  of  Friends  190,000/.,  from  other 
private  sources  not  less  than  200,000/. 
had  been  received,  and  the  landed  proprie- 
tors of  Ireland  had  subscribed  a  sum  of 
not  less  than  300,000/.     The  total  sums 
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adoption  of  outdoor  relief.  Uemlglitfairljr 
sBk  Her  Uajcsty's  Government  why  should 
a  principle  be  continued  which  was  ad- 
mitted to  be  a  wrong  one,  which  no  person 
ventured  to  defend,  which  had  swamped 
the  iaduetriouB  clasBCB,  and  spread  pau- 
perism indefinitely,  and  nbich,  had  the 
Bill  of  1838  contained  it,  it  would  not  have 
rccclTed  the  sanction  of  the  Legislature. 
The  earliest  authority  be  would  cite  was 
the  report  of  the  Commissioners  of  Poor 
Enquiry,  published  in  1836  : — ■ 

"  Ttiey  could  not  recommead  outdoor  niiet,  ft 
sjBtcm  which  offered  bouatiDi  to  the  improvident, 
and  wbicb,  if  introduced,  would  bring  all  down 
Co  one  level,  and  the  wbole  of  Ireland  would  >ooa 
haro  to  loan  on  Great  Britain  for  support." 

The  view  taken  by  the  Poor  Law  Commis. 
sioners  of  this  question  might  be  judged 
from  the   following  minute,    conlniued  in 

their  siith  report  in  1840,  when  a,  defi- 
ciency in  the  potato  crop  had  produced 
great  alarm  and  distress,  scarcity  of  fuel 
was  apprehended,  and  the  necessity  of  out- 
door relief  urged  on  them  : — 

"  Thoroughly  convinced  of  the  sound  policy  of 
tho  Legiilaturu  in  prohLbiting  nil  relief,  except  in 

way,  sanotion  or  encourage  an  application  to  Par- 
liament, having  tor  its  oltject  the  abandanment  of 
that  resolution." 
A  Committee  of  the  Ilouse  of  Lords, 


expended  for  the  relief  of  the  distressed, 

including  the  remittances  of  emigrants, 
had  not  been  less  than  l,500,000f.,  exclu- 
sive of  the  loan  of  8,000,000i. ;  amillion 
and  a  half,  if  properly  administered,  would 
have  done  more  to  relieve  the  distress  of 
Ireland  than  hod  been  accomplished  by 
their  overpaid  staff  of  15,000  officers.  In 
1822,  a  few  hundred  thousand  pounds  suf- 
ficed to  stem  the  famine.  60,0001.  of  the 
money  sent  over  to  Ireland  was  retnmed, 
and  with  tho  balance  of  private  subscrip- 
tions, the  charitahle  loan  funds  were  estab- 
lished. Such  would  have  been  the  case  in 
1846.  had  not  hasty  and  ill-timed  legisla- 
tion held  up  the  property  of  the  country 
for  destruction.  The  truth  was,  the  whole 
property  of  Ireland  and  the  Exchequer  of 
England  were  placed  within  reach  of  the 
Irish  multitude,  protected  only  by  the  slight 
barrier  of  the  presentment  sessions,  and 
as  a  natural  consequence,  the  former  was 
grasped  at  and  destroyed  by  immediate  de- 
mands and  the  burden  of  a  debt  of  five 
millions  sterling,  while  the  latter  was  per- 
manently loaded  with  a  sum  not  less  than 
that  amount.  Had  the  policy  of  1322  been 
followed,  the  resources  of  Ute  time  would 
have  been  made  to  bear  the  temporary 
exigency,  and  none  of  these  results,  ruinous 
to  both  couutrica,  would  have  been  known. 
His  object  in  bringing  forward  the  pre- 
sent Motion  was  not  In  any  way  to  over- 
throw the  system  of  the  Government,  hut 
to  mitigate  its  injurious  effects  upon  the 
property  of  the  coimtry,  to  ameliorate  the 
condition  of  tho  people,  and  to  render  the 
poor-law  in  Ireland  more  workable.  Little 
as  Ireland  had  benefited — much  as  she  had 
suffered  by  the  course  which  had  boon  pur- 
sued, he  was  perfectly  prepared  to  acknow- 
ledge that  nothing  could  be  more  beneficent 
than  the  intentions  of  tho  Government  in 
the  measures  which  they  had  proposed,  or 
more  munificent  than  bad  been  the  conduct 
of  Parliament  in  acceding  to  them.  The 
resolutions  of  whicli  ho  had  given  notice 
were  first— 

"  That  it  is  the  opinion  of  Ihin  lIouBO  thnC  no 
permanent  syateni  for  tho  relief  of  tho  |H>ar  of 
Irelaiid  can  be  carried  out  aafely  and  beneficially 
to  receivers  and  ratepayer),  without  a  return  to 
tho  principle  of  the  original  poor-hvw  of  IH.'i^.  by 
tlie  strict  application  of  indoor  relief  to  all  clasaes 
of  paupers.' 

In  support  of  that  resolution,  he  would 
refer  tlie  House  to  the  evidence  of  various 
rifficiala  of  the  poor-law  in  Ireland,  and  to 
tlio  o])iniun  of  several  Members  of  the  Go- 
upoii  the  injurious  effects  of  the 


1846,  gave,  upon  the  fullest  eiaminatiou, 
a  decisive  opinion  as  to  the  danger  and  in- 
expediency of  adopting  such  a  system  of 
relief.  Mr.  Gulston,  on  Assistant  Poor 
Law  Com  miss  toner,  long  resident  in  Ire- 

"  .Stnies  1 
workhouse  test,  l 
bear  tht'  poor-law."  He  lays,  "  Tlicrc  ia  a  power 
of  expansion  in  the  present  law  as  regards  relief 
to  the  nhlebodied.  which  ia  moit  miKhievoua  :  the 
application  of  the  strict  workhouse  test  affords  tho 
only  possiblo  niodeofescnpo  from  the  confiscation 
of  a  tnrge  portion  of  the  landed  properly  of  Ire- 
land :  this  is  my  conflilent  opinion,  derived  Itdoi  a 
long  experience  of  the  adminislrnlion  both  in  Eng- 
land nud  Iri'hind."  lie  goes  on  to  say,  "  Tho 
harrier  onco  bruken  dawn,  clic  Hooil  of  pRU|ierisni 
must  inovilnbly  overwhelm  tho  wliote  property  of 
the  locality  in  wliich  outdoor  relict* iaatCuinablo — 
Parliament  ought  to  retrace  iti  steps." 
Mr.  Otway,  another  Poor  Law  Commis- 
sioner, declares — 

"  That,  with  tlio  cessation  of  tho  exceptional 
case  of  Cunine,  the  practioo  of  outdoor  relief  ought 
to  eesse,  otherwise  1  do  not  think  Ireland  would 
he  Bala.  I  do  not  tliinb  the  United  Kingdom  would 
bo  ante  if  the  practioo  was  continued  beyond  Che 
exceptional  c.iae." 

The  frauds  committed  under  this  system 
are  admitted  by  all  the  witnesses  examined 
to  have  bee:i  most  extensive  as  well  «& 
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most  dangerous.  Mr.  Power,  tbe  Chief  in  Ireland,  but  would  demoraHse  the  en- 
Commissioner  in  Ireland,  whose  able  and  tire  labouring  population."  The  Under 
conciliatory  administration  of  the  law  is  Secretary  f^r  the  Home  Department 
universally  appreciated,  says —  says — 

"When  relief  was  authorised  to  be  given  to  "The  introduction  of  outdoor  relief  into  Ire- 
widows,  multitudes  represented  themselves  as  land  would  be  a  most  disastrous  measure,  however 
widows  who  were  not ;  if  relief  was  to  be  given  guarded  the  law  might  be— however  trustworthy 
with  respect  to  a  certain  number  of  children,  and  intelligent  the  administration,  it  would  in  a 
children  were  hired  to  create  a  right  imder  this  few  years  absorb  all  the  surplus  produce  of  the 
order."  soil,  and  deteriorate  the  condition  of  those  per- 

Captain  Kennedy,  a  Poor  Law  Inspector  "*^^»  ^*^''  ''^'''^  ^^""^^^  '^  ^"  introduced." 

states —  Tbe  Marquess  of  Lansdowne  declared  out- 

"  That  amongst  the  most  clamorous  for  out-  ^^^^  relief  to  be  a  system  of  vicious  char- 
door  relief  in  Kilrush  were  persons  who  were  acter,  which,  if  adopted,  must  tend  to  the 
found  to  have  large  sums  of  money  in  their  pos-  confiscation  of  property  in  Ireland.  Earl 
session:  single  and  deserted  women  applied  for  q  3^5^  jf  ^Y,e  rate  went  up  to  2«.  Qd,  in 
reuef as  widows,  with  children  borrowed  for  the  .,  •^  ,  ,  ,  .,  ,  •  r  ^.u 
occasion:  the  absence  of  truth  and  honesty  is  **^®  pound,  he  should  despair  of  the  coun- 
most  lamentable,  and  quite  as  painful  to  contem-  try.  The  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the 
plate  as  their  physical  destitution."  GoYernment  stated  that  such  a  law,  in 
Mr.  Bourke,  the  Inspector  for  Connaught;  place  of  relieving  the  miseiies  of  Ireland 
Mr.  Brett,  and  other  public  officers,  give  "^^^^^  ^^^^  *<>  perpetuate  them.  The  right 
the  same  testimony.  Colonel  Clarke,  »^on.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Tamworth 
speaking  of  outdoor  reUef,  says—  »^tf  ?»    *^e   only   hope  of    the  poor-law 

working  was,  by  abolishing  this  system, 

"  Its  eflfect  is  to  demoraUse  the  people  :  there  and  returning  to  the  provisions  of  the  Act 

r^'l^/;id%oLTIIi\.'^^iri;;VS  of  l^SS  Evea  during  the  present  Ses- 
convinced  the  workhouse  test  is  the  sole  salvation  *Jon,  on  the  occasion  ot  Lord  Desart  s  Mo- 
of  the  country."  tion,    Ministers  alleged  they  did   not  at- 

Mr.  Fairfield,  an  English  witness,  speaks  **"?*  *"  J"'*'^^  *'''«  measure  and  could 
to  the  great  change  which  has  taken  2?'y  "«"»«  J?  .*">  t]»e  plea  of  necessity, 
place  in  the  feeling  of  the  peasantry—   ^ad  the  condition  of  the  people  been  im- 

"  There  is  no  shame  about  receiving  out-  P^''^^  ''y.*^'"  'f^-  l"^.  *''«  IT^  f 
door  relief,  and.  shortly.  I  believe,  there   *''^  Committee  of  the  Society  of  Fnends 

■will  be   nobody  who    will    not  take   it  if  **y  " 

they  can  get  it. "  A  friend  of  his  (Mr.  ,  "  "^^  ^f^^^  "^  '•»?  people  is  not  maintamed— 
•Bii\i~.ji.i_  •»!  iiV-  their  physical  streneth  IS  weakened — their  meDtal 
French)  had  lately  pointed  out  to  him  capacity  is  lowered-their  moral  character  de- 
in  the  market  of  Cork  several  persons  graded.  Many  families  are  suffering  extreme 
disposing  of  cart  loads  of  corn  and  po-  i  distress,  who,  three  years  since,  enjoyed  the  com- 
tatoes,  who,  as  long  as  outdoor  relief  ^^^^  *"<^  refinements  of  life,  and  administered  to 
was  administered,  were  recipients  of  it,  !  *^^  °e<^witie8  of  those  around  them.  The  flood 
J        ,,  ,/        .>i.*^.  1         of  pauperism  IS  evidently  more  and  more  eninilph- 

and  only  brought  out  their  stores  when  i^g  one  class  after  another,  rising  highe?  and 
it  was  discontinued  ;  this  was  not  a  so-  ;  higher  in  its  effects  on  society,  until  it  threatens 
litary  instance,  the  practice  was  almost  to  swallow  all  ranks  and  classes  within  its  fatal 
universal.     Mr.  Senior  said,  "If  outdoor  i  ;?«?«^-     The  sinking  condition  of  the  parties 

relief    was  introduced    into     Ireland,    it !  JlK/^^^^rs?  r„d' Mr"t^^^^^^^ 
would,  in  ten  years,  produce  in  that  coun-  |  cannot  see  any  other  than  that  the  condition  of 
try,     all    the    evils    produced    in    this   in  I  the    country    will    continue    rapidly   to    grow 
three  hundred,    and  would  amount  to  an    worse." 

entire  confiscation  of  Irish  property."  Mr.  Otway  says,  that  if  the  present  state 
Mr.  Gulston  said,  '*  Outdoor  relief  would  i  of  things  should  continue,  he  anticipated  a 
rather  aggravate  than  diminish  mendicancy,  !  complete  confiscation  of  property  —  the 
and  had  no  hesitation  in  giving  his  decided  throwing  the  land  out  of  cultivation — and 
opinion  that  any  approach  to  it  would  soon  !  the  ruin  both  of  occupiers  and  proprietors; 
swamp  the  whole  property  of  the  country."  from  which  melancholy  condition,  he  infers, 
Mr.  Twisleton  (the  late  Commissioner)  said,  not  only  Ireland  but  the  united  kingdom 
'*  It  would  be  a  fatal  step  to  introduce  out- 1  itself  would  not  be  safe.     The  opinions  of 


door  relief  to  the  ablebodied  paupers  in 
Ireland."  Mr.  Nicholls  stated,  '*  that 
outdoor  relief  would  not  only  diminish  the 
value  and  destroy  the  security  of  property 


the  Catholic  clergy  may  be  judged  from 
the  Vicar  of  Gal  way's  evidence.  The  Rev. 
Mr.  Daly  says — 
"  Under  the  administration  of  outdoor  relief 
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the  people  baye  died  in  thousands,  and  hare  suf- 
fered calamities  it  is  scarcely  possible  to  conceive; 
outdoor  relief  does  not  save  the  lives  of  the  peo- 
ple, and  is  the  most  destructive  system  to  their 
morals  that  can  be  conceived." 

Let  them  ponder  on  the  testimony  lately 
given  by  a  Catholic  clergyman  from  Done- 
gal, who  says — 

"  I  have  seen  men  unstricken  by  disease,  sink 
by  the  agonising  death  of  famine  into  a  premature 
grave ;  1  have  seen  the  strong  and  the  stalwart 
labourer,  the  prop  of  his  family,  beaten  down  by 
weakness  and  paralysed  from  long  and  bitter  days 
of  famine  ;  I  have  seen  a  mother  and  child,  the 
aged  and  the  young,  alike  withering  off  the  earth 
from  sheer  hunger,  in  the  face  of  this  mis-named 
hollow  and  miserably  inefficient  poor-law/* 

After  testimony  such  as  this,  would  any 
person  venture  to  assert  the  people  were 
interested  in  the  maintenance  of  such  a 
law  ?  If  you  allow  this  state  of  affairs  to 
continue,  Ireland  would  not  he  the  only 
sufferer,  the  words  of  your  own  Commis- 
sioners would  shortly  he  realised — **  the 
whole  of  Ireland  will  have  to  lean  on  Great 
Britain  for  support." 

Mr.  Reade,  writing  to  me  from  Scariff, 
says — 

"  This  union  is  valued  at  21,000Z.  a  year.  The 
number  of  indoor  and  outdoor  paupers  amounts 
to  5,600,  and  the  establishment  charges  alone  were 
augmented  by  the  vice-guardians  from  2d.  to  2a. 
in  the  pound  in  one  year.  I  have  had  an  estimate 
made  of  the  probable  expenses  of  each  electoral 
division  for  the  ensuing  year,  and  with  the  excep- 
tion of  two,  where  the  rate  will  be  only  5«.  6a., 
the  others  will  all  vary  from  lU.  to  1/.  lit. — 
the  average  being  from  17«.  to  18*. — to  levy 
which  would  leave  this  miserable  union  a  com- 
plete waste.  Surely  no  Government  could  carry 
on  a  system  actually  amounting  to  confiscation." 

The  following  letter  would  show  the  reli- 
ance to  he  placed  on  returns  furnished  to 
the  House.  It  was  written  hy  one  of  the 
most  intelligent  men  in  Ireland — Vice- 
Chairman  of  the  Union  of  Castlerea — on 
seeing  a  return  stating  that  no  rate  had 
been  levied  in  the  electoral  division  of 
Ballymoe  in  the  past  year : — 

"  With  respect  to  the  Ballymoe  division  there 
was  a  3s.  1  Id.  rate  struck  at  the  end  of  1848,  and 
a  3$.  rate  in  March,  1849,  making 6«.  lid.  I  have 
a  farm  in  that  division  which  only  yields  me  40/., 
on  which  I  paid  I3a.  lOd.  in  the  pound  poor-rate. 
No  Legislature  has  a  right,  under  any  pretence,  or 
for  any  purpose,  to  impose  such  a  burden  as  would 
break  down  society  ;  no  despotic  Government  dare 
do  it,  and  its  effect  is  marked  under  English  rule 
— by  the  flight  of  the  population  from  such  gross 
oppression  and  wrong.  We  cannot  obtain  any  in- 
formation in  reference  to  the  accounts  of  contrac- 
tors with  the  Castlerea  union,  during  the  time  of 
the  late  vice-guardians :  we  are  obliged  to  ask  them 
what  remains  due  to  them,  and  to  take  their  words 
for  the  state  of  their  account ;  the  vice-guardians 
left  our  union  in  a  deplorable  condition.     In  the 


Boyle  union,  I  see  by  the  papers,  there  are  nine 
relieving  officers  paid  355/.  a  year  for  distributing 
1/.  14«.  l^d.  weekly.  The  proportions  are  nearlj 
the  same  everywhere." 

[The  hon.  Member  read  several  letters 
to  the  same  effect  from  different  parts  of  the 
country.  ] 

Here  was  a  system  condemned  by  tbe 
chief  Members  of  the  Government  and 
Legislature  ;  denounced  by  those  charged 
with  its  administration,  and  manifestly  use- 
less for  its  professed  purpose.  Would 
Parliament  continue  that  system  ? 

The  second  of  the  resolutions  which  he 
intended  to  propose  was — *'  That  the  sys- 
tem of  appointment  of  vice-guardians  with 
unconstitutional  and  unlimited  powers  of 
taxation  has  proved  most  objectionable  and 
should  be  forthwith  abolished."  Vice- 
guardians  would  not  be  submitted  to  in 
England,  vesting,  as  the  system  did,  the 
power  of  taxation  in  the  hands  of  irrespon- 
sible persons  named  by  Government,  se- 
parating classes  of  society,  disusing  from 
the  conduct  of  public  affairs  that  class  of 
persons  without  whose  exertion  no  safe 
administration  can  be  relied  on.  If  this 
unconstitutional  appointment  of  vice-guar- 
dians had  been  made  for  the  purpose  of 
preventing  either  jobbing  or  extravagance, 
it  had  certainly  been  a  most  extraordinary 
failure.  The  following  increase  of  debts 
under  the  management  of  vice-guardians 
had  taken  place  in — 

Listowel— in  one  year  from  £5,473  to  £12,881 

Balliurobe  8,232  8,507 

Castlebar    3,876  8,791 

Clifden        564  6,898 

Galway        7.492  12,315 

Newcastle  4,986  10,206 

Scariflf         5,998  11,603 

Tuam          4,064  11,368 

Kilrush       2,170  12,834 

Innistymon 1,030  12,992 

Ballina        2,438  21,444 

The  merits  of  their  administration  might 
be  judged  from  the  way  they  left  the  unions 
entrusted  to  their  care.  In  Scariff,  such 
was  the  state  of  the  house  that,  in  the 
probationary  wards,  23  persons  were 
seized  with  fever  in  one  night.  There 
was  a  deficiency  of  food  and  clothing  for 
the  paupers,  and  frequently  neither  bread 
nor  milk  for  the  sick  in  hospital,  who  also 
lay  in  unlighted  wards,  and  without  linen. 
In  Mohill,  the  vice-guardians  were  in  the 
habit  of  signing  blank  cheques  without 
any  entry  being  made  on  their  minutes,  of 
payments  of  money.  They  violated  the 
law  at  their  pleasure— did  not  exhibit  the 
books  as  they  were  bound  to  do  for  the  in- 
spection of  ratepayers — these  books  were 
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■0  irregularly  liept  as  to  be  iiseleBs— the  I  These  sums  were  collected  from  thi 

warrnnt  for  the  collection    of  rales  was '  '--    -■"■  ''■ ■-"  ""  "'''■  '- 

signed  in  the  gaol  of  Carriclt,  and  not  in 
the  board-room  of  Mohill,  as  one  of  the 
vice-guardian  a  was  a  prisoner  for  debt.  In 
Carrick-on- Shannon,  the  contracts  entered 
into  bjr  the  vice-guardians  were  of  the  most 
extravagant  nature;  after  wasting  the  funds 
of  the  union,  during  th^r  administration, 
by  thegroasest  negligence,  they  attempted, 
and  but  for  the  interference  of  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  would  have  succeeded,  to  con- 
tinue the  exorbitant  expenditure  by  enter- 
ing, just  before  leaving  office,  into  con- 
tracts to  bind  their  nuccessors.  One  of 
the  vice -guardians  was  in  the  habit  of  deal- 
ing for  his  own  necessaries  with  those  con- 
tractors, and  when  his  official  duties  ter- 
minated, he  was  processed  by  four  of  them, 
and  left  Carrick  without  paying  his  rent. 


try,  with  (he  exception  of  aids  from  the 
national  Exchequer,  amounting 

In  1813.        to        £312,577 
1849,         "  310,660 

How  is  the  outlay  to  be  met  in  future  ? 
There  are  no  longer  to  bo  public  grants— 
a  paltry  rate  in  aid  of  6d.  in  the  pound, 
to  be  wrung  out  of  the  resources  of  unions 
not  yet  completely  pauperised,  is  all  that 
is  to  he  depended  upon. 

His  last  resolution  was — 

"  That  it  is  unjust  to  throw  on  one  gpecies  of 
propcrt;,  Hiid  that  the  most  suffering,  tlie  entire 
support  oftho  poor  in  Ireland." 

There  could  not  be,  he  apprehended,  any 
diversity  of  opinion  as  to  the  injuHtice  of 
such  a  system,  and  such  was  its  expensive 
character,  that  he  behoved  even  if  the  So- 
ciety of  Friends,  with  all  their  practical 


so  kept  that  196  persons'  \  and  frugal  habits,  or  gentli 
names  were  on  them,  and  for  whom  rations  I  to  the  Manchester  School,  ' 
had  been  drawn  for  six  months  when  not   possessed  of  land  in  Ireland,  they  would 
one  of  them  were  in  the  house.     The  coals   eventually    '  '         a  .    .■      i       ,-1    .„■ — 
and  provisions  were  constantly  delivered ,  of  a  systei 
short  of  weight.     The  milk  was  a  spurious   property   ' 
mixture,  the  contractors  had  "" 


eventually  sink   under  the  baneful  cifects 

hich  imposed  upon  landed 

tire  burden  of  carrying  out 

The  I  the'  poor-law.     By  the  Act  of  5  and  6 

rhanged    Vict.,  c.  92,  this  burden  upon  land  had 

id  filth   and   disorder  ■  been  increased  to  an  alarming  extent,  and 

its  rated  under  4/.,  to 

,000,  had  been  relieved 

id   to   prevent   infection,  I  from  all  care  with  respect  to  the  ccononii- 

.„.i.,a  „f  am    iiori  »n  iin   Qai  nianogement  of  tlie  poor-law  by  the 

transfer  of  the  incidence  of  their  rates  to 

Castlerea,  '  the  landed  proprietors.    This  latter  change 

in   the  law,   he   would  say,  was  the   true 

cause  of  ihe  numerous  evictions  which  had 

Bcandahsed   the   country,   but  which  were 

the  inevitable  and  patent  result  c 


straw  in  the  paupei 

for  seven  months,  t 

had   accumulated   to 

4,372   articles  of  clothing 

were  missing, 

clothing,  to  the  value  of  GQl.,  had  to  be 

burned.     [The  Hon.  Member  referred  ah 

to  abuses  in  Listowel,  Boyli 

&c.,  &c.] 

The  third  of  his  series  of  resolutions 


"  That  the  present  system  of  the  sdministrB-  I 

in  of  the  Poor  Law  in  Ireland  is  unnecessarily    tem   so  contrary  t 


ind  policy  and  the 

good  of  the  poor  themselves.     The  selling 

the  de-    gf  jjjg  j^^j  j^  cases  of  non-payment  of  the 

'  poor-rates  was  also  a    system   which  did 

Upon  that  point  it  was  unnecessary  for    not  exist  and  never  could  be  toleroted  i 


extravagant,  unsuited  to  the  diminiiihed 
of  that  country,  and  tends  conaldcrably 
n  (rfthe  people." 


Iiim  to  detain  the  House,  as  the  noble  Engk... 
Lord  who  would  follow  him  would  have  principli 
an  opportunity  of  going  more  fully  into  |  neither  more  n 
the  subject.  He  would  therefore  only  |  current  czpenL 
briefly  call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  .  gretted  not  to 
the  numbers  relieved,  to  the  cost,  and  to    "     ' 


opposed  to   the   first 

of   political   economy,   and   was 

'ess  than  the  payment  of 

out  of  capital.     Ha  re- 

o  the  Chancellor  of  the 

Exchequer,  eminent  as  he  was  as  a  pro- 

the  progressive  and  rapid  increase  of  both.  '  fessor  of  political  economy,  in  his  place 

expound  this  paradox  in  his  science:  ho 

ipposcd    it    was   only   explicable   on    the 

principle  of  its  being  applied  in  Ireland. 


In  1840,  the  Poor  Bate  f! 
was  *3,177,093,  di-i  . 
vided  thuii—  I 

Number  Relieved ... 


Indoor  Ttelief   £767,394 

Outdoor   

Establishmsnt 


'»»■"»    B.l  h,  conpLinrf  of  . 


n  1816,  the  Eipenditore  was  £135,000 

1817,  803.081 

1818,  1,830,310 

IMe,  9,1TT,6M 


s  those  of  commission  on  the  pari  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government.  No  measures 
I  for  the  employment  of  the  people,  such  as 
were  declared  essential  for  the  working  of 
the  poor-law  by  Mr.  Nicholls,  and  promised 
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by  his  noble  Friend,  had  yet  been  intro- 
duced; no  steps  had  been  taken,  or  were 
about  to  be  taken,  to  carry  out  any  of  the 
remedial  recommendations  of  the  Com- 
mittee of  Icist  Session.  To  one  of  those 
he  would  more  particularly  allude.  It 
was — 

"  That  where  the  ratepayers  of  any  district 
within  an  electoral  division  voluntarily  undertake 
to  support  a  number  of  poor,  to  an  amount  of  a 
fair  proportion  between  the  value  of  such  district, 
and  the  number  of  poor  and  valuation  of  the  elec- 
toral division,  and  fulfil  such  undertaking  to  the 
satisfaction  of  the  guardians  and  the  Poor  Law 
Commissioners,  they  shall  be  exempt  from  any 
other  rate  than  that  for  the  charges  of  the  union 
establishment." 

Had  the  principle  of  this  recommendation 
been  acted  upon,  hope  would  have  been 
roused  in  the  minds  of  many  proprietors 
now  crushed  by  the  weight  of  their  neigh- 
bours' distresses  in  addition  to  their  own; 
employment  would  have  been  stimulated, 
and  the  burden  of  the  poor-rate  generally 
lessened  throughout  the  country. 

In  fine,  the  sum  of  his  argument  was, 
that  all  experience  demanded  that  at  least 
Ireland  should  be  relieved  from  the  evils 
that  had  been  superinduced  upon  the  poor- 
law  of  1838 — evib  which,  he  contended, 
were  but  a  continuance  of  those  which 
from  the  days  of  the  Plantagenets  had 
been  imposed  in  various  shapes  upon  Ire- 
land by  England.  The  policy  had  ever 
been,  when  the  latter  country  was  dealing 
with  the  former,  to  violate  justice,  to 
trample  upon  rights,  and  to  disregard  all 
interests  that  appeared  to  be  inconsistent 
with  those  of  England.  In  the  course  of 
that  policy,  ills  had  been  inflicted  to  which 
the  quaint  description  of  Baron  Finglass 
was  as  applicable  now  as  in  the  reign  of 
the  third  Edward — **  They  would  destroy 
Hell  itself,  if  they  were  used  in  the  same.'' 
He  would  conclude  by  quoting  a  passage 
from  a  recent  number  of  a  journal,  which 
was  supposed  to  express  the  opinions  of 
those  in  whose  power  it  was  at  the  present 
moment  to  mitigate  these  great  evils.  The 
Edinburgh  Meview  thus  spake : — 

"  Although  much  of  the  distress  of  Ireland 
arises  from  famine  as  a  primary  cause — ^yet  its 
formidable  intensity — its  extension,  and  the  risk 
of  its  perpetuation,  are  occasioned  mainly  by  ill- 
considered,  though  well-intended  laws.  In  a 
country  where  real  property  constituted  even  in 
the  most  prosperous  times  13-20ths  of  the  national 
wealth,  such  property  has  been  depreciated  from 
CO  to  40  per  cent,  whilst  taxation  has  increased 
in  a  still  more  alarming  ratio.  In  a  country 
where  house  property  is  lamentably  deficient — 
rates  thrown  exclusively  en  the  landowner,  oven 
in  cases  in  which  no  rents  aro  paid — ^has  produced 


the  destruction  of  innumerable  houses — ^the  same 
measures  have  led  to  the  eviction  of  tenants,  and 
the  multiplication  of  paupers  over  districts  where 
insecurity  and  wretchedness  have  been  amongst 
the  most  active  causes  of  crime,  thus  adding  to 
those  lamentable  causes  and  fatal  effects.  Capital 
and  industry  are  forcibly  driven  out  of  a  land 
which  the  better  description  of  emigrant  farmers 
quit  in  despair.  Incumbrances  have  been  largely 
created  by  Act  of  Parliament — even  upon  well- 
conditioned  estates — the  accumulation  of  uncol- 
lected rates  cast  on  the  land  as  a  primary  charge 
— the  owners  rendered  liable  for  debts  not  con- 
tracted by  themselves,  but  by  others,  has  brought 
the  rights,  and  almost  the  existence  of  property 
into  danger.  In  a  community  where  the  increased 
production  of  food  and  increased  demand  for  la- 
bour were  most  required,  our  laws  have  converted 
hundreds  of  thousands  of  acres  into  desolate 
wastes,  and  where  the  want  of  a  resident  gentry 
was  most  complained  of,  a  widely-spread  insol- 
vency has  been  extended  among  that  important 
class.  If  we  persevere  in  a  course  condemned  on 
its  introduction  by  the  authority  of  science,  and 
now  unequivocally  condemned  by  subsequent  ex- 
perience, we  may  live  to  see  a  country  within 
four  hours'  sail  of  our  shores,  and  in  1841  con- 
taining a  population  of  eight  millions,  become  by 
degrees  one  great  pauper  warren,  our  burden  and 
our  reproach,  and  the  most  pressing  danger  to  the 
prosperity  of  the  empire." 

Motion  made,  and  Question  put — 


a 


That  it  is  the  opinion  of  this  House,  that  no 
permanent  system  for  the  relief  of  the  poor  in 
Ireland  can  be  carried  out  safely  or  beneficially, 
to  receivers  or  ratepayers,  without  a  return  to  tho 
principle  of  the  original  poor-law  of  1838,  by  the 
strict  application  of  indoor  relief  to  all  classes  of 
paupers. 

''  That  the  system  of  appointment  of  vice-guar- 
dians with  unconstitutional  and  unlimited  powers 
of  taxation  has  proved  most  objectionable,  and 
should  be  forthwith  abolished. 

**  That  the  present  system  of  administration  of 
the  poor-law  in  Ireland  is  unnecessarily  extravi^ 
gant,  unsuited  to  the  diminished  resources  of  that 
country,  and  tends  considerably  to  the  demorali- 
sation of  the  people. 

*'  That  it  is  unjust  to  throw  on  one  species  of 
property,  and  that  the  most  suffering,  the  entire 
support  of  the  poor  in  Ireland." 

Lord  NAAS,  in  rising  to  second  the 
resolutions,  said,  that  he  was  prepared  to 
admit,  to  the  fullest  amount,  the  improve- 
ment that  had  taken  place  in  Ireland  with 
regard  to  the  working  of  the  poor-law. 
Ho  rejoiced  in  that  change,  and  was  will- 
ing to  give  every  praise  to  those  through 
whose  exertions  that  beneficial  change  had 
been  effected.  But  still  he  was  bound  to 
say  that  the  state  of  the  laws  relating  to 
the  relief  of  the  poor  was  far  from  being 
satisfactory  to  the  people  of  that  country. 
He  must  remind  the  House  that  the  im- 
provement manifest  in  some  respects  was 
the  result  more  of  a  comparative  mitiga- 
tion of  misery  than  an  absolute  return  to 
prosperity.     The  mere  assuaging  of  almost 
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intolerable  agony  must  not  be  mistaken 
for  an  actual  restoration  of  health  and 
strength.  He  believed  the  system  of  out- 
door relief  could  not  be  continued  with  any 
safety  to  the  country.  He  could  add  little 
to  the  weighty  arguments  of  the  hon. 
Mover  on  this  subject ;  but  he  must  beg 
the  House  to  recollect  that  this  system  had 
been  condemned  by  ofiBcials  and  states- 
men, as  well  before  as  after  its  passing 
into  law.  The  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of 
the  Government,  the  right  hon.  Members 
for  Tam worth  and  Ripon,  Messrs.  Twisle- 
ton,  Nicholls,  Seymer,  Power — every  man 
connected  with  the  administration  of  the 
law — had  concurred  in  saying  that  it  was 
unsuited  either  to  the  character  or  re- 
sources of  the  Irish  people.  Many  might 
say  that  this  Motion  was  ill-timed — that, 
because  outdoor  relief  had  immensely  di- 
minished, there  was  no  occasion  to  take 
legislative  measures  to  extinguish  it.  He 
could  not  concur  in  that  opinion.  When 
popular  feeling  was  still  set  against  it, 
when  boards  of  guardians,  ratepayers,  and 
commissioners,  all  condemned  the  practice, 
then  was  the  time  for  the  Legislature  to 
step  in  and  withdraw  a  power  so  universally 
disapproved  of — and  indeed  he  would  read 
to  the  House  extracts  of  a  letter,  to  show 
how  dangerous  was  the  power — .how,  as 
long  as  that  power  remained,  it  might  be 
made  a  fertile  source  of  agitation  ;  and 
how  the  evil-disposed  might,  for  the  worst 
purposes,  place  such  a  pressure  on  boards 
of  guardians,  that  they  would  be  unable  to 
resist  the  demands  of  affected  distress.  A 
chairman  of  a  union  in  one  of  the  most 
distressed  districts  wrote  thus.  The  letter 
was  dated  during  the  last  month  : — 

"  There  was  a  desperate  attempt  made  to  force 
us  to  give  outdoor  relief  promiscuously  as  of  old, 
and  a  pressure  was  kept  up  for  some  weeks — six 
or  seven — of  the  most  embarrassing  nature.  The 
applicants  in  one  week  amounted  to  two  thousand,  [ 
or  near  that  number ;  and  they  were  so  &r 
taught  their  work,  that  they  accepted  the  house 
almost  universally  when  offered  as  a  test ;  and 
though  we  all  felt  that  at  least  nine-tenths  were 
not  in  want,  it  was  impossible  from  out  of  the  list 
of  ragged  (and  sometimes  even  painted)  appli- 
cants, to  discriminate  the  really  distressed.  We 
gave  way  ;  but  the  commissioners  very  wisely 
and  sensibly  refused  to  give  outdoor  relief.  They 
saw  more  clearly  at  a  distance  than  we  did.  Their 
answer  was  excellent.  They  would  send  us  mo- 
ney to  fit  up  more  workhouses,  but  not  to  give 
outdoor  relief.  This  stopped  the  imposture,  and 
in  three  electoral  divisions  we  have  stopped  out- 
door relief,  by  ordering  in  the  paupers  on  out- 
door relief— doing  one  electoral  division  at  a 
time,  so  that  no  combination  could  be  got  up. 
Now,  we  have  every  board  day  a  number  of  im- 
posture oases  of  illness  to  get  outdoor  relief;  and 


cases  have  often,  or  at  least  not  seldom,  occurred 
in  which  they  have  feigned  sickness,  and  received 
extreme  unction,  and  on  the  doctor  visiting  them 
next  day  after  their  getting  outdoor  relief,  he  has 
found  them  working  on  the  fium  which  they  still 
held." 

This  would  be  sufficient  to  show  to  the 
House,  in  a  far  stronger  manner  than  any 
remarks  of  his,  how  great  was  the  peril 
of  continuing  the  power  that  might  be  used 
for  such  fatal  purposes.  Now,  with  re- 
gard to  the  vice-guardians,  he  would  quote 
unanswerable  instances  of  the  gross  mis- 
conduct of  those  persons,  but  would  not 
weary  the  House  with  them.  He  would 
merely  take  the  total  return  of  the  finan- 
cial state  of  the  thirty-nine  unions,  whose 
affairs  had  been  entrusted  to  the  care  of 
those  persons : — 

Rkturn  of  the  Amount  of  Debts,  Claims,  and 
Liabilities  (exclusive  of  those  owing  to  Go- 
vernment), against  each  of  those  Thirty-nine 
Unions : — 
At  the  commencement   of    the 

month  in  which  elected  board 

of  guardians  was  dissolved   ...  £134,152     0     0 
Commencement    of    month    in 

which  administration  by  paid 

guardians  terminated    258,635     0     0 

Increase  of  debts,  claims,  and 
liabilities  during  the  adminis- 
tration of  paid  guardians £124,483     0     0 

Now,  though  he  would  fully  admit  the  ne- 
cessity that  existed  in  many  instances  for 
the  appointment  of  these  officers,  he  be- 
lieved that  the  Commissioners  were  much 
to  blame  in  not  instituting  a  more  rigid  in- 
spection into  their  conduct.  Their  case 
was  very  different  from  an  elected  board; 
they  were  raising  and  distributing  monies 
in  the  economy  of  which  they  had  no  per- 
sonal interest,  they  were  responsible  to  no 
power  but  to  the  Commissioners;  and  it  is 
a  cause  of  serious  blame  to  that  body  that 
they  allow  such  gross  abuses  to  exist,  with- 
out attempting  to  exert  any  real  control 
over  their  own  officers.  The  3rd  resolu- 
tion was  one  which  he  thought  almost  as 
important  as  any.  He  believed  that  the 
principal  object  of  a  poor-law  was  to  re- 
lieve those  persons  who  from  bodily  afflic- 
tions, sickness,  the  absolute  impossibility 
of  obtaining  employment,  were  deprived 
of  the  power  of  obtaining  the  common  ne- 
cessaries of  life.  But  there  was  an  ulte- 
rior object,  that  he  believed  a  well-regu- 
lated poor-law  might  be  capable  of  effect- 
ing, namely,  the  amelioration  of  the  gene- 
ral condition  of  the  lower  classes  of  the 
people.  In  the  first  object,  the  Irish  poor- 
law  had  very  partially  succeeded — in  the 
second,  it  had  utterly  failed — nay,  more, 


737 


Poor  Laws 


{June  4} 


{Ireland). 


738 


its  whole  tendency  had  been  in  the  oppo- 
site direction;  a  cessation  of  industry,  a 
want  of  self-reliance,  a  general  demoralisa- 
tion of  the  people  had  been  caused  by  the 
working  of  the  present  law.  He  admitted 
that  this  was  in  many  respects  the  effect  of 
the  law  itself;  but  with  regard  to  one  class, 
and  that  the  most  helpless  one,  he  thought 
that  much  blame  attached  itself  to  the 
commissioners  for  this  disregard  of  circum- 
stances that  are  well  known  to  all.  He 
alluded  to  the  contamination  to  which  the 
children  in  the  workhouse  were  subject. 
In  Ireland  at  present  there  were  119,000 
children,  under  the  age  of  fifteen,  in  the 
different  workhouses;  up  to  that  age,  he 
believed,  they  were  pretty  well  instructed 
and  cared  for,  but  on  attaining  the  age  of 
fifteen  they  were  indiscriminately  drafted 
among  the  ablebodied  of  both  sexes;  and 
the  result  was  that  they  were  brought 
into  constant  contact  with  the  worst  char- 
acters— the  effect  of  this  upon  the  girls 
was  awful  to  contemplate.  He  must,  even 
at  the  risk  of  wearying  the  House,  read 
some  communications  he  had  received  on 
this  subject.  A  Roman  Catholic  priest, 
the  chaplain  of  a  workhouse,  in  one  of  the 
best  unions  in  Ireland,  wrote  as  follows: — 

"  There  have  been  instances,  in  the  past  year, 
where  some  females  of  the  worst  class  who  had 
left  the  house,  again  obtained  admission,  for  the 
purpose  (as  was  ascertained)  of  inducing  young 
girls  to  leare  the  workhouse,  to  follow  their  own 
wicked  course  of  life." 

Again,  a  gentleman  who  had  been  most 
successfully  engaged  in  administering  the 
affairs  of  a  southern  union,  writes — 

"  It  has  been  often  reported  to  me  by  the  re- 
lieving officers  of  Waterford  that  young  females 
have  been  induced  by  some  of  the  bad  characters 
in  the  house  to  leave,  for  the  purpose  of  going  on 
the  town.  I  have  no  doubt  that  this  has  fre- 
quently occurred ;  but  the  evil  consequences  of 
contamination  by  such  society  cannot  be  denied. 
In  former  years  the  evil  was  not  so  great  as  at 
present,  the  majority  of  the  inmates  l^ing  of  the 
lowest  class,  but  of  late  a  very  diflforent  class  have 
unfortunately  been  obliged  to  avail  themselves  of 
the  shelter  of  the  workhouse ;  and  it  is  now  me- 
lancholy to  see  persons  who  had  been  in  comfort- 
able circumstances  obliged  to  associate  with  the 
refuse  of  society.    I  fear  this  will  increase." 

But  the  most  appalling  account  of  this,  the 
worst  feature  of  the  poor-law,  is  given  by 
a  gentleman  of  well  known  philanthropy, 
a  gentleman  who  has  devoted  much  time 
and  attention  to  the  administration  of  the 
law,  I  mean  Mr.  David  Charles  Latouche. 
Mr.  Latouche  says — 

"  If  the  destruction  of  all  self-respect  and 
decency  were  the  end  professed  and  auned  at, 
more  efliectual  means  for  that  purpoae  could  not 
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be  adapted  than  those  at  present  practised — I 
speak  especially  of  the  union  I  am  best  acquainted 
with,  the  South  Dublin  union,  where,  although 
we  possess  the  adrantagos  of  good  officers,  and 
particularly  of  a  very  conscientious  and  active 
matron,  the  demoralisation,  especially  among  tho 
young  women,  is  frightful ;  it  cannot,  indeed,  be 
otherwise,  when  it  is  known  that  the  young  girls, 
inmates  of  the  workhouse,  whenerer  they  attain 
the  age  of  fifteen  years,  are  drafted,  by  order 
of  the  commissioners,  amongst  the  ablebodied 
women,  who  are  almost  all  prostitutes :  and  a 
continued  circulation,  from  the  workhouse  to  the  * 
brothel  and  streets,  and  back  again  to  the  work- 
house, is  thus  kept  up  in  a  vicious  circle  of  in- 
creasing profligacy.  There  are  about  1,000  chil- 
dren in  the  South  Dublin  union,  the  girls  each  in 
their  turn  undergoing  this  dreadful  process." 

This  is  a  subject  demanding  the  instant 
attention  of  Government.  The  class  so 
exposed  are  perfectly  helpless :  they  are 
principally  composed  of  orphans  and  of 
children  deserted  by  their  parents,  always 
with  the  brand  of  poverty,  and  frequently 
of  illegitimacy,  stamped  upon  them.  They 
have  been  guilty  of  no  crime — in  no  way 
responsible  for  their  helplessness;  they 
have  been,  by  misfortune,  made  the  chil- 
dren of  the  State,  and  the  State  has  taken 
the  best  course  to  ensure  their  temporal 
and  spiritual  ruin.  He  would  earnestly 
implore  the  Government  to  look  to  this  be- 
fore it  was  too  late;  the  commissioners 
have  refused  to  know  any  distinction  among 
paupers,  they  resist  any  attempt  at  classi- 
fication. Virgin  innocence  and  the  most 
degraded  prostitution  are  by  this  system 
treated  alike,  and  the  -result  is,  the  loss, 
for  time  and  eternity,  of  thousands  of  the 
most  helpless  of  our  fellow-creatures.  He 
would  now  inquire  very  briefly  at  what 
expense  this  system  was  carried  on,  and  it 
would  be  well  that  English  Gentlemen 
would  consider  the  startling  facts  he  was 
about  to  adduce.  In  1845,  the  second 
year  of  the  poor-law,  the  poor-rate  for  the 
whole  of  Ireland  amounted  to  316,0251. ; 
in  1849  it  was  2,177,650^.  But  he  would 
take  two  years — 1845  and  1848 — as  it 
might  be  said  that  the  last  year  was  the 
worst,  and  that  it  was  not  likely  we  should 
see  such  another  ;  and  here  it  might  not 
be  out  of  place  to  show  what  the  whole 
local  taxation  of  Ireland  was  during  those 
years.     In  1845 — 

The  Grand  Jury  Rate  for  Ireland  was  £1,149,898 
The  Poor  Rate  was 816,085 


In  1848— 


Total...£l,465,923 


The  Grand  Jury  Rate  was £1,241,854 

The  Poor  Rate    1.835,810 


Totml...£3,077,164 
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making  an  ayerage  poundage  on  the  first 
year  of  2s,  2^d.,  on  the  last  mentioned 
jear,  of  4s.  8d.  on  the  valuation  of  thir- 
teen millions  of  1841  ;  hut  assuming  the 
Talue  of  rateable  property  to  be  reduced 
to  ten  millions  (though  most  people  thought 
it  was  much,  reaUy  much  lower,)  the 
poundage  would  be  increased  to  6f.  2d., 
or  nearly  one-third  of  the  rental.  Now, 
take  the  case  of  England  for  the  same 
year,  1848 — 

The  Poor  Rates  amounted  to £6,180,765 

Highways  and  Countj  Rates  to 1 ,750,000 

Total...£7,980,765 

or  a  poundage  of  about  2s,  4M.  on  the 
value  of  rateable  property  of  67,000,000^. 
So  that  in  point  of  fact  Ireland  pays  in 
local  taxation  6f.  2d.  in  the  pound,  Eng- 
land 2s,  4d.  There  is  this  difference  be- 
tween tKis  calculation  and  that  made  by 
the  Earl  of  Rosse — that  his  Lordship  took 
his  from  the  value  of  English  property 
rateal^e  to  the  income  tax,  while  this  has 
been  taken  on  the  property  rateable  to  the 
poor.  He  (Lord  Naas)  had,  he  thought, 
now  shown  a  sufficient  cause  why  the 
House  should  agree  to  these  resolutions. 
His  whole  object  was  a  return  to  the  prin- 
ciples of  the  law  of  1838.  He  wished 
not  to  overthrow  but  strengthen  the  poor- 
law.  With  all  its  imperfections,  he  would 
rather  have  the  present  poor-law  than  none 
at  all ;  but  let  not  that  House  show  any 
indisposition  to  assist  those  who  were  using 
their  best  endeavours  to  administer  rightly 
the  provisions  of  the  law ;  let  the  House 
show  by  its  vote  to-night  that  it  is  not 
unmindful  of  the  great  difficulties  in  which 
the  people  are  placed  ;  let  the  Legislature 
do  its  duty,  and  he  would  answer  that  the 
Irish  people  would  do  theirs. 

Sir  W.  SOMERVILLE  said,  it  was  im- 
possible to  deny  the  importance  of  the 
Motion  under  consideration,  but  undoubt- 
edly the  subject  was  not  one  to  which  the 
House  had  shown  itself  in  any  way  indif- 
ferent. A  Committee  had  sat  upon  it  last 
Session,  which  continued  its  labours  for 
several  months  ;  and  the  whole  of  these 
resolutions  received  at  that  time  the  most 
ample  consideration.  Subsequently,  also, 
when  a  Bill  was  brought  before  the  House 
embodying  certain  of  them,  many,  if  not 
sU  of  these  subjects,  were  again  fully  de- 
bated in  the  House,  and  a  decision  pro- 
nounced upon  them.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
who  had  introduced  the  Motion  had  ad- 
mitted that  he  was  opposed  altogether  to 
the  system  of  poor-laws  as  they  existed  in 


Ireland,  and  therein  he  differed  from  the 
noble  Lord  who  had  followed  him;  but  he 
had  been  particularly  urgent  in  his  con- 
demnation of  the  system  of  outdoor  relief, 
on  account  of  the  expense  on  the  country, 
and  the  demoralisation  to  which  it  exposed 
the  pauper.  His  hon.  Friend,  however, 
had  omitted  to  tell  the  House  in  what  way 
the  lives  of  the  people  were  to  be,  or  could 
have  been,  preserved  without  the  adminis- 
tration of  outdoor  relief  during  the  calami- 
tous years  the  country  had  lately  gone 
through.  He  (Sir  W.  Somerville)  was  no 
admirer  of  outdoor  relief.  He  would  not 
administer  it  except  under  the  pressure  of 
the  most  overwhelming  circumstances;  and 
at  the  present  moment  there  was  not  a 
single  outdoor-relief  order  in  existence  in 
any  union  in  Ireland.  He  found  from  a 
statement  on  this  subject,  which  he  held  in 
his  hand,  that  there  were  relieved  in  the 
week  ending  the  12th  of  May,  1849,  under 
the  first  section  of  the  Act,  which  autho- 
rised the  distribution  of  outdoor  relief  at 
the  discretion  of  the  board  of  guardians, 
513,908  persons,  and  in  the  corresponding 
week  of  1850,  under  the  same  section, 
125,215  persons,  showing  a  decrease  of 
388,693.  That,  he  thought,  was  a  very 
satisfactory  result,  so  far  as  the  exertions 
of  the  boards  of  guardians  were  concerned; 
and  he  must  say,  that  they  were  conduct- 
ing the  affairs  of  the  unions  at  this  time 
with  a  spirit  and  energy  which  had  not 
been  the  case  heretofore,  and  from  which 
he  anticipated  the  most  salutary  results. 
There  were  relieved  under  the  second  sec- 
tion of  the  Act,  which  applied  to  the  able- 
bodied  poor,  in  the  week  ending  the 
12th  of  May,  1849,  168,050  persons, 
and  in  the  corresponding  week  of  1850 
only  102  persons,  being  a  diminution  of 
167,957.  The  total  charge  for  outdoor 
relief  in  the  week  ending  the  12th  of  Mav, 
1849,  had  been  17,433?.  19f.  2d.,  and  in 
the  corresponding  week  of  the  present 
year,  2,693^.  16«.  8d.,  showing  a  diminu- 
tion of  14,740^.  28,  6d.  In  indoor  relief 
there  had  been  a  slight  increase.  On  the 
12th  of  May,  1849,  there  was  workhouse 
accommodation  for  247,225  persons,  and 
on  the  11th  of  May  of  this  year  for 
280,366,  showing  an  increase  of  33,141 
persons ;  and  the  actual  increase  in  the 
number  in  the  workhouses  was  35,967. 
The  decrease  in  the  total  expenditure  of 
the  quarter  ending  the  31st  of  December, 
1849,  was  122,019^,  and  of  the  quarter 
ending  the  30th  of  Mareh,  1850, 197,427/., 
showing  a  total  decrease  in  the  expendi- 
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ture  for  the  six  months  ending  March  1850, 
as  compared  with  the  same  period  of  1849, 
of  319,446Z.  He  thought,  therefore,  that 
he  was  warranted  in  saying  that  the  ex- 
penses of  the  poor-Uw  were  rapidly  dimi- 
nishing. At  tne  same  time,  he  had  the 
satisfaction  of  stating  to  the  House  that 
the  sanitary  condition  of  the  workhouses 
had  much  improved,  whilst  the  weekly  cost 
of  maintenance  had  been  diminished.  The 
average  weekly  cost  per  head,  exclusive  of 
clothes,  which,  in  May  1849,  had  been  \s, 
2\d,^  had  been  reduced  in  May  of  the  pre- 
sent year  to  1«.  per  head.  Concurrently 
also  with  this  there  had  been  a  great  dimi- 
nution in  the  mortality,  the  deaths  ave- 
raging, in  May.  1849,  11  per  thousand, 
and  in  the  corresponding  week  of  the  pre- 
sent year  only  o  per  thousand.  He  re- 
peated, that  the  necessity  of  the  case  alone 
was  that  on  which  he  justified  the  practice 
of  outdoor  relief;  but  as  his  hon.  Friend 
had  failed  to  state  how  he  would  provide 
for  the  poor  in  the  case  of  a  calamity  such 
as  that  of  the  last  few  years,  he  did  not 
think  it  desirable  to  adopt  the  course  which 
his  hon.  Friend  had  recommended.  He 
believed  that  it  would  lead  to  no  useful 
end;  and  therefore  he  thought  the  House 
would  act  wisely  in  refusing  to  sanction 
the  first  resolution.  With  regard  to  the 
second  resolution,  relative  to  the  subject 
of  vice-guardians,  he  might  mention  that 
there  existed  at  present  in  Ireland  no  vice- 
guardians;  and  he  admitted  that  the  system 
of  appointing  them  should  not  exist,  except 
under  the  pressure  of  the  most  absolute 
necessity.  He  thought  it  due,  however, 
to  the  gentlemen  who  had  held  that  most 
difficult  and  responsible  office,  to  trouble 
the  House  with  one  or  two  observations 
upon  this  part  of  the  subject.  And,  in  the 
first  place,  he  must  say,  that  a  com- 
parison of  the  liabilities  of  a  union  when 
they  entered  office  with  the  liabilities  when 
they  quitted  it,  afforded  no  proof  that  they 
had  discharged  their  duties  in  an  unsatis- 
factory manner.  It  was  quite  true,  as  had 
been  stated,  that  in  35  unions  the  liabilities 
had  increased  during  their  tenure  of  office 
from  115,0102.  to  225,3172.,  being  an  in- 
crease  of  110,3072.  That  was  true  ;  but 
the  fact  of  vice-guardians  having  been  ap- 
pointed was  a  proof,  in  the  first  instance, 
that  they  had  a  very  difficult  task  to  per- 
form, for  it  was  to  the  most  distressed  and 
worst-conditioned  unions  that  they  were 
always  appointed.  Moreover,  that  expense 
had  been  principally  incurred  in  providing 
additional  workhouse  accommodation,  of 


which  ihe  restored  boards  of  guardians 
were  now  reaping  the  benefit.  In  addition 
to  this,  he  found  that  in  10  unions  where 
there  were  no  vice-guardians  the  liabilities 
had  increased  in  the  same  period  from 
27,2521.  to  101,0512.,  being  an  increase  of 
73,7992.  in  10  unions — a  much  larger  pro- 
portion than  an  increase  of  110,3072.  in 
35  unions;  still  he  did  not  say  upon  that 
account  that  the  affairs  of  those  uniona 
had  been  maladministered.  It  only  showed 
what  difficulties  those  who  administered 
the  poor-law  had  to  encounter  during  the 
calamitous  period  to  which  he  had  referred. 
His  hon.  Friend  had  not  insisted  much 
upon  his  third  resolution.  His  noble  Friend 
the  Member  for  Kildare,  however,  had 
dwelt  upon  the  demoralising  effects  of  the 
workhouses  in  Ireland,  and  in  that  respect 
had  somewhat  contradicted  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman who  made  the  Motion,  who  waa 
altogether  for  workhouse  relief,  and  no 
other.  With  respect  to  the  alleged  demo- 
ralisation, he  was  quite  sure  that  his  noble 
Friend  had  proceeded  upon  what  he  con- 
ceived to  be  reliable  authoritv;  but  he  (Sir 
W.  Somerville)  could  not  help  thinking 
that  the  evils  haid  been  greatly  exaggerated. 
With  respect  to  the  last  resolution,  **  That 
it  is  unjust  to  throw  on  one  species  of  pro- 
perty— and  that  the  most  suffering — the 
entire  support  of  the  poor  in  Ireland,"  he 
begged  to  say,  that  that  was  a  question, 
which  last  year  underwent  a  very  long  dia- 
cussion  in  that  House,  and  the  Bill,  as  it 
now  stood,  had  received  the  deliberate 
sanction  of  the  House.  He  thought* 
therefore,  that  after  so  recent  a  discussion, 
of  that  question,  it.  was  unnecessary  to  en- 
large more  upon  it  at  present.  He  hoped 
he  had  said  enough  to  show  the  House 
that  they  ought  not  to  affirm  the  resolu- 
tions of  his  hon.  Friend.  They  would  lead 
to  no  practical  result;  and  he  thought  they 
ought  to  wait  a  little  longer,  until  they  had 
had  an  opportunity  of  judging  of  the  result 
of  the  recent  changes  which  the  Govern- 
ment had  made,  and  were  still  making,  in 
the  administration  of  the  poor-law  in  Ire- 
land,' before  they  placed  upon  the  Journals 
of  the  House  a  series  of  resolutions  con- 
demnatory of  the  existing  system. 

Colonel  DUNNE  said,  that  his  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Secretary  for  Ireland  had 
stated  that  this  subject  had  already  been 
repeatedly  debated.  He  admitted  this  to 
be  the  case,  but  the  importance  of  the 
matter  fully  justified  him  in  again  bring*, 
ing  it  before  the  House.  He  had  marked 
the  perfect  bdifference  with  which  thia% 
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question  had  been  treated  by  the  Treasury 
bench,  and  other  parties  in  the  House. 
On  a  late  occasion,  on  a  Motion  of  great 
importance  to  Ireland,  the  Ministry  in 
general  quitted  the  Treasury  bench,  and 
left  the  Irish  Members  to  debate  the  sub- 
ject with  the  Irish  Secretary;  and  most  of 
the  English  Members  followed  their  exam- 
ple. Now  he  (Colonel  Dunne)  had  no  ob- 
jection to  debate  subjects  exclusively  Irish 
with  the  Secretary  for  Ireland  and  his 
colleagues  from  this  country,  but  he  must 
protest  against  a  practice  of  the  Ministry 
and  its  adherents  absenting  themselves 
from  a  debate,  and  then  coming  down  to 
the  House  and  overbearing  the  decisions  of 
Irish  Members,  an  interest  exclusively  their 
own,  by  an  unscrupulous  majority.  If 
this  was  the  case  now,  while  they  had  a 
Lord  Lieutenant  and  a  separate  Adminis- 
tration, what  must  they  expect  when  the 
proposed  change  took  place,  and  a  fourth 
Secretary  of  State,  resident  in  London, 
was  appointed  to  take  upon  himself  the 
administration  of  Irish  affairs?  It  had 
been  asserted  that  the  object  of  the  Irish 
poor-law  was  threefold  :  first,  to  promote 
the  amelioration  of  the  condition  of  the 
people  of  Ireland ;  secondly,  that  this  ame- 
uoration  should  be  effected  by  means  of  the 
resources  of  Ireland;  and,  thirdly,  that  they 
should  not  come  upon  the  resources  of  this 
country  for  the  maintenance  of  the  Irish 
poor.  If  the  Irish  poor-law  had  succeeded 
in  these  three  objects,  it  might  have  been 
asserted  to  have  been  a  successful  mea- 
sure; but  it  had  notoriously  failed  in 
every  one  of  them,  and  the  condition 
of  the  people  of  Ireland  was  worse 
now  than  it  was  before  the  introduction 
of  the  poor-law.  It  was  possible  that 
by  its  operation  the  lives  of  some  might 
hkve  been  saved;  but  it  had  reduced  large 
numbers  to  a  state  of  beggary.  In  his 
opinion,  the  resolutions  of  his  hon.  Friend 
did  not  go  half  far  enough  to  meet  the 
evil;  but  still  their  adoption  might  lead  to 
a  beneficial  change.  He  denied  the  posi- 
tion taken  up  by  the  right  hon.  Secretary 
for  Ireland,  that  the  increase  of  debt  in 
the  unions  under  vice-guardians  was  no 
proof  of  mismanagement,  for  he  would  as- 
sert that  half  the  debt  of  Ireland  arose  in 
those  35  unions  to  which  vice-guardians 
had  been  appointed.  The  enormous  ex- 
penditure attending  the  administration  of 
the  poor-law  had  never  been  sufficiently  dis- 
cussed. By  the  returns  he  found  that  the 
indoor  relief  had  amounted  to  797,294^, 
and  the  outdoor  relief  to  699,604^.,  while 


there  were  establishment  charges  amount- 
ing to  700,7502. ;  so  that  the  last  charge 
literally  amounted  to  nearly  the  sum  for 
actual  relief  in  food  and  clothing  given 
within  the  workhouses.  Before  the  recent 
calamities  fell  upon  Ireland,  the  estimated 
rental  was  13,000,0002. ;  but  according 
to  the  opinion  given  last  year  before  the 
Lords'  Committee  by  Mr.  Griffith,  it  had 
been  reduced  to  9,000,0002.  There  was 
about  6,000,0002.  in  debt,  and  taxes  of  vari- 
ous descriptions,  of  which  4,000,0002.  must 
be  deducted  from  the  9,000,0002.  rental. 
Then,  if  jointures  and  mortgages  and  all 
other  incumbrances  were  considered,  there 
was  not  enough  left  for  the  support  of 
the  gentry,  the  farmers,  and  at  the  same 
time  to  provide  employment  for  the  poor 
in  Ireland;  and  it  was  therefore  a  most 
unjust  inference  from  the  facts  to  say 
that  the  entire  burden  of  the  poor- 
law  should  be  borne  by  the  land.  If 
the  House  wished  to  preserve  the  poor 
on  Irish  soil,  they  must  allow  Ireland 
to  use  her  own  resources  and  means; 
but  in  no  one  instance  were  the  people 
permitted  to  take  the  administration  of 
their  own  affairs  into  their  own  hands. 
Now,  these  resolutions  were  not  formed 
from  any  peculiar  views  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Roscommon;  they  had  been  long 
since  put  forward  and  assented  to  by  a 
majority  of  the  Irish  Members.  The  first 
resolution  proposed  by  the  hon.  Member 
was  actually  taken  from  the  report  of  the 
Lords'  Committee,  which  report  was  signed 
by  seven  of  the  Ministry,  of  whom  %.yQ 
were  in  the  Cabinet.  The  Prime  Minister 
had  recognised  its  necessity,  yet  refused 
to  give  it  his  assent.  For  himself,  he 
would  be  most  unwilling  to  withdraw  any 
relief  from  the  poor  if  he  did  not  at  the 
same  time  afford  them  the  means  of  sup- 
porting themselves  by  employment;  but  he 
felt  assured  that  a  system  of  employment 
would  be  desired  which  would  increase,  not 
diminish,  the  resources  of  the  country;  the 
second  had  been  admitted  to  be  just  by  the 
noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Government; 
and  he  did  not  even  attempt  to  deny  that 
the  power  of  unlimited  and  irresponsible 
taxation  was  unconstitutional  and  objec- 
tional.  He  could  not  deny  that  the  paid 
guardians  had  in  many,  if  not  in  all,  in- 
stances exercised  this  power  most  injudi- 
ciously and  destructively.  The  reports 
placed  on  the  table  of  the  House,  the  in- 
debted state  of  the  unions  over  which  they 
had  been  placed,  and  whose  affairs  they 
managed  in  the  most  ruinous  manner,  and 
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the  unanimous  opinion  of  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers, and  still  more  of  the  Irish  people, 
fully  bore  out  the  second  resolution  of  his 
hon.  Friend.  But  while  the  noble  Lord 
made  these  admissions,  the  noble  Lord  re- 
fused to  assent  to  the  clause  empowering 
the  appointment  of  paid  guardians  with 
powers  which  he  admitted  were  unconsti- 
tutional. He  told  the  House  that  the 
Commissioners  did  not  now  appoint  paid 
guardians,  and  seemed  to  think  this  ought 
to  satisfy  Irish  Members;  but  it  would  not 
satisfy  Irish  Members,  and  they  insisted 
on  remoying  from  the  Statute-book  a 
power  to  appoint  these  officers  who  had 
exercbed  their  functions  so  destructively 
to  the  interests  of  the  country.  And  as 
to  the  third,  no  one  could  look  oyer  the 
papers  without  being  convinced  of  its  truth. 
He  (Colonel  Dunne)  had  pointed  out  the 
relation  of  the  cost  of  management  to 
the  actual  relief  afforded  in  the  work- 
houses; and  it  would  be  seen  that  they 
were  not  far  from  equal.  Could  this  waste- 
ful expenditure  continue  even  in  the  richest 
country  ?  If  not,  how  must  it  overwhelm 
one  of  the  poorest  ?  The  fourth  resolution 
affirmed  the  injustice  of  placing  the  bur- 
den of  this  monstrous  expenditure  on  one 
species  of  property,  and  that  property  now 
the  most  depressed  in  value.  The  owner 
and  occupier  of  land  suffering  from  the 
late  visitation  of  Providence,  from  the  low 
prices  consequent  on  recent  legislation, 
were  obliged  to  pay  the  mortgagee  and 
other  creditors  the  full  amount  of  their 
demand,  and  to  be  saddled  with  a  new  and 
enormous  tax  from  which  they  were  exempt. 
He  confidently  hoped  that  the  resolutions 
would  be  sanctioned  by  the  House.  Every 
English  Member  who  thought  that  Irish 
property  should  support  the  Irish  poor, 
ought  to  support  these  resolutions.  If  the 
Irish  people  were  prevented  from  culti- 
vating their  own  resources,  how  could  the 
House  stay  the  Government  from  coming 
down  for  fresh  grants,  as  the  result  would 
be  if  things  went  on  as  they  were,  for 
there  would  be  nothing  produced  from 
Irish  resources,  and  the  Government  must 
draw  on  English  resources,  or  leave  the 
starving  people  to  destruction  ? 

Mr.  S.  CRAWFORD  said,  that  the 
first  resolution  called  upon  the  House  to 
return  to  the  strict  application  of  the  prin- 
ciple of  indoor  relief.  The  law  of  1838 
was  called  a  law  for  the  relief  of  the  poor, 
but  it  prohibited  outdoor  relief  under  what- 
ever circumstances  of  distress.  Now  his 
opinion  was,  that  any  poor-law  which  pro- 


hibited outdoor  relief  was  a  mockery  and 
a  delusion,  and  he  could  not  contemplate 
the  idea  of  a  return  to  the  original  poor- 
law  of  1838,  which  by  its  inhuman  limita- 
tion would  have  left  the  people  to  starve 
under  the  late  calamity.  He  could  not, 
therefore,  affirm  that  resolution.  And 
what  had  occasioned  the  enormous  expen- 
diture alluded  to  in  another  resolution — 
what  caused  the  potato  famine  to  operate 
with  such  excessive  severity  ?  It  was  be* 
cause  Ireland  was  prepared  for  that  oMf* 
lamity  by  the  treatment  she  had  previously 
received  under  the  relations  of  landlord 
and  tenant  law,  which  had  reduced  the 
people  to  be  dependent  on  the  lowest  class 
of  food.  When  the  relations  between 
landlord  and  tenant  gave  to  the  people  a 
general  security  for  the  reward  of  their  la- 
bour, then  there  would  be  no  pressure  upon 
the  poor-rate,  and  the  House  would  see 
Ireland  improved,  and  her  people  employ- 
ed. He  acknowledged  there  had  been 
mismanagement  in  the  relief  of  the  poor, 
in  not  employing  them  on  profitable  works, 
and  that  the  expense  of  administration 
might  have  been  reduced,  if  those  who 
administered  had  applied  themselves  to 
rendering  pauper  labour  more  remunera- 
tive. The  second  resolution  referred  to 
the  appointment  of  vice-guardians  as  un- 
constitutional. Vice-guardians  might  pos- 
sibly have  been  appointed  in  many  places 
contrary  to  the  principle  of  the  poor-law, 
and  in  violation  of  the  constitution;  but  he 
would  not  assume  that  there  were  no  ex- 
traordinary cases  in  which  it  was  not  neces- 
sary to  take  that  step.  The  last  resolution, 
alleging  that  it  was  unjust  to  throw  the 
entire  support  of  the  poor  of  Ireland  on 
the  most  suffering  property,  was  not  cor- 
rect, for  the  manufactures  and  trade  in 
towns  paid  their  share.  With  these  views 
he  would  not  support  the  proposed  resolu- 
tions. 

Mb.  p.  SCROPE  said,  the  real  ques- 
tion was,  how  the  poor  could  be  most  effi- 
ciently supported  consistently  with  the 
safety  of  the  ratepayer.  Under  the  Act, 
which  declared  that  no  relief  should  be 
given  except  within  the  walls  of  the  work- 
house, there  was  no  protection  for  the  lives 
of  the  poor,  hundreds  and  thousands  of 
them  perished  every  year,  until  the  Act  of 
1847  was  enacted,  it  having  become  mani- 
fest that  no  alternative  remained  other 
than  the  adoption,  in  certain  cases  and  to 
a  certain  extent,  of  outdoor  relief.  There 
was  the  question,  too,  whether,  even  under 
ordinary  circumstances,  outdoor  relief  was 
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not,  in  certain  cases,  preferable  to  indoor 
relief.     The  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Ealdare  admitted  that  the  introduction  of 
juyeoile  paupers,  especially  of  females,  into 
workhonses,  was  most  demoralising.  When 
his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Secretary  for 
Ireland   spoke  of   the  reduction  in   the 
weekly  cost  of  the  paupers,  he  had  some- 
what heedlessly,  perhaps,  interposed  a  re- 
mark that  this  reduction  might  haye  some 
connexion  with  starvation.     It  did  not  fol- 
low that  he  had  meant  absolute  starvation. 
In  some  unions  in  Ireland  the  poor  had 
been  fed  upon  turnips  and  a  very  small 
ration  of  meal.     But  were  the  other  ar- 
rangements of  the  workhouses,  besides  the 
amount  of  food  given,  such  as  insured  the 
oomfort  of  the  inmates?     A  return  had 
been  delivered  that  morning,  containing  a 
report  made  to  the  guardians  of  the  Cas- 
tleoar  union  by  Dr.  Ronayne,  the  medical 
superintendent  of  that  union,  which  show- 
ed the  wretched  and  disgraceful  state  of 
tbe  poor  in  the  workhouse.     The  report 
stated  that  there  were  in  the  workhouse, 
on  the  13th  of  April  last,  1,428  persons, 
although  an  order  of  the  commissioners 
declared  that  the  number  of  inmates  should 
be  restricted  to  840.     In  one  small  room, 
^  bath-rooib  22  feet  by  14  feet,  in  the  pro- 
bationary ward,  there  were  136  persons. 
A  bath  and  boiler  occupied  35  feet  of  the 
surface  of  the  room,  and  the  boiler  being 
without  a  lid,  diffused  its  steam  throughout 
the  room,  and,  together  with  the  respira- 
tion of  the  overcrowded  inmates,  and  the 
exhalation    from    their    compressed    and 
T^^gS^  bodies,  rendered  the  air  of  the 
apartment  offensive,  sickening,  and  oppres- 
sive.    Children  were  screaming  for  drink, 
and  the  women  stated  that  they  had  to 
give  them  some  of  the  warm  water  out  of 
the  boiler  to  allay  their  thirst.    The  inmates 
had  only  an  average  space  of  two  square 
feet  each — a  confinement  which  he  would 
venture  to  say  had  not  been  equalled  in 
any  slare-ship.     They  had  neither  beds, 
bedstraw,  nor  bedclothes,  and  in  that  state 
many  of  them  continued  for  eight  days 
without  any  change  of  clothing.     Dr.  Ro- 
nayne, in  making  this  report,  had  done  his 
duty  as  an  honest  medical  superintendent; 
but  what  had  been  the  result  ?     When  his 
report  was  presented  to  the  hoard  of  guar- 
dians, the  first  resolution  they  passed  was, 
that  it  should  not  be  placed  on  the  minutes. 
They  refused  to  take  it  into  consideration. 
And  what  was  their  next  resolution  ?     It 
was  to  the  effect  that  Dr.  Ronayne  should 
be  mulcted  in  a  third  of  his  salary,  and  cut 


down  from  100^  to  701,  a  year,  as  a  con- 
sequence of  doing  his  duty  in  reporting 
the  state  of  the  workhouse.     Could  any- 
thing be  more  monstrous  than  that  ?   This 
was  the  consequence  of  an  officer's  doing 
his  duty  in  reporting  the  wretched  state  of 
the  workhouse  to  the  guardians.     He  cer- 
tainly considered  that  if  the  right  hon. 
Secretary  for  Ireland  did  not  supersede 
guardians  who  acted  in  this  manner,  he 
failed  in  his  duty  as  a  Poor  Law  Commis- 
sioner.    The  law  provided  that  due  relief 
should  bo  afforded  to  all  classes  of  the 
poor,  and  especially  to  the  infirm  poor;  but 
could  this,  he  would  ask,  be  called  due 
relief  ?    He  believed  that  the  greater  num- 
ber of  workhouses  in  Ireland  were  well 
regulated,  and  the  relief  was  fairly  ad- 
ministered; but  he  thought  it  woidd  be 
better  to  confine  relief  to  indoor  relief  ex- 
clusively, rather  than  to  administer  outdoor 
relief  as  it  had  been  administered.     The 
outdoor  relief  given  in  almost  every  union 
in  Ireland,  had,  he  believed,  been  afforded 
chiefly  to  the  infirm  poor,  and  had  been 
confined  to  food  alone.     Now,  under  the 
Act  of  1847  it  was  provided  that  relief  to 
the  ablebodied  poor  should  be  confined  to 
food,  but  that  the  infirm  poor,  who  consti- 
tuted nine-tenths  of  those  receiving  out- 
door relief,  should  be   duly,  sufficiently, 
and  fully  relieved.     But  had  the  relief  af- 
forded to  the  infirm  poor  been  equal  to 
their  necessities  ?     No;  in  no  case  had  it 
exceeded  1  lb.  of  meal  per  day,  without 
any  allowance  for  shelter,  clothing,  and 
fuel.     The  consequence  had  been,   that 
from  the  inclemency  of  the  weather,  and 
the  want  of  shelter  and  fuel,  many  of  them 
had  died  of  starvation.     Who,  then,  was 
responsible  for  this  ?      If  the  guardians 
did  not  discharge  their  duties,  the  Poor 
Law  Commissioners  were  empowered  to  re- 
move them,  and  to  appoint  vice-guardians; 
but  it  appeared  that  they  had  never  done 
so.     He  wished  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  the  false  economy  of  the  present 
system  of  relief.     The  object  of  the  poor- 
law  was  to  afford  relief  to  the  destitute 
poor  in  such  a  manner  as  not  to  destroy 
but  to  improve  the  resources  of  the  coun- 
try.    But  he  maintained  that  the  manner 
in  which  the  poor-law  had  been  adminis- 
tered,  especially  among   the    ablebodied 
classes,  had  tended  to  injure  and  detract 
from  the  resources  of  the  country.  Instead 
of  adopting   the  self-supporting  system, 
and  providing  employment  for  the  able- 
bodied,  a   mere   elecmo.synary  system  of 
feeding  the  people   had   been  carried  on 
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for  three  yettrs»  in  a  most  ruinous  and 
wasteful  manner.  Though  always  an  ad- 
vocate for  the  extension  of  a  compulsory 
foor-law  to  Ireland,  yet  so  lone  ago  as 
830,  twenty  years  back,  he  had  said 
that  the  curse  of  Ireland  was  the  general 
want  of  employment  for  its  inhabitants, 
and  that  any  poor-law  applied  to  Ireland 
that  merely  provided  relief  for  the  sick, 
without  containing  as  its  foremost  provi- 
sion the  setting  tb  work — and  that  produc- 
tive work — of  every  man  capable  of  work, 
the  rendering  labour  a  condition  to  be  ful- 
filled before  subsistence  was  administered, 
would  be  not  only  useless  but  ruinously  in- 
jurious. The  truth  of  that  statement  had 
been  proved  by  the  discussions  that  had 
lately  taken  place;  and  yet,  while  the  rate- 
payers were  impoverished,  the  poor  were,  in 
truth,  inadequately  relieved.  In  some  of 
the  unions  in  Ireland,  deaths  were  occur- 
ring day  by  day  and  week  by  week,  in  con- 
sequence of  the  insufficiency  of  the  relief, 
whether  indoor  or  outdoor,  afforded.  He 
had  received  statements  of  the  most  ap- 
paUing  character  from  medical  men  and 
coroners  in  some  of  the  western  unions, 
declaring  that  relief  had  been  refused  in 
numberless  cases  to  hundreds  of  persons, 
and  that  many  had  consequently  died.  He 
wished  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Secretary  for 
Ireland  why  prosecutions  had  not  been  in- 
stituted against  the  boards  of  guardians  or 
relieving  officers  who  appeared,  upon  the 
verdicts  of  coroners'  inquests,  to  have  re- 
fused relief?  He  could  corroborate  his 
statements  by  a  letter  he  had  received 
from  a  clergyman  in  the  county  of  Clare, 
who  stated  that  four  or  fire  coroners'  in- 
quests had  been  recently  held  in  the  Ennis 
and  adjoining  unions  upon  persons  who  had 
died  from  starvation  through  being  refused 
relief  in  time  to  save  their  lives.  One 
man,  Michael  Ryan,  had  travelled  three 
times  to  Ennistymon  workhouse,  sixty-six 
miles  in  all,  and  was  not  heeded  by  the 
guardians;  on  the  third  time  of  his  return 
he  fell  on  the  way  from  want,  and  expired 
a  few  days  after.  The  paupers  of  the  Co- 
rofin  union  were  at  present  lodged  in  the 
Ennis  workhouse;  but  although  after  re- 
peated applications  they  might  succeed  in 
getting  tickets  of  admission,  yet,  after 
crawling  three  or  four  times  to  the  work- 
house, they  were  sometimes  refused  en- 
trance, and  crowds  of  them  who  were  un- 
able to  leave  slept  at  the  workhouse  gate 
for  the  night,  where  death  sometimes  over- 
took them.  Lately  a  large  number  of 
paupers  went  from  Ennis  to  the  Ennisty- 


mon workhouse,  where  they  were  refused 
admission  ;  and  on  returning  to  Ennis 
workhouse,  a  distance  of  eighteen  miles, 
the  doors  were  closed  against  them,  and 
they  had  to  wander  about  in  search  of 
weeds  for  subsistence.  Sufficient  accom- 
modation might  be  easily  provided,  but  the 
guardians  objected  to  the  expense,  and 
while  they  were  practising  that  cold  and 
cruel  economy  the  people  were  withering 
on  the  earth.  The  famine  at  Jerusalem, 
according  to  the  account  of  Josephus,  was 
rivalled  by  what  had  taken  place  to  the 
writer's  knowledge  within  the  last  four 
years  in  Ireland.  Such  a  poor-law  was  a 
mockery  of  relief.  It  failed  to  provide  the 
destitute  with  food  fit  for  the  inhabitants 
of  a  Christian  country,  and  therefore  did 
not  carry  out  the  principle  on  which  a  poor- 
law  ought  to  be  founded.  He  could  not 
concur  in  the  resolutions  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber, who  wished  to  go  back  to  the  time 
when  there  was  no  poor-law  at  all,  and  he 
called  on  the  House  rather  to  enforce  the 
law  passed  in  1847,  for,  if  they  allowed  such 
thmgs  to  go  on,  Ireland  would  have  but 
the  shadow  of  a  poor-law — ^not  a  substan- 
tial law  to  save  people  from  perishing  of 
famine. 

Sir  L.  O'BRIEN  said,  th6  hon.  Gen- 
tleman who  had  just  sat  down  had  given 
them  a  very  fair  specimen  of  the  ridiculous 
stories  and  misrepresentations  which  were 
told  every  day  about  Ireland  and  the  poor- 
law.  For  instance,  he  told  the  House  of 
136  poor  people,  who  had  only  two  feet 
square — the  hon.  Gentleman  ought  to  have 
given  the  number  of  cubic  feet — to  live 
in.  Were  they  to  believe  such  a  story  9 
Any  one  would  know  it  was  impossible, 
at  all  events  with  the  race  of  people  whom 
he  knew  to  be  coming  for  relief  in  that  coun« 
try.  The  hon.  Gentleman  had  read  passages 
from  the  report  of  a  doctor,  which  ap- 
peared in  a  Parliamentary  paper  of  that 
morning;  but  it  would  have  been  better  if 
that  doctor  had  gone  to  the  board  and 
stated  the  cases  of  which  he  complained. 
Indeed,  it  was  his  business  to  have  done 
so,  or  to  have  exercised  his  power  of  re- 
dressing those  evils  without  going  to  the 
board  of  guardians  at  all.  Instead  of 
going  to  the  master  or  matron  of  the  work- 
house, he  wrote  an  invidious  report  to  be 
put  in  a  local  paper  as  a  piece  of  scandal 
against  the  guardians.  It  was  in  that  way 
the  poor-law  in  Ireland  was  defeated.  Br 
these  misrepresentations — by  this  wicked* 
ness,  and  by  this  cruelty — ^for  in  making 
those  statements,  injustice  was  caused  to 
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the  really  poor — while  many  were  re- 
duced to  poverty  who  had  heen  in  com- 
fort— it  had  come  to  pass  that  the  law 
could  not  he  carried  out.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber had  read  a  letter  from  a  Roman 
Catholic  clergyman  with  whom  he  (Sir  L. 
O'Brien)  was  well  acquainted.  He  would 
say  this  of  that  gentleman  and  of  his  rev. 
brethren,  that  they  had  rendered  it  impos- 
sible to  work  the  poor-law  in  Clare.  He 
knew  who  were  the  hon.  gentleman's  cor- 
respondents. One  of  this  kind  of  per- 
sons had  actually  recommended  persons 
for  relief  who  were  dealing  in  provisions  at 
the  time  in  his  (Sir  L.  O'Brien's)  own  vil- 
lage, and  it  was  a  long  time  before  it  came 
to  his  ears,  though  every  one  knew  it.  If 
the  Roman  Catholic  clergy  would  come 
forward  and  assist  the  gentry  in  the 
administration  of  the  poor-law,  the  coun- 
try would  be  able  to  get  through  the  most 
trying  times;  but  if  such  a  pressure  was 
maintained  on  the  guardians,  it  would  be 
impossible  to  work  it,  and  the  people  who 
had  to  pay  rates  would  be  ruined  utterly. 
Why,  he  had  seen  persons  as  well  dressed 
as  hon.  Gentlemen,  who,  when  the  board 
met,  hired  rags,  and  came  in  before  them 
limping  and  lame,  with  their  backs  bent 
and  doubled  up,  for  the  purpose  of  getting 
relief,  though  the  guardians  knew  them  to 
be  well  off.  The  relief  of  Clare  cost 
160,000L  last  year — ^more  than  one-half 
the  valuation  of  the  county,  and  which 
would  require  rates  of  at  least  I2s,  in  the 
pound  to  pay.  But  that  county  was  not 
the  worst.  In  the  union  of  Newcastle,  in 
the  county  of  Limerick,  the  rates  and  taxes 
were21«.  6d.  in  the  pound;  and  Mr.  Caird 
quoted  the  case  of  a  farm  in  Eanturk 
which  produced  but  24«.  an  acre,  on  which 
the  rates  and  taxes  came  to  25$,  an  acre. 
How  could  any  country  get  on  under  such 
circumstances  ?  If  the  hon.  Gentleman 
tume<lhis  time  and  his  talent  to  assist  the 
guardians  in  carrying  out  the  law,  he  could 
make  his  knowledge  of  the  subject  really 
of  service;  but  his  speeches  and  writings, 
day  after  day,  were  setting  one  class  against 
the  other,  and  rendering  it  impossible  to 
carry  out  the  law  at  all.  All  the  people 
thought  of  was  to  grasp  at  as  much  as  they 
could,  and  they  were  taught  to  hate  the 
rich,  and  regard  them  as  enemies.  In  that 
way  they  had  heard  aspersions  against  the 
justices  of  the  peace,  who  had  to  discharge 
the  most  serious  duties,  and  those  asper- 
sions naturally  tended  to  embarrass  them 
and  to  excite  the  people.  But  the  people 
were  beginning  to  find  out  the  truth,  and 


hb  return  to  the  House  was  a  proof  that 
they  did  not  regard  the  representations 
which  were  made  to  them ;  they  were  coming 
to  discover  who  were  their  real  friends.  It 
afforded  a  proof  that  the  lower  classes  were 
beginning  to  appreciate  the  real  state  of 
the  case,  and  were  prepared  to  throw  aside 
those  who  had  pursued  the  base,  degrad- 
ing, low,  and  unworthy  policy  of  seeking 
popularity  at  the  expense  jof  their  miserable 
country. 

Mr.  0 'FLAHERTY  observed,  the  hon. 
Baronet  might  have  a  chance  hereafter  of 
proving  what  he  stated  with  respect  to  the 
Roman  Catholic  clergy.  From  what  he 
(Mr.  0 'Flaherty)  knew  of  that  body,  he 
could  not  think  those  assertions  were  true. 
He  would  support  the  Motion  of  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Roscommon  in 
which  he  agreed  generally,  though  he 
would  not  take  away  the  power  of  outdoor 
relief  altogether.  The  House  ought  to  do 
something  to  prevent  the  total  destruction 
of  Irish  property. 

Sir  L.  O'BRIEN  explained,  that  he 
had  no  intention  of  imputing  to  the  Ro- 
man Catholic  clergy  any  desire  to  obstruct 
the  law.  He  lived  with  them  in  harmony 
and  good  feeling,  and  did  not  wish  to 
make  any  charge  against  them ;  but  he 
would  say  they  were  sometimes  driven  too 
far  by  the  circumstances  under  which  they 
were  placed. 

The  House  divided : — Ayes  65  ;  Noes 
90:  Majority  25. 

List  of  the  Ates. 


Arohdall,  Capt.  M. 
Arkwright,  G. 
Bateson,  T. 
Bentinck,  Lord  H. 
Best,  J. 
Boldero,  H.  G. 
Boyd,  J. 
Brisoo,  M. 
Broadley,  II. 
Brooke,  Sir  A.  B. 
Bunbury,  W.  M. 
Burke,  Sir  T.  J. 
Burrell,  Sir  G.  M. 
Cole,  hon.  U.  A. 
Dick,  Q. 
Dickson,  S. 
Disraeli,  B. 
Dunne,  Col. 
Forbes,  W. 
Frewen,  C.  H. 
Galway,  Visct. 
Grace,  0.  D.  J. 
Grogan,  £. 
Guernsey,  Lord 
Halsey,  T.  P. 
Hamilton,  G.  A. 
Ilamilton,  Lord  C. 


Herbert,  H.  A. 
Hildyard,  R.  C. 
Hudson,  G. 
Jocelyn,  Visct. 
JoUiffe,  Sir  W,  G.  H. 
Jones,  Capt. 
Keogh,  W. 
Leslie,  C.  P. 
Lewisbam,  Visct. 
Long,  W. 
Mackenxie,  W.  F. 
Macnaghten,  Sir  £. 
Maunsell,  T.  P. 
Monsell,  W. 
Napier,  J. 
Neeld,  J. 
Neeld.  J. 
Nugent,  Sir  P. 
O'Brien,  Sir  L. 
O'Connell,  M. 
O'FUherty,  A. 
Plumptre,  J.  P. 
Prime,  R. 
Sadleir,  J. 
St.  George,  C. 
Smollett,  A. 
Stafford,  A. 
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Stanford,  J.  F. 
Stanley,  £. 
Stuart,  U. 
Sullivan,  M. 
Treror,  hon.  G.  R. 
TroUope,  Sir  J. 
Vemer,SirW. 


Villiers,  hon.  F.  W.  0. 
Waddington,  H.  S. 
WaUh,  Sir  J.  B. 
Toung,  Sir  J. 

TXLCERS. 

French,  F. 
Naaa,  Lord 


TENEMENTS  RECOVERY  (IRELAND) 

BILL. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Mr.  FREWEN,  in  moving  the  Second 
Reading  of  this  Bill,  said,  its  ohject  was 
simply  to  extend  to  Ireland  an  Act  which 
had  worked  well  for  twelve  years  in  this 
country.  The  expense  of  ejectments  would 
he  saved  in  the  removal  of  squatters. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''  That  the  Bill  he  now  read  a  Second 
Time." 

Mr.  p.  SCROPE  moved  that  the  Bill 
he  read  a  second  time  that  day  six 
months.  The  effect  of  the  measure  would 
he  to  facilitate  still  further  the  process  of 
ejectment  and  eviction  in  Ireland.  Was 
it  prudent  in  Parliament,  therefore,  to 
pass  such  a  measure  at  a  time  when  small 
tenants  had  heen  got  rid  of  hy  hundreds 
and  thousands  ?  Since  the  famine  hegan, 
92,000  small  tenants  had  heen  turned  out, 
their  houses  pulled  down,  and  themselves 
exposed  to  perish.  Chief  Baron  Penne- 
father  stated  that  for  sixty  years  past 
Acts  without  numhcr  had  heen  passed  to 
increase  the  power  of  the  landlords  in 
Ireland,  hut  none  to  ameliorate  the  con- 
dition of  the  tenants.  This  Bill  would 
add  another  to  the  numher  of  the  former. 
Recently  600  ejectments  had  heen  hrought 
against  the  tenants  of  a  single  estate. 
Surely  the  power  of  eviction  was  suffi- 
ciently extensive  at  present. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the 
word  "  now,"  and  at  the  end  of  the 
Question  to  add  the  words  **  upon  this  day 
six  months." 

Question  proposed,  **  That  the  word 
'  now'  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

Mr.  OTLAHERT  Y  said,  that  he  should 
support  the  measure  if  it  conferred  any  he- 
nefit  on  the  resident  landlords  of  Ireland. 
With  regard  to  the  statement  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Stroud,  he  heg- 
ged  to  say  that  it  was  not  an  Irish  land- 
lord who  brought  the  ejectments  that  he 
had  spoken  of.  They  were  brought  on 
behalf  of  a  London  Insurance  Company. 
He  hoped  the  hon.  Member  for  Stroud 
would  bear  that  in  his  recollection  when 
he  referred  to  Irish  landlords.  He  should 
vote  against  the  measure. 


Mr.  HATCHELL  said,  that  the  court 
of  quarter  -  sessions  gave  the  landlords 
ample  power  to  get  back  lands  which  had 
been  overheld.  He  should,  therefore,  sup- 
port the  Amendment.  It  was  proposed  by 
this  measure  to  give  the  power  to  the  bench 
of  magistrates.  He  did  not  think  that  a 
new  tribunal  was  wanted,  and  this  time  it 
would  be  very  inexpedient  to  create  such  a 
tribunal.  He  did  not  wish  to  say  anything 
disrespectful  of  the  magistracy  in  Ireland, 
but  it  was  better  that  they  should  not  be 
called  upon  to  decide  in  cases  in  which 
they  themselves  or  their  friends  might  be 
interested. 

Mr.  G.  a.  HAMILTON  said,  that  there 
were  not  such  facilities  for  evicting  tenants 
as  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  seemed 
to  suppose,  because  a  year's  notice  was  re- 
quisite. The  difficulty  and  expense  of  the 
present  process  was  one  of  the  main  causes 
of  the  ejectments  which  had  taken  place, 
and  been  complained  of,  and  he  believed 
that  the  passing  of  a  more  summary  mode 
of  ejectment  would  be  beneficial,  not  only 
to  the  landlords,  but  to  the  tenants. 

Mr.  MONSELL  said,  that  this  BiU  ap- 
plied to  a  great  body  of  the  tenantry  of 
Ireland,  and  it  would  scarcely  lead  to  peace 
or  confidence  if  such  powers  were  given  to 
the  magistracy  of  Ireland,  however  pure 
and  well  disposed  to  discharge  their  duties 
they  might  be. 

Colonel  DUNNE  said,  that  the  only 
ejectment  that  could  be  brought  was  an 
ejectment  in  the  title,  which  was  a  suffi- 
ciently expensive  process.  It  was  not  the 
landlord,  but  the  poor-law  for  which  the 
hon.  Member  for  Stroud  voted  to-night, 
that  caused  these  ejectments.  He  believed 
that  some  such  measure  as  that  proposed 
was  necessary,  but  he  would  not  pledge 
himself  to  all  its  details. 

Lord  NAAS  thought  that  it  would  put 
an  end  to  some  of  the  distressing  scenes 
which  accompanied  ejectments  in  Ireland 
if  a  more  summary  process  existed.  He 
was  not  prepared,  however,  to  give  the 
power  to  the  magistrates  of  deciding  upon 
cases  to  the  amount  of  20^,  which  he 
thought  was  too  high. 

Mr.  ROCHE  hoped  the  Government 
would  not  now,  or  at  anv  future  period, 
support  a  measure  foundea  on  the  principle 
of  this  Bill.  The  power  of  ejectment  ex- 
isted in  the  assistant  barrister  s  court,  and 
he  did  not  think  that  there  was  any  neces- 
sity for  another  tribunal. 

Mr.  GROGAN  admitted  the  necessity 
of  having  a  more  speedy  and  effectual  law 
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of  ejectment,  but  tbought  Ae  present  mea- 
sure required  some  modification. 

Mb.  SADLEIR  said,  there  was  not  a 
single  clause  in  the  Bill  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Sussex  that  would  meet  the  griev- 
ance which  existed  in  Ireland.  The  great 
evil  in  that  country  was,  that  no  landlord 
could  obtain  possession  of  his  property 
from  a  trespasser  without  going  through 
the  whole  process  of  ejectment;  and  this 
Bill  did  not  in  any  way  remedy  that  eyil. 
He  cordially  joined  with  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  Eildare  in  imploring  the 
Government  to  take  the  subject  into 
their  hands,  and  to  legislate  effectually 
upon  it. 

Mr.  ST.  GEORGE  suggested  that  the 
simple  fact  of  a  tenant  owing  one  year's 
rent  should  be  sufficient  to  cause  eviction. 

Mr.  NAPIER  hoped  the  hon.  Member 
for  East  Sussex  would  not  press  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill.  No  good  reason  had 
been  assigned  for  the  extension  of  the  pro- 
iHsions  of  the  Act  of  the  1st  and  2nd  of 
Victoria,  cap.  74,  to  Ireland. 

Mr.  FREWEN  said,  that  as  the  Soli- 
ctor General  for  Ireland  was  opposed  to 
the  Bill,  and  as  Her  Majesty's  Ministers 
appeared  also  to  be  against  it,  he  would 
not  trouble  the  House  by  dividing  upon  the 
Question. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Words  added. 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  put,  and 
agreed  to. 

Bill  to  be  read  2^  upon  this  day  six 
months. 

The  House  adjourned  at  half  after  One 
o'clock. 
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HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 

Wednesday,  June  5,  1850. 

MiHUTxa.]    PuBiJo  Bills. — Reported, — ^Weight* 

and  Measures. 
3*  Titles  of  Religious  Congregations. 

NEW  HOUSES  OF  COMMONS— THE 
MEMBERS'  GALLERY. 

Mr.  BANKES  wished  to  take  the  opin- 
ion  of  Mr.  Speaker  on  a  ouestion  arising 
out  of  the  construction  of  the  House.  On 
the  occasion  of  their  last  sitting  (in  the 
new  Chamber)  hon.  Members  addressed 
them  from  the  gallery,  and  he  (Mr.  Bankes) 
begged  to  ask,  if  it  was  in  conformity  with 
the  rules  of  the  House  that  a  Member 
should  speak  from  the  gallery,  which  was 
considerably  behind  the  bar  of  the  House  ? 
He  had  always  understood  that  no  hon. 


Member  was  entitled  to  speak  from  any 
part  of  the  House  decidedly  behind  the  bar; 
and  as  a  large  number  of  hon.  Members 
would  sit  in  the  gallery,  it  was  a  matter  of 
importance  to  ascertain  whether  they  would 
be  allowed  to  address  the  House  there 
though  actually  sitting  within  its  walls. 
He  begged  to  put  the  question,  and  to 
have  Mr.  Speaker's  opinion  on  it  as  a 
point  of  order. 

Mr.  SPEAKER  said,  that  hon.  Mem- 
hers  sitting  in  the  gallery,  if  in  a  place  de- 
YOted  to  Members,  had  a  right  to  be  heard 
from  it,  thought  it  was  behind  the  bar*. 
The  gallery  was  to  be  considered  within 
the  House. 

Mr.  bankes  obserred,  that  as  the 
strangers'  gallery  was  a  portion  of  the 
same  gallery  in  which  hon.  Members  sat; 
might  not  some  inconvenience  arise  from 
the  difficulty  of  distinguishing  whether  it 
was  a  stranger  or  a  Member  who  addressed 
the  House  ? 

Mr.  speaker  said,  that  there  were 
many  places  behind  the  bar  ^m  which 
Members  had  a  right  to  address  the 
House,  but  Members  could  not  address 
the  House  unless  they  spoke  inm.  the 
places  doToted  to  Members. 

EDUCATION  BILL. 

Order  read  for  resuming  Adjourned  De- 
bate on  Amendment  proposed  to  be  [made 
to  Question  17th  April],  "  That  the  Bill 
be  now  read  a  second  time,"  and  which 
Amendment  was  to  leaye  out  the  word 
"  now,"  and  at  the  end  of  the  Question 
to  add  the  words  "  upon  this  day  six 
months." 

Question  again  proposed,  ''  That  the 
word  '  now '  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

Mr.  C.  ANSTEY  gave  the  BiU  his  cor- 
dial  support,  and  expressed  his  great  re- 
gret that  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Arundel  should  have  departed  from  the 
liberal  course  he  generally  pursued,  and 
have  opposed  a  measure  to  diffuse  the 
blessings  of  education.  The  principal  ob- 
jections which  had  been  urged  in  the 
House  had  been  founded  not  on  the  Bill 
before  them,  but  on  systems  of  education 
in  foreign  countries,  and  on  propositions 
laid  before  foreign  legislatures.  It  was 
said  that  the  University  of  Paris,  which 
had  the  monopoly  of  education,  had  made 
Frenchmen  a  nation  of  infidels;  and  hon. 
Members  argued  that  the  House  should 
therefore  reject  any  scheme  of  secular  edu- 
cation. But  the  system  of  the  Paris  Uni- 
versity was  eminently  religious  and  secta- 
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rian,  and  if  hon.  Members  believed  a  uni- 
versity system  of  that  kind  created  infidels, 
they  ought  to  give  this  Bill  their  support. 
What  was  the  principle  of  this  measure, 
BO  much  denounced  ?  It  first  gave  a  com- 
plete recognition  of  the  necessity  of  reli- 
gious education,  and  then  of  the  right  of 
parents  to  teach  whatever  religion  they 
pleased  to  their  children.  It  would  have 
been  better  if  the  hon.  Member  for  Old- 
ham had  used  the  word  ''  instruction"  in- 
stead of  "  education,"  as  the  change  would 
have  met  some  of  the  arguments  used  by 
his  opponents.  But,  after  all,  the  Bill  of 
the  hon.  Member  was  open  to  very  little 
objection.  The  hon.  Member  proposed 
that  there  should  be  schools  fDr  teaching 
children — ^the  children  of  the  poor^—- read- 
ing, writing,  and  arithmetic.  Although 
under  the  Bill  it  was  proposed  to  give  no- 
thing but  secular  instruction,  it  was  not 
proposed  that  the  children  should  be  limit- 
ed to  that.  On  the  contrary,  the  promo- 
ters of  the  measure  were  perfectly  willing 
that  the  children  of  the  poor  attending 
those  schools  should  receive  religious  in- 
struction and  information  from  any  quar- 
ter, and  in  any  manner  that  their  parents 
or  other  natural  guardians  might  think 
proper,  leaving  them  perfectly  free  to  re- 
ceive such  instruction  as  the  children  of 
the  poor  had  been  accustomed  to  receive 
from  their  priests  or  other  ministers  of  re- 
ligion. Now,  that  was  what  the  hon. 
Member  for  Oldham  required,  and  such  a 
plan  of  education  for  the  people  of  this 
country  did  not  appear  open  to  the  com- 
plaints that  had  been  made  against  it.  In 
opposition  to  the  measure,  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  London  told  the  House 
that  he  deemed  it  inexpedient  that  there 
should  be  any  separation  of  religious  from 
secular  instruction,  and  the  noble  Lord 
also  objected  to  the  Bill  on  the  ground 
that  it  savoured  too  much  of  centralisation, 
observing,  at  the  same  time,  that  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  Privy  Council  for  Education 
existed  in  full  force,  and  that  in  any  plan 
for  instructing  the  people  Parliament  ought 
to  avail  themselves  of  the  existence  of  such 
a  body,  and  of  the  aid  that  might  be  de- 
rived from  it.  Now,  it  was  hardly  fair  to 
make  that  a  ground  of  complaint  against 
the  measure  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Old- 
ham; for  any  one  who  looked  at  the  Bill 
would  see  that  in  framing  his  measure  he 
had  to  some  extent  taken  advantage  of 
the  existence  of  such  a  body  as  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  Privy  Council  for  Education, 
and  of  the  powers  with  which  the  law  had 


previously  invested  that  Committee.  But 
then  the  noble  Lord  objected  to  the  princi- 
ple of  the  Bill.  The  obvious  answer  to 
that  was,  that  the  measure  had  been  found- 
ed upon  a  principle  which  the  Government 
themselves  recognised.  The  very  princi- 
ple which  the  noble  Lord  found  fault  with, 
was  the  very  principle  upon  which  his  own 
Government  proceeded.  Every  one  must 
see  at  a  glance  that  it  was  the  principle 
on  which  the  present  system  of  Govern- 
ment education  was  based.  Then,  the  only, 
difference  between  the  hon.  Member  for 
Oldham  and  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  London,  was  one  purely  of  detail.  One 
of  them  said  he  would  confide  the  business 
of  secular  and  religious  education  in  every 
case  to  an  individual,  and  the  other  main- 
tained the  contrary;  but  what  was  the 
practical  workbg  of  that  ?  The  persons 
so  employed  by  the  Privy  Council  to  carry 
out  their  plans  of  education  were  obligea 
to  separate  secular  from  religious  instruc- 
tion. Then,  if  they  must  be  separated, 
would  it  not  be  better  to  have  two  distinct 
classes  of  teachers  ?  Further,  in  consider- 
ing whether  they  would  or  would  not  pass 
the  Bill  then  before  them,  they  were  bound 
to  look  at  the  state  of  public  opinion  re- 
specting this  question — they  were  bound 
to  ask  themselves  what  had  been  the  ten- 
our  of  the  petitions  addressed  to  them. 
He  would  ask,  had  not  the  petitions  been 
generally  in  favour  of  the  BOl  ?  and,  more 
especially,  he  would  remind  them  that  the 
petitions  to  which  the  august  ecclesiastics 
of  the  Catholic  Church  appended  their  nst' 
natures,  had  not  they  been  all  so  far  m 
favour  of  the  measure  as  to  avow  a  distinct 
preference  for  secular  instruction  over  what 
was  called  reli^ous  instruction  ?  They 
required,  and  doubtless  every  one  who 
valued  toleration  would  agree  they  had  a 
right  to  require,  that  no  book  should  be 
put  into  the  hands  of  Catholic  children,  no 
instruction  given  to  them,  of  which  the 
clergy  of  that  Church  or  the  parents  of 
the  children  disapproved;  and  furthermore, 
that  Catholic  children  should  not  be  re- 
quired to  join  in  prayer  with  those  of  their 
schoolfellows  from  whom  they  differed  in 
religion.  With  reference  to  the  present 
position  of  the  subject,  he  wished  to  state 
one  or  two  facts.  In  the  united  kingdom 
there  were  at  nresent  as  many  as  9,000,000 
or  10,000,090  young  persons  desiring  sec- 
ular instruction,  and,  at  the  same  time, 
the  means  for  that  purpose  were  confess- 
edly insufficient.  He  would  instance  the 
case  of  Liverpool.     The  former  returns 
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from  that  town  showed  that  ahout  one 
person  in  eight  had  received  the  ad- 
vantages of  education,  while  the  last 
returns,  in  comparing  the  educated  with 
the  uneducated  classes,  showed  that  the 
proportion  was  one  in  ten.  Now,  what 
was  the  principle  which  the  Govern- 
ment had  taken  up  that  entitled  them  to 
stand  forth  so  strenuously  in  opposition  to 
the  Bill  ?  One  of  the  principles  on  which 
thej  seemed  to  rest  their  opposition  was 
this,  that  education  should  he  maintained 
upon  the  voluntary  system.  That  might 
be  all  very  well  in  the  case  of  religion. 
There  the  voluntary  principle  might  be  ef- 
fective; but  when  men  were  called  upon  to 
be  generous  in  the  work  of  education,  it 
was  not  easy  to  get  them  voluntarily  to  en- 
dow educational  establishments.  Still  the 
Government  opposed  the  measure  of  the 
boQ.  Member  for  Oldham,  although  the 
Church  of  England  itself  was  not  altoge- 
ther unwilling  to  leave  secular  education 
in  the  hands  of  the  State;  and,  in  fact,  the 
only  difficulty  in  that  part  of  the  subject 
arose  from  uncertainty  as  to  the  meaning 
of  the  phrase  "secular  education,"  as  to 
the  precise  sense  in  which  the  terms  *'  se- 
cular" and  "ecclesiastical"  should  be 
used.  It  really  appeared  to  him,  that  in 
dealing  with  this  question,  the  Government 
began  at  the  wrong  end — they  began  with 
the  roof  instead  of  commencing  with  the 
foundation.  He  had  visited  many  of  the 
national  schools  in  Ireland,  and  he  never 
knew  harmony  existing  in  any  of  those 
establishments  where  the  rules  laid  down 
for  their  government  were  strictly  carried 
out;  but  where  a  wise  compromise  was 
entered  into  by  the  clergy  of  both  denomi- 
nations with  reference  to  the  selection  of 
books,  then  a  good  understanding  was 
easily  established  and  maintained.  When, 
however,  it  was  attempted  to  introduce  the 
Government  plan  in  its  full  vigour,  it  was 
found  that  it  would  not  work;  for  how 
could  persons  professing  opposite  systems 
of  religion,  settle  what  ihings  were  essen- 
tial, and  what  were  not  ?  The  authority  of 
tradition  might  seem  to  Protestants  to  be 
not  a  very  important  portion  of  the  Catho- 
lic religion,  whereas  it  was  the  very  foun- 
dation of  ecclesiastical  authority  in  that 
Church.  He  had  likewise  to  observe,  that 
the  funds  proposed  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Oldham  were  to  be  derived  from  a  local  rate 
accompanied  by  local  authority  and  local 
responsibility.  If  the  House  threw  out 
the  £iil,  they  would  by  that  act  recognise 
the  principle  of  centralisation.     As  to  the 


Catholics  and  the  Protestant  Dissenters, 
they  laboured  under  a  grievous  want  of 
the  means  of  educating  their  young  peo- 
ple. There  were  at  present  in  Great  Bri- 
tain 100,000  Catholics  in  the  utmost  need 
of  secular  and  religious  instruction,  whom 
it  would  be  impossible  to  educate  with  the 
scanty  funds  now  available  for  such  a  pur- 
pose. Many  of  those  were  Irish,  and  great 
numbers  were  in  the  parish  schools  and 
workhouses,  exposed  to  the  influence  of  a 
proselytising  spirit,  but  whom  their  parents 
and  friends  did  not  possess  any  sufficient 
means  of  educating.  At  the  present  mo- 
ment there  were  in  the  Marylebone  work- 
house as  many  as  fifty-six  children  in  that 
position.  It  was  further  not  unworthy  of 
notice  that  the  most  destitute  districts  were 
those  in  which  it  was  found  most  difficult 
to  raise  funds  for  purposes  of  education. 
He  should  support  the  principle  of  the  Bill, 
without  pledging  himself  to  all  the  details, 
and  he  warned  those  who  opposed  the  Bill 
on  the  ground  that  the  House  had  no  right 
to  withdraw  social  duties  from  the  sphere 
of  religious  action,  that  they  might,  by 
carrying  out  this  principle  overmuch,  de- 
generate into  violent  and  ridiculous  heresy. 
Those  who  would  so  act,  must  be  prepared 
to  convert  society  into  one  great,  wide- 
spread, and  universal  Agapemone. 

Mr.  DRUMMOND  thought  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Oldham,  who 
had  brought  this  measure  forward  in  a 
speech  which  had  met  with  general  appro- 
bation, had  received  a  hard  measure  from 
both  sides  of  the  House.  If  there  were  one 
question  upon  which  hon.  Members  were 
more  unanimous  than  another,  it  was  in 
asserting  that  the  State  ought  to  under- 
take the  education  of  the  people.  Upon 
a  former  occasion  he  had  remarked  the 
sad  confusion  which  prevailed  in  the  terms 
**  education  "  and  '*  instruction."  He  was 
glad  that  this  distinction  was  recognised 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Oldham  ;  and  it 
was  only  remarkable  that  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Sheffield  had  used  the 
words  "instruction"  and  "  education"  as 
convertible  terms.  They  all  agreed  upon 
the  substantative,  but  they  were  all  fight- 
ing about  the  adjectives,  some  calling  out 
for  secular,  others  for  biblical,  or  religious, 
or  scriptural  education  ;  but  still,  a  State 
education  they  all  insisted  upon  having. 
Now,  he  believed  that  this  was  an  impos- 
sibility. There  were  no  two  things  more 
unlike  each  other  than  education  and  in- 
struction. Instruction  was  putting  some- 
thing into  a  person,  education  meant  draw- 
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ing  something  oat  of  a  person.  All  in- 
struction might  be  divided  into  two  classes. 
Thej  might  give  either  scientific  instruc- 
tion •or  historical  instruction,  but  thej 
could  give  no  other.  The  tendency  of 
scientific  instruction  was  to  make  sceptics. 
Every  person  who  knew  a  smattering  of 
science  knew  that  scientific  men  took  no- 
thing upon  authority.  A  lecturer  upon 
anatomy,  chymistry,  or  any  other  science, 
says,  "  You  must  not  trust  to  -  what 
I  tell  you  about  the  muscles,  veins,  ten- 
dons, arteries,  or  nerves ;  it  will  be 
your  duty  to  trace  them  for  yourself.  You 
must  take  nothing  whatever  on  trust.*' 
So  it  was  with  every  other  science.  But 
with  regard  to  historical  research,  the  case 
was  wholly  different.  There  we  must 
trust  to  the  assertions  of  others.  At  this 
time  of  day  we  could  not  inquire  whether 
such  a  man  as  Hannibal  had  ever  lived. 
We  must  take  the  fact  upon  the  assertion 
of  others.  We  might  investigate  histori- 
cal incidents,  but  we  could  make  no  new 
discoveries  of  facts.  Niebuhr  and  his  fol- 
lowers had  merely  modified  things  that 
were  known  before.  But  in  education  the 
state  of  things  was  wholly  ^different. 
Learning,  after  all,  was  a  luxury.  A 
man's  happiness  was  not  made  by  it.  It 
might  increase  his  irritability  and  his  self- 
sufficiency,  but  it  gave  him  no  increased 
means  of  happiness.  Nor  did  it  increase 
his  morals.  There  was  no  connexion  be- 
tween intellectual  power  and  moral  im- 
provement; but  in  education  the  thing  was 
wholly  different.  Education  was  effect- 
ed by  the  drawing  forth  of  that  which 
was  good,  and  the  non-drawing  forth  of 
that  which  was  evil.  This  work  could  only 
be  carried  on  by  the  parents  when  the 
child  was  young,  and  by  the  Church 
afterwards.  Every  heathen  man  could 
say — 

"  Video  meliora  proboque." 
But  what  followed  ? — 


« 


Beteriora  sequor." 


They  must  have  the  ordinances  of  the 
Church  to  communicate  the  power  of  doing 
that  which  was  right,  or  they  would  have 
gained  nothing  at  all,  and  they  were  day 
by  day  destroying  that  Church,  and  substi- 
tuting this  theory  of  universal  instruction 
for  the  spiritual  power  of  the  Church.  Such 
a  theory  was  wholly  fallacious.  It  was  the 
love  of  the  mother,  and  not  the  learning 
of  the  mother,  that  educated  and  nourish- 
ed the  child;  and  it  was  the  pastorship  and 
the  love  of  the  Church,  and  not  its  the- 


ology or  its  teaching,  that  had  ever  bene- 
fited or  made  a  religious  community. 

Mr.  W.  p.  wood  said,  he  felt  a  very 
deep  interest  in  this  question,  which  he 
apprehended  was  after  all  the  one  great 
question  upon  which  the  maintenance  of 
our  happiness  and  the  prosperity  of  our 
empire  depended  ;  and,  perhaps,  he  had  a 
special  call  to  address  the  House,  in  con- 
sequence of  the  observations  that  had  been 
offered  by  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  op- 
posite, the  Member  for  Youghal,  in  which 
he  described  the    operations  of  a  society 
with    which    he    (Mr.   Wood)    had    had 
the  honour  of  being  connected  for  some 
years,  as  utterly  useless,  and  the  society 
itself  as  effete.     [Mr.  C.  Anstey  :  For  this 
purpose,  for  the    purpose  of  distributing 
Parliamentary  grants.]      Before    he    sat 
down,  he  thought  he  should  convince  the 
House  of  the  extremely  erroneous  conclu- 
sions to  which  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman had  arrived  ;  but,  before  doing  so, 
he  was  anxious  to  express,  as  every  hon. 
Member  almost,  who  had  preceded  him, 
had  expressed,  his  satisfaction  at  the  calm 
and  temperate  tone  in  which  the  subject 
was  introduced  to  the  House.     It  was  a 
subject  on  which,  of  all  others,  they  ought 
to  be  calm  and  gentle.     He  would  endea- 
vour, as  far  as  possible,  to  follow  the  ex- 
ample of  not  being  excited  on  this  subject, 
feeling,  as  he  did,  that  religion  had  been 
up  to  this  moment  the  handmaid  of  educa- 
tion, yet  it  should  not  be  through  his  lips, 
at  all  events,  that  such  expressions  should 
fall  as  that  those  who  voted  against  this 
measure   were    voting   in  favour  of    the 
powers  of  hell,  and  that  those  who  voted 
in  favour  of  it  were  voting  in  favour  of  the 
powers  of  heaven.    He  had  not  even  heard 
such  an  expression.    Although  he  was  glad 
that  the  hon.  Member  who  proposed  this 
measure  disclaimed  many  of  the  idle  and 
foolish  expressions  which  appeared  to  be 
prevalent  on  this  subject,  yet  at  the  close 
of  his  speech  he  somewhat  inadvertently 
introduced  some  of  those  views.     The  hon. 
Gentleman  read  a  document  to  the  House 
purporting  to  emanate  from  a  society  of 
working  men;  and  he  said  that  he  believed 
the  feelings  of  the  working  men  were  not 
understood.  He  (Mr.  Wood)  believed  them 
to  have  the   average  amount  of  intellect 
that  the  rest  of  mankind  had;  but  he  must 
beg  leave  to  say,  that  the  first  sentence  of 
that  document  convinced  him  it  was  not  a 
working    man's    production.  '  He   never 
heard  working  men  use  such  expressions 
as  "  the  plastic  minds  and  nascent  judg- 
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ment  of  our  offspring  should  not  be  snh- 
ject  to  external  pressure."  [Mr.  M.  Gib- 
son :  But  they  adopted  it.]  The  right 
hon.  Member  said  they  adopted  it.  That 
was  his  complaint.  His  great  complaint 
was,  that  men  availed  themselves  of  this 
idle  species  of  oratory.  There  was  a  fal- 
lacy in  supposing  that  the  great  difficulty 
in  educating  the  people  of  this  country  had 
arisen  from  the  feeling  of  the  religious 
seets,  and  that,  instead  of  religion  being  the 
handmaid  of  education,  it  had  been  the 
obstacle.  Another  fallacy  occurred  in 
the  suggestion,  that  they  should  leave 
out  all  those  points  on  which  men  differed, 
and  adopt  the  eclectic  system,  eliminating 
only  those  points  on  which  all  men  agreed. 
He  knew  that  men's  minds  were  variously 
formed,  as  different  eyes  were  variously 
affected  by  different  colours,  and  that  the 

Eure  ray  of  truth  seldom  fell  upon  any 
uman  mind.  But  this  mode  of  proceed- 
ing would  end  in  excluding  every  ray,  and 
certainly  all  colours  are  alike  in  the  dark. 
It  was  asserted  that  differences  on  religious 
subjects  had  prevented  education.  Now, 
he  asked  them  to  show  him  a  single  child 
who  had  been  shut  out  of  a  school  in  conse- 
quence of  religious  education  being  given 
in  it.  He  should  show  what  education 
had  been  given  by  the  different  religious 
societies,  and  then  ask  what  had  been  done 
by  the  schools  of  the  philosophers.  He 
would  begin  at  the  beginning.  In  what 
were  called  the  dark  ages,  where  was  there 
any  education  except  in  connexion  with  the 
religious  institutions  ?  The  only  informa- 
tion then  possessed  was  derived  from  the 
religious  institutions  and  the  schools  found- 
ed by  them.  He  had  a  debt  of  gratitude 
to  acknowledge  to  one  of  those  institutions. 
He  had  had  the  advantage  to  be  connect- 
ed, as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in  the 
chair,  and  many  other  Members  of  that 
House,  had  been,  with  the  oldest  educa- 
tional institution  in  this  country.  The 
school  of  Winchester  was  founded  in  1393, 
more  than  450  years  ago,  by  William  of 
Wykeham,  himself  a  Churchman,  and  it 
gave  a  religious  education  foimded  upon 
religious  principles,  but  not  a  religious 
education  only.  William  of  Wykeham 
well  knew  that  no  person  could  be  properly 
educated  unless  all  the  powers  of  his  mind 
were  developed  in  harmony.  It  was  a 
monstrous  calumny  on  the  Church,  and  on 
the  different  religious  bodies,  to  say  that 
they  had  ever  been  opposed  to  the  develop- 
ment of  the  intellectual  powers.  Their 
religious  institutions  all  recognised    this 


truth,  that  in  man   there   were  intellec- 
tual,  moral,   and  religious  faculties,  and 
that  the  equal  and  harmonious  develop- 
ment of  those  faculties  was  the  only*  real 
education.     William  of  Wykeham  *s  motto 
was,  "Manners  maketh  man;"  and  he 
took  no  bigoted  view  of  the  subject  of  edu- 
cation.    Eton  was  in  the  reign  of  Henry 
VI.,  founded  on  the   same   principle;  as 
were  also  Westminster,   and  the  varioua 
other  public  schools.  In  the  time  of  Henry 
YIIL,  unfortunately,  a  vast  spoliation  took 
place  with  reference  to  those  funds  which 
might  have  been  devoted   to  education ; 
but  when,  through  the  influence  of  the 
clergy,  and  especially  of  Cranmer,  some 
few  fragments  were  naved.  they  were  de. 
voted  entirely  to  the  purposes  of  education* 
The  Church  had  at  all  times  distinguished 
itself  in  promoting  the  cause  of  education. 
Henry  VIII.  founded  another  institution 
to  which  he   (Mr.  Wood)   was   indebted, 
namely,  Trinity  College,  Cambridge ;  the 
foundation  being  such  that  men  of  every 
line  of  politics  had  been  collected  within 
the  walls.     They  then  came  to  the  reign 
of  Edward  VI.,  and  from  some  additional 
fragments  there  was  founded  in  that  reign 
Christ's    Hospital,  in  which  five  or  six 
hundred  children  received  not  only  religi« 
ous  but  secular  education.     In  that  reign 
eighty  public  schools  were  founded  through- 
out the  country,  amongst  which  was  a 
valuable  one  in  the  town  of  Birmingham. 
That  was  the  state  of  things  down  to  the 
time  of  the  Reformation.     Was  there  any 
cessation  in  this  course  ?     He  did  not  find 
any  unless  it  were  during  the  troubles  of 
the  civil  war.      No  sooner  were  matters 
tranquillised  by  the  Restoration  than  educa- 
tion was  again   set    forward.      And    by 
whom  ?     By  the  philosophers,  of  whom 
there  were  many  in  the  reigns  of  Charles 
II.,  James  II.,  and  William  III.?     No; 
the  only  schools  founded  for  the  poor  in 
those  reigns  were  founded  by  the  clergy. 
It  was  a  remarkable  fact  that  in  16/4, 
soon  after  the  Restoration,  there  was  found- 
ed a  society  for  educating  the  poor  of 
Wales,  who  were  then,  as  he  feared  in- 
deed they  were  still,  in  a  peculiar  state  of 
destitution  as  regarded  education.     That 
society  was  founded  by  several  eminent 
men,  who  signed  a  paper  pledging  them- 
selves  to  carry  out  religious  instruction  in 
Wales  by  di^ising  religious  works,  and  by 
having  the  children  taught  to  read  and 
write  and  to  cast  accounts.      The  first 
names  which  he  found  on  this  paper  were 
those  of  Tillotson,  Stillingfleety  Patrick^ 
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and  Fowler,  all  of  whom  were  afterwards 
selected  by  the  Crown  to  fill  the  office  of 
bishop;  and  he  could  wish  that  all  subse- 
quent appointments  had  been  equally  good. 
It  would  be  remembered  that  in  William's 
reign  there  was  a  commission  for  the 
selection  of  bishops.  There  was  also  the 
name  of  Richaixl  Baxter — a  name  for 
which  he  entertained  a  high  degree  of 
veneration,  though  it  belonged  to  one 
who  became  a  nonconformist  from  the 
Church.  His  object  was  to  show  that  it 
was  the  religious  sentiment  which  had  been 
the  great  cause  of  the  promotion  of  educa- 
tion in  this  country,  and  that  without  re- 
ference to  sects.  He  claimed  for  the 
Church  the  merit  of  pre-eminence  and 
priority  in  carrying  out  the  education  of 
the  people.  [Mr.  M.  Gibson  :  The  Church 
came  second.]  His  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Manchester  said,  the  Church 
was  second.  That  was  a  deplorable  ex- 
hibition of  the  ignorance  which  existed 
with  regard  to  that  subject.  It  was  a 
most  remarkable  fact  that  they  should  find 
such  ignorance  even  there.  He  was  pre- 
pared to  establish  his  position  by  facts  and 
figures.  The  first  move  in  education  after 
the  Restoration  was  that  to  which  he  had 
just  referred,  which  had  Wales  for  its  ob- 
ject. The  next  move  was  a  most  remark- 
able meeting,  which  produced  the  Chris- 
tian Knowledge  Society.  It  was  held  on 
the  8th  of  March,  1699;  a  meeting  of  five 
individuals  who  combined  together  with  en- 
ergy and  perseverance.  Of  those  ^ye  per- 
sons all  were  members  of  the  Church; 
although  only  one  was  a  clergyman;  one 
was  a  judge,  another  a  colonel  in  the  Army. 
Their  first  resolution  was  as  follows  :-- 

"  We,  whose  names  are  undersigned,  do  sub- 
scribe annually  the  sums  affixed  to  our  several 
names  for  promoting  Christian  knowledge.** 

How? 

"  Bj  creating  catechetical  schools,  by  raising 
catechetical  lending  libraries  for  the  several  mar- 
ket towns,  by  distributing  good  books,  or  otherwise 
as  the  society  shall  direct. 

The  very  first  thing  which  this  new  society 
did  was  to  establish  good  schools  for  the 
educaUon  of  the  poor.  The  first  meeting 
having  taken  place  in  1699,  five  years 
afterward,  in  1704,  there  was  holden  the 
first  of  those  annual  gatherings  of  charity 
schools  which  had  taken  place  every  year 
down  to  the  present  time  in  this  metro- 
polis; and  such  had  been  the  efforts  of  the 
founders  of  the  society  in  the  interval,  that 
there  were  2,000  children  present.  In 
1729,  Qvlj  30  years  after  the  first  meetingt 


there  were  in  England,  in  consequence  of 
the  society's  operations,  1 ,658  schools^ 
containing  27,000  boys  and  17,000  giris, 
in  all  34,0UO  children.  It  had  been  said 
that  the  Church  never  thought  of  forming 
a  National  Society  till  Lancaster  set  up  his 
school.  He  had  shown  that  the  Church 
engaged  in  the  work  of  education  a  century 
before  Lancaster  was  heard  of.  The  truth 
was,  that  in  consequence  of  the  growing  ope- 
rations of  the  Christian  Knowledge  Society, 
the  National  Society  split  off  from  it. 
Hence  the  common  trick  of  saying,  that  the 
National  Society  was  only  founded  in  1811. 
Dr.  Bell,  a  clergyman  of  the  Church,  es- 
tablished a  school  in  Madras,  in  conformity 
with  his  views,  in  1789.  In  1797  he  came 
to  England,  where  he  established  a  school 
at  Aldgate.  In  1798  Joseph  Lancaster 
was  a  lad  18  years  of  age,  but  even  at  that 
age,  being  actively  engaged  in  a  school 
established  by  his  father,  he  introduced 
great  improvements  in  the  system  of  in- 
struction. In  the  work  published  by  him 
in  1803  he  expressed  his  regret  that  he  was 
not  acquainted  with  the  details  of  Dr. 
Bell's  system  till  he  had  somewhat  ad- 
vanced in  his  plan,  as  it  would  have  saved 
him  much  trouble^^  The  National  Society 
having  been  formed  in  1811,  the  British 
and  Foreign  School  Society,  which  adopted 
Mr.  Lancaster's  system,  was  not  establish- 
ed till  1812.  His  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Manchester  was,  therefore, 
under  a  most  remarkable  hallucination  in 
supposing  that  the  Church  had  ever  lagged 
behind  in  the  great  work  of  educating  the 
poor.  But  it  was  of  much  more  importance 
to  ascertain  how  the  Church  had  been 
doing  her  duty  towards  the  people  amongst 
whom  they  lived  and  moved.  If  that  ques- 
tion could  not  be  satisfactorily  answered,  all 
that  the  Church  had  done  previously  would, 
he  admitted,  be  as  nothing;  but  he  appre- 
hended that  those  who  considered  that  re- 
ligious feelings  stood  in  the  way  of  educa- 
tion were  here  also  most  remarkably  in 
error.  He  would  just  call  the  attention  of 
the  House  to  what  had  been  done  from  the 
institution  of  the  National  Society  in  1811 
down  to  the  present  time;  and  he  would 
particularly  request  them  to  mark  what  an 
improvement  had  resulted  from  the  system 
adopted  by  the  Government,  or  rather  by 
Parliament,  of  making  grants  as  stimu- 
lants to  education.  From  1811  to  1838 
the  National  Society  expended  104,000^9 
being  at  the  rate  of  about  3,800Z.  a  year. 
There  was  then  introduced  the  system 
of  making  annual  grants  in  aid  of  volun- 
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tary  exertions.  What  was  the  result 
as  regarded  this  particular  society  ? 
Why,  whereas  in  the  first  27  years  of 
its  existence  it  expended  only  104,0002., 
in  the  nine  years  from  1838  to  1847  inclu- 
aiye  it  expended  188,135^,  or  21,0002.  a 
year.  He  could  not  give  the  statistics  of 
the  different  Dissenting  bodies,  but  he  be- 
lieved that  they  also  would  exhibit  great 
results.  In  1837  the  National  Society  had 
10,800  day  schools;  in  1847  it  had  17.000. 
Of  Sunday  schools  there  were  5,230  in  the 
first  period;  6,038  in  the  next.  The  num- 
ber of  day  scholars  receiving  education  at 
the  schools  in  connexion  with  the  Church 
was,  in  1837,  558,000;  in  1847,  955.000. 
So  that,  by  the  assistance  of  parliamentary 
grants,  they  had  so  stimulated  the  energies 
of  those  who  had  before  despaired  of  being 
able  to  make  the  requisite  provision,  that 
there  had  been  an  increase  of  6,200  schools, 
and  of  400,000  scholars.  By  the  present 
system,  then,  they  were  overtaking  the  in- 
crease of  population ;  and  he  would  ask  them 
whether  they  would  substitute  for  a  system 
which  was  producing  such  results,  one 
which  had  never  been  tried,  and  thus  run 
the  risk  of  throwing  back  the  education  of 
the  country  ?  They  should  be  guided  by 
the  facts  of  the  case,  and  not  by  mere  de- 
clamation. He  had  endeavoured  to  avoid 
declamation,  and  to  confine  himself  to  argu-v 
ment,  and  he  trusted  that  he  had  estab- 
lished three  points:  first,  that  education 
in  this  country  had  from  the  earliest  period 
been  conducted  on  religious  principles; 
secondly,  that  the  Church  had  taken  the 
lead  in  carrying  it  out;  thirdly,  that  with 
the  existing  system,  which  combined  the 
efforts  made  upon  religious  principles  with 
the  aid  of  the  State,  they  were  now  in  a 
position  to  overtake  the  educational  wants 
of  society.  He  would  now  state  what 
amount  was  spent  annually  on  Church 
education.  The  annual  expenditure  in  the 
Church  schools  was  874,0002.,  a  sum  which 
exceeded  the  whole  amount  of  the  parlia- 
mentary grants  from  the  period  when  the 
first  grant  was  made,  in  1833,  down  to 
1848.  The  total  amount  of  the  parlia- 
mentary grants  in  those  seventeen  years 
was  720,0002.,  and  it  should  be  recollected 
that  the  aid  of  Parliament  was  not  confined 
to  the  Church.  He  would  add  the  pleas- 
ing fact  that  in  the  schools  connected  with 
the  Privy  Council,  of  a  total  expendi- 
ture of  200,0002.,  there  was  a  contribution 
of  78,0002.  from  the  children  themselves. 
The  Church  contributions,  independently 
of  those  of  the  children,  were  upwards  of 


half  a  million  annually.  That  fact  showed 
that  the  Church  was  not  indifferent  either 
to  religious  or  secular  education.  He  had 
not  yet  mentioned  the  efforts  which  the 
Church  was  making  to  provide  suitable 
teachers.  And  here  he  must  admit  that 
in  this  respect  there  was  for  a  long  time  a 
lamentable  deficiency.  The  council  of  the 
Christian  Knowledge  Society  had  this  sub- 
ject early  under  their  consideration,  and 
contemplated  the  establishment  of  schools 
for  the  training  of  masters.  They  felt  the 
absolute  necessity  for  so  doing,  and  they 
also  perceived  the  immense  inconvenience 
of  entrusting  a  large  number  of  pupils  to 
one  master.  The  National  Society  had 
lately  established  training  schools.  In 
six  years  they  had  spent  60,0002.  in  that 
work  alone,  having  sent  out  1,043  teachers, 
namely,  553  masters  and  489  mistresses. 
Since  the  Government  first  established  the 
plan  of  granting  certificates  to  masters  who 
had  proved  themselves  -  qualified  to  take 
pupil  teachers,  the  masters  connected  with 
the  National  Society  had  been  almost  uni- 
formly successful  as  candidates;  and  any 
one  who  looked  at  the  certificates  would 
find  that  it  was  not  a  small  amount  of 
secular  education  that  would  suffice.  With 
regard  to  the  pupil  teachers,  he  would  not 
enter  into  a  statement  of  the  qualifications, 
but  many  hon.  Members  of  that  House 
would  perhaps  have  some  difficulty  in  pass- 
ing the  examination.  In  his  time  at  Cam- 
bridge, what  was  termed  the  common  de- 
gree was  acquired  with  a  less  amount  of 
knowledge.  There  had  been  a  large  in- 
crease in  the  number  of  schools  for  pupil 
teachers,  and  in  consequence  of  the  ad- 
vantages which  were  offered,  training  in- 
stitutions were  now  formed  in  many  parts 
of  the  country,  towards  the  support  of  which 
the  NationiJ  Society  alone  had  granted 
3,4002.  a  year.  There  were  at  that  moment 
in  the  various  training  institutions  in  and 
near  London  about  350  pupil  teachers,  whilst 
in  the  diocesan  districts  there  were  312. 
He  agreed  with  his  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Oldham,  that  one  of  the  greatest 
evils  of  the  past  had  been  the  under  pay- 
ment of  masters.  When  the  National  So- 
ciety took  the  census  of  its  schools  in  1847, 
they  found  that  the  amount  paid  to  teachers 
annually  was  621,0002.,  whilst  the  number 
of  teachers  was  20,000,  so  that  the  average 
salary  was  only  about  302.  a  head.  But 
the  proper  remedy  for  this  evil  was  not  to 
establish  a  new  system,  when  so  much 
good  had  been  done  under  this  existing 
one,  but  to  remunerate  teachers  better 
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through  the  aid  of  Government  grants. 
Having  all  this  machinery  in  operation, 
the  first  part  of  the  system  heing  only  ten 
years  old,  and  the  last  only  three,  were 
they,  with  such  astonishing  results  hefore 
them,  to  put  a  stop  to  all  that  was  heing 
done,  and  to  say  that  children  should  re- 
ceive secular  instruction  only  ?  It  really 
appeared  to  him  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
Oldham  brought  forward  nothing  in  sup- 
port of  his  proposition.  The  only  tangible 
ground  which  he  had  heard  for  assenting 
to  it  was  that  stated  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Toughal — ^namely, 
that  the  N^ational  Society  and  the  Govern- 
ment were  now  engaged  in  a  dispute. 
He  regretted  the  unfortunate  dispute  which 
had  arisen  between  the  National  Society 
and  the  Government,  but  he  hoped  it  would 
be  only  for  a  time.  He  did  not  see  any- 
thing in  the  disputed  clauses  themselves 
to  which  any  Churchman  might  not  give 
his  sanction;  but  the  great  objection  was 
felt  regarding  the  clauses  that  were  ex- 
cluded; and  all  that  was  asked  by  those 
who  most  strenuously  opposed  the  Govern- 
ment was,  that  instead  of  referring  any 
J^  disputes  to  the  Committee  of  Privy  Coun- 
cil,  in  the  case  of  a  school  for  which  they 
might  subscribe,  they  should  be  permit- 
ted to  refer  to  the  bishop.  Now,  he  did 
not  see  why  such  cases  should  be  ex- 
cluded from  the  grant ;  and  really  the 
difference  was  so  small,  that  he  hoped  a 
calm  consideration  of  the  circumstances  by 
both  parties  would  soon  lead  to  an  arrange- 
ment. From  all  he  had  stated,  then,  he 
came  to  the  conclusion  that  the  present 
was  not  a  time  to  alter  the  educational 
course  which  they  had  taken;  and  if  ever 
a  time  should  come  when  they  found  inter- 
ference necessary,  he  thought  that  it  would 
be  the  duty  of  the  Government  to  take 
such  a  step,  and  not  a  private  Member  of 
the  House.  He  would  not  enter  into  a 
comparison  of  our  educational  efforts  with 
those  of  foreign  countries,  but  would  sim- 
ply observe  that  no  experiment  had  as  yet 
taken  place  in  any  foreign  country  which 
they  could  consider  so  satisfactory  as  to  war- 
rant their  substituting  it  here  for  that  which 
was  already  in  operation.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Oldham  had  told  them  that  he  had 
no  wish  to  impede  or  hinder  the  course  of 
religious  education,  and  that  he  agreed  in 
the  statement  made  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  West  Surrey,  that  education  was  a  dif- 
ferent thing  from  instruction;  and  he  fur- 
ther said,  that  education  was  a  thing  that 
could  only  be  carried  out  by  a  highly-gifted 
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teacher,  or  an  affectionate  pastor  or  parent. 
Now,  instruction  alone  was  not  enough. 
In  the  circulars  of  the  working  men  to 
which  he  had  already  alluded,  it  was  stated 
that  they  could  not  consent  that  their  chil- 
dren should  be  subjected  to  an  "  external 
pressure,"  as  they  called  it,  which  would 
leave  impressions  upon  their  minds.  But 
how  was  it  possible  to  guard  a  child  from 
impressions?  The  physical  education  of 
the  child  began  at  the  earliest  period,  and 
its  mental  education  might  be  said  to  com- 
mence at  three  years  of  age.  Every  ex- 
pression  from  a  parent,  whether  of  word  or 
look,  left  its  impression;  and,  as  the  child 
grew,  the  active  portion  of  the  mind  would 
be  brought  into  lively  action,  according  to 
the  writing  found  engraved  on  the  blank 
and  passive  portion  of  the  mind.  If  they 
did  not  write  something  on  it,  somebody 
else  would.  Did  they  suppose  that  young 
children  could  run  about  the  streets  with- 
out something  being  written  on  their 
minds  ?  Would  not  their  '*  plastic  minds 
and  nascent  judgments  "  receive  a  pres- 
sure of  evil  while  they  ran  about  the 
streets,  if  care  was  not  taken  by  the 
schoolmaster  or  the  affectionate  pastor 
or  parent  to  fill  the  mind  with  impressions 
of  good  ?  It  was  recorded  by  one  of  the 
earliest  historians,  that  an  experiment  was 
made  to  discover  the  first  language  by 
shutting  up  two  children  till  me  period 
when  they  might  be  expected  to  speak. 
The  only  sound  they  made,  however,  was 
"  Bah  ! ''  in  imitation  of  sheep,  which  they 
had  heard  bleating.  In  other  words,  a 
mind  without  any  impression  would  be 
that  of  an  idiot.  Now,  he  ventured  to 
say  that  our  children  would,  in  like  manner, 
just  be  open  to  the  impression  made  upon 
them.  If  men  had  in  themselves  religious 
impressions,  how  could  they  avoid  commu- 
nicating them  to  their  children  ?  Did  not 
the  criminal  returns  show  that  the  want  of 
religious  instruction  was  the  cause  of  all  the 
mischief?  It  was  a  fallacy  to  say  that 
parents  were  opposed  to  having  their  chil- 
dren coerced,  because  that  mode  of  expres- 
sion did  not  convey  the  true  state  of  the 
case.  He  feared  that  in  truth,  parents 
cared  very  little  about  the  matter.  He 
would  state  a  fact  illustrative  of  his  mean- 
ing. Some  of  his  friends  established 
a  school  in  which  the  catechism  was 
taught,  but  it  was  given  out  that  it  would 
not  be  taught  to  any  child  whose  parents 
objected.  About  500  children  were  an- 
nually in  the  school,  but  the  number  who 
objected  in  the  course  of  four  years  waa 
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only  fivB.  He  vras  afraid  that  a  great 
many  who  sent  their  children  to  school  did 
not  ask  whether  they  were  to  be  made  Ma- 
hometans or  anything  else;  but  merely 
sent  them»  because  they  had  a  feeling  that 
they  would  there  acquire  something  they 
did  not  possess  before.  He  held  that  in 
England  there  was  no  need  to  lay  down 
any  rule  on  the  subject  of  religious  teach- 
ing. In  the  large  towns,  if  any  persons 
objected  to  the  exclusive  system,  they  had 
only  to  go  to  another  school;  and  in  the 
country  districts  he  did  not  think  injury 
would  be  done  to  any  one,  for  the  Church 
of  England  had  always  shown  great  for- 
bearance in  this  matter.  She  was  always 
ready  to  meet  cases  of  emergency.  In  the 
case  of  the  Factory  Education  Bill,  intro- 
duced by  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Member 
for  Ripon,  the  Church  of  England  at  once 
gave  way  in  order  to  meet  the  case  of  a 
number  of  children  of  all  classes  of  opinion, 
necessarily  gathered  together  in  one  school, 
as  belonging  to  one  factory.  They  did 
not,  in  that  instance,  insist  on  the  cate- 
chism being  taught  in  those  schools;  but 
their  wise  and  prudent  conduct  was  not 
imitated  by  the  Dissenting  bodies,  who 
were  the  means  of  throwing  out  the  Bill. 
He  contended  then  that  it  was  their  duty  to 
write  on  the  minds  of  children  some  views 
of  religion;  but  by  the  proposed  Bill  they 
would  be  compelled  to  give  up  every  school 
where  religion  was  now  taught,  and  adopt 
a  school  for  merely  secular  education  in  its 
place.  It  would  not  only  have  the  effect  of 
shutting  up  such  schools,  but  of  imposing 
a  compulsory  rate  for  the  support  of  mere 
secular  education.  Every  place  was  to  be 
reported  dark  where  only  exclusive  schools, 
as  they  were  termed,  existed.  So  that  if, 
as  was  the  case  in  some  parishes,  nearly 
the  whole  population  were  taught  in  na- 
tional schools,  the  parish  was  to  be  re- 
garded as  one  having  no  school  at  all,  and 
a  rate  must  be  levied.  The  greatest  injury 
would  thus  be  done  to  the  friends  of  reli- 
gious education.  A  man  who  cared  nothing 
about  religion  could  very  cheaply  afford  to 
be  liberal  in  this  respect,  because  it  did 
not  signify  to  him  what  was  taught,  and 
be  was  ready  to  agree  to  anything.  But  a 
man  who  was  in  earnest  about  his  opinions, 
and  was  convinced  of  their  truth,  felt  that 
he  was  exposed  to  injustice  by  a  measure 
like  the  present.  True  liberality  is  not  in- 
difference, but  consists  in  a  firm  conviction 
of  truth,  whilst  a  man  at  the  same  time  gives 
those  opposed  to  him  full  credit  for  sincerity 
in  the  course  which  they  take.     He  gave 


the  hon.  Member  for  Oldham  full  credit  for 
being  actuated  by  motives  as  pure  as  his 
own;  but  believing,  as  the  hon.  Member 
himself  had  said,  that  they  could  not  have 
a  person  educated  without  a  highly  quali- 
fi^  teacher,  or  the  tender  care  of  an  affec- 
tionate pastor  or  parent,  he  could  not  give 
his  assent  to  the  Bill  he  had  introduced. 
It  was  proposed  to  take  children  from  5  to 
13  years  of  age  from  their  homes  to  be 
educated  in  these  schools,  but  without  let- 
ting in  upon  them  the  light  of  religion. 
Many  of  them  had  not  the  blessing  of  an 
affectionate  parent  to  do  that  which  the 
schoolmaster  must  leave  undone.  It  might 
be  said  of  them  in  the  words  of  the  un^r- 
tunate  poet  Savage — 

**  No  mother's  care 
Shielded  my  in&nt  innooence  with  prayer." 

They  took  them  from  home  to  be  placed 
in  these  schools,  but  no  sure  method  was 
to  be  taken  to  imbue  them  with  the  salu- 
tary lessons  of  religion.  With  the  opinions 
he  entertained,  he  could  not  undertake  to 
put  a  child  to  school  under  such  precarious 
instruction  as  was  proposed  by  this  Bill. 
He  asked  the  Legislature  to  put  the  child 
to  a  school  where  he  would  derive  instruc- 
tion from  what  his  hon.  Fnend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Oldham  designated  a  highly-gifted 
teacher — a  man  who,  devoting  himself 
from  religious  motives  to  the  duty  of  in- 
structing youth,  should  display  in  every- 
thing he  said  not  a  mere  mouth  utterance, 
but  the  expression  of  a  heart  devoted  to 
the  service  of  his  God. 

Mr.  M.  GIBSON  was  anxious  to  say  a 
few  words  in  explanation  of  the  vote  he 
was  about  to  give,  and  to  point  out  in 
what  respect  he  qualified  the  support  he 
was  about  to  give  the  hon.  Member  for 
Oldham.  Before  he  did  so  he  would  refer 
to  the  allusions  which  had  been  made  to 
hitnself  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  the  city  of  Oxford.  That  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  came  there  determined 
to  attack  the  Bill  and  those  who  supported 
it  by  every  means  in  his  power.  Not 
satisfied  with  questioning  the  merits  of 
the  measure  itself,  he  made  use  of  those 
stale  devices  and  arguments  which  had 
been  used  in  all  times  against  new  pro- 
posals of  every  description.  He  denounced 
as  philosophers  of  the  new  school  all  who 
supported  the  measure.  Then  he  said 
that  it  was  a  subject  of  such  importance 
that  individual  Members  of  Parliament 
ought  not  to  deal  with  it.  With  regard  to 
that  position,  he  (Mr.  Gibson)  entirely  dif- 
fered with  the  hon.  and  learned  Member. 
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It  was  a  question  at  the  present  time 
eminently  proper  to  be  introduced  to  the 
notice  of  the  House  by  a  non-official  Mem- 
ber. If  it  appeared  that  the  public  opinion 
was  not  sufficiently  matured  on  the  sub* 
ject  to  entitle  a  GoTomment  to  submit  the 
proposal  to  Parliament  as  a  Cabinet  mea- 
sure, and  if  an  independent  Member  was 
not  to  be  at  liberty  to  bring  it  forward, 
there  would  be  no  opportunity  at  all  of 
discussing  its  merits  and  assisting  the  for- 
mation of  public  opinion  either  one  way 
or  the  other  by  a  ^Parliamentary  debate. 
Therefore,  in  his  opinion,  the  House  and 
the  country  were  indebted  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  Oldham  for  introducing  the 
subject  for  the  deliberation  and  discussion 
of  that  House.  As  to  the  epithet  of 
"philosophers"  applied  to  them  by  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member,  it  remind^  him 
that  the  same  had  been  applied  by  the  old 
school  of  conservatives  to  Wilberforce  and 
those  joined  with  him  in  the  endeavour  to 
emancipate  the  slaves.  With  regard  to 
the  Government  not  taking  up  the  subject 
at  this  moment,  which  many  deemed  a 
suitable  one,  he  was  not  going  to  reproach 
them  on  that  account ;  it  might  be  said 
that  public  opinion  was  not  sufficiently 
ripe  on  the  matter,  but  nevertheless  he 
could  assure  the  House  that  symptoms  of 
unmistakable  approbation  had  been  mani- 
fested towards  it.  He  was  present  at  a 
large  public  meeting,  and  he  should  say  he 
never  witnessed  an  occasion  where  a  sub- 
ject-matter met  with  such  enthusiastic 
support  as  did  that  of  unsectarian  educa- 
tion at  that  meeting,  which  was,  to  a  great 
extent,  composed  of  working  men.  Since 
then  other  meetings  had  been  called  in 
Manchester ;  and  lately  in  one  week  there 
were  no  less  than  two  meetings,  one  called 
by  the  mayor.  They  were  open  to  all 
classes  and  parties  ;  those  who  were  op- 
posed to  the  principles  assembled  with  as 
great  force  as  they  could  muster ;  the 
question  was  fairly  put  to  the  assemblage 
and  carried,  he  would  not  say  unanimously, 
but  by  an  immense  majority,  in  favour  of 
secular  education.  He  believed  there  was 
no  question  at  the  present  moment  in 
which  the  working  classes  took  a  deeper 
interest  than  in  that  proposed  to  the  House 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Oldham.  It  ap- 
peared to  him  (Mr.  Gibson),  in  reference 
to  the  manufacturing  districts,  that  their 
position  was  a  peculiar  one,  and  one  that 
called  most  emphatically  on  the  Legisla- 
ture to  provide  *  unsectarian  education. 
What  did  the  Legislature  do  in  the  first 


instance  ?  It  enacted  that  no  child  should 
be  admissible,  and,  consequently,  should 
not  earn  a  livelihood,  in  any  of  the  cotton, 
woollen,  or  silk  factories,  unless  they  had 
attended  the  local  school.  But  there  the 
measure  stopped,  without  providing  the 
school  for  their  attendance.  Now  if  they 
made  school  attendance  the  condition  a( 
employment,  and  if  there  existed  more 
than  the  mere  name  of  religious  liberty  in 
the  country,  they  were  bound  to  provide 
schools  of  an  unsectarian  character,  to 
which  persons  of  all  religious  denomina- 
tions could  resort.  Now,  if  such  were  not 
done,  the  Government  would  be  open  to  the 
charge  of  coercing  the  consciences  of  those 
who  had  no  alternative  but  of  attending  a 
sectarian  school  of  a  different  religion  from 
their  own,  or  of  non-employment.  He 
would  take  the  hypothetical  case  of  a 
Roman  Catholic  school  in  the  immediate 
vicinity  of  one  of  those  factories.  The 
law  practically  compelled  the  factory  chil- 
dren to  go  to  that  school,  so  that  a  Pro- 
testant child  was  in  the  position  that 
it  should  go  to  that  school  to  be  indoctri- 
nated with  Roman  Catholic  tenets,  or  lose 
its  occupation.  In  fact,  the  child  might 
be  compelled  to  forego  its  religion  or  its 
livelihood.  That  was  not  a  fair  position. 
If  labour  is  to  be  contingent  on  school 
attendance  in  the  manufacturing  or  agri- 
cultural districts,  and  if  it  was  a  good 
Principle  for  one  it  was  for  the  other. 
Tone  but  unsectarian  schools  were  suit- 
able, or  the  principles  of  religious  liberty 
must  be  endangered.  There  was  no  rea- 
son for  the  denominations,  whether  Church- 
men or  Dissenters,  to  be  jealous  of  the 
proposal  6f  the  hon.  Member  for  Oldham. 
It  might,  however,  be  right  that  he  should 
then  qualify  the  support  which  he  intended 
to  give  the  measure  of  his  hon.  Friend. 
He  should  state  he  would  not  go  the  length 
of  enabling  the  Privy  Council  to  impose 
a  compulsory  rate  in  support  of  these 
schools  ;  but  he  would  declare  in  favour  of 
giving  the  ratepayers  a  permissive  Bill, 
empowering  them  to  rate  themselves,  if 
they  thought  fit  to  establish  schools  on 
unsectarian  principles.  To  that  length  he 
was  prepared  to  go  with  the  hon.  Member^ 
but  not  further.  If  there  were  those 
numerous  schools  of  which  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  the  city  of  Oxford  had 
spoken,  and  which  gave  general  satisfac- 
tion, it  would  not  be  necessary  that  the 
ratepayers  should  further  tax  themselves 
to  establish  schools  that  were  not  required. 
If  there  existed  that  superfluity  of  edr'^ 
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tion  in  parts  of  the  countrj,  and  of  a 
satisfactorj  quality,  was  it  to  be  sup- 
posed that  the  ratepayers  would  volun- 
tarily tax  themselves  for  unnecessary  addi- 
tional schools  ?  If  it  be  laid  down  that  in 
poor  districts  property  must  contribute  to- 
wards schooling,  there  was  nothing  unrea- 
sonable in  all  holders  of  property  paying 
in  equal  proportion  at  least  towards  secular 
education  when  religion  was  not  interfered 
with.  He  was  aware  that  in  many  agri- 
onltural  districts  some  few  gentlemen  of 
property  were  called  on  to  pay  the  ex- 
penses of  the  parish  schools,  whilst  other 
wealthy  gentlemen  having  property  in  the 
locality,  but  happening  not  to  be  resident, 
escaped  contribution.  If  they  were  to 
contribute  to  the  secular  education  of  the 
younger  classes,  it  was  right  that  property 
should  be  called  upon  and  rated  in  just  and 
fa-r  proportion.  He  did  not  in  the  least 
degree  underrate  the  value  and  importance 
of  the  efforts  made  by  the  different  religi- 
ous communions  in  support  of  education. 
He  thought  it  would  be  a  great  misrepre- 
sentation of  the  facts  of  the  case  if  they 
denied  that  the  religious  communions  of 
the  country,  Dissenters  and  Churchmen, 
on  many  occasions  and  in  various  parts  of 
the  country,  gave  most  valuable  and  disin- 
terested support  to  the  cause  of  education. 
Both  Dissenters  and  Churchmen  had  given 
aid  the  most  valuable;  but  at  the*  same 
time  he  should  observe,  that  the  British 
and  foreign  schools  had  been  established 
throughout  the  country  long  before  the  na- 
tional schools  came  into  existence.  But  it 
would  be  useless  to  follow  up  that  contro- 
Tersy  which  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  the  city  of  Oxford  had  introduced. 
With  regard  to  the  accusation  that  they 
were  indifferent  to  religious  teaching  be- 
cause they  supported  secular  education  in 
the  present  measure,  he  should  observe 
that  the  Bill  was  called  ''  A  Bill  to  pro- 
mote the  Secular  Education  of  the  People 
of  England  and  Wales."  It  left  religious 
teaching  where  it  then  was,  and  did  not 
interfere  with  the  existing  machinery  for 
dispensing  religious  instruction  to  the  com- 
munity. What  was  that  machinery? 
Had  they  made  no  preparation  for  religi- 
ous instruction  ?  No  country  had  expend- 
ed half  the  amount  that  England  had  in 
?iving  religious  instruction  to  the  people, 
f  they  took  the  Church  and  the  Dissent- 
ing bodies,  and  considered  that  some  ten 
millions  were  expended  by  them  in  giving 
religious  instruction,  they  would  see  that 
the  amount — and  he  did  not  think  that  he 


was  over  the  mark  in  stating  it — was 
twice  as  much  as  was  paid  by  any  other 
country.  Now,  it  was  not  proposed  to 
meddle  with  that  fund;  and  he  then  ask* 
ed,  why  that  trepidation  in  reference  to  re* 
ligious  instruction — had  they  not  already 
provided  for  it  ?  The  BiU  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Oldham  only  called  on  them 
to  superadd  to  the  religious  instruction 
already  provided,  intellectual  instruction, 
which  even  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  the  city  of  Oxford  considered  necessary 
to  the  harmonious  development  of  all  the 
faculties.  They  already,  if  they  did  their 
duty,  had  the  means  of  improving  the  spi- 
ritual faculty;  and  therefore  he  called  on 
them  to  develop  the  intellectual,  that  both 
might  combine  for  the  benefit  of  the  com* 
munity.  He  could  not  see  why  hon.  Mem- 
bers who  supported  the  measure  should  be 
open  to  the  charge  of  endeavouring  to  di- 
minish the  extent  of  religious  instruction. 
The  Sunday  schools  would  remain  intact, 
as  would  all  other  religious  institutions. 
He  could  see  no  grounds  for  serious  oppo- 
sition. Surely  the  teaching  of  arithmetic, 
geography,  and  reading  and  writing,  could 
not  per  se  be  deemed  irreligious.  In  this 
Bill  the  religious  part  of  the  question  was 
not  at  all  interfered  with,  because  they 
merely  said  they  would  give  the  ratepayer 
the  power  to  establish  schools  to  which  his 
children  might  repair  for  the  purpose  of 
receiving  such  elementary  instruction  as 
would  enable  them  to  improve  themselves 
and  discharge  the  active  duties  of  after 
life;  in  fact,  place  within  the  reach  of  the 
working  man  day-schools  similar  to  those 
which  the  upper  and  middle  classes  sent 
their  children  to  for  secular  instruction. 
Let  him  see  the  trader  or  shopkeeper  who 
sent  his  child  to  a  day-school  for  other  pur- 
pose than  to  obtain  a  moral  training  and 
secular  education  to  6t  him  for  the  pursuits 
of  whatever  station  he  might  be  called  to. 
He  felt  certain  that  no  national  school  sys- 
tem could  be  established  that  was  not  un- 
sectarian;  and  in  supporting  the  Bill,  in- 
stead of  lessening  the  chance  of  religious 
training,  he  believed  they  would  be  doing 
the  opposite.  He  could  not  understand 
the  principle  that  because  they  could  not 
do  everything  they  would  nothing.  He 
thought  they  ought  to  do  as  much  as  they 
could.  Let  them  give  secular  education  in 
the  national  schools,  and  leave  to  the  reli- 
gious communions  and  the  ministers  of  the 
various  persuasions  that  task  which,  he 
felt,  their  zeal  would  make  them  discharge 
with  fidelity — ^uamely,  that  of  giving  reli- 
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gious  instnietioQ.  It  was  new  to  him  to 
hear  that  it  was  the  duty  of  the  Church  to 
teach  reading,  writing,  and  arithmetic.  He 
conceived  it  to  he  the  duty  of  the  Church 
to  teach  revealed  religion  to  their  own 
congregation,  hut  not  to  give  secular  in- 
struction. If  it  were  the  duty  of  the 
Church  to  give  secular  instruction,  then 
what  A  reproach  to  her,  considering  her 
enormous  funds,  must  not  the  fact  be,  that 
of  the  population  of  England  and  Wales, 
40  per  cent  of  those  who  presented  them- 
selves for  marriage  were  not  able  to  write 
their  names.  Let  the  Church,  then,  deal 
with  the  moral  and  religious  training  of 
her  own  members;  but  he  saw  nothing  to 
prevent  the  ratepayers  establishing,  at 
their  own  pleasure,  by  an  equalised  rate  on 
property,  schools  to  which  their  children 
might  repair  to  obtain  secular  knowledge 
and  instruction.  % 

Mr.  NAPIER  said,  the  Bill  had  been 
avowedly  introduced  for  the  purpose  of 
subn^itting  the  principles  involved  in  it 
to  public  opinion,  and  he  was,  therefore, 
anxious  to  meet  it  on  this  ground;  and  as 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  were  anxious  to 
have  an  intelligent  consideration  of  the 
question,  hon.  Members  on  his  side  claimed 
the  right  of  having  their  views  fairly  and 
honestly  put  before  the  public;  and  if  that 
were  secured,  he  had  no  apprehension  but 
that  right  would  prevail.  He  had  been  at 
considerable  pains  in  sifting  the  Bill,  and 
extracting  from  it  the  real  question,  in 
order  that  it  be  fairly  and  honestly  dis- 
cussed, and  he  wished  both  sides  to  have 
a  clear  stage  and  no  favour.  He  would 
state  what  he  believed  to  be  the  principle 
of  the  Bill,  and  then  state  his  objections 
— his  only  desire  being  to  meet  the  case 
fairly  on  its  merits,  and  then  to  leave  the 
issue  to  the  country.  The  principle,  as  he 
understood  it,  was  this — that  it  is  the  duty 
of  the  Legislature  to  compel  a  provision  for 
education  which  makes  the  exclusion  of  re- 
ligion— not  the  omission  —  an  essential 
element  of  its  plan  of  combined  instruc- 
tion. He  called  on  the  hon.  Gentleman 
who  had  moved  the  Bill,  when  he  came  to 
deal  with  this  case  in  his  reply,  to  apply 
himself  to  that  specific  proposition,  and 
show  from  what  source  he  derived  autho- 
rity to  cast  on  the  Legislature  the  duty  of 
compelling  a  provision  by  a  rate  on  the 
rateable  property  of  the  country  for  'the 
purpose  of  giving  to  the  people  an  educa- 
tion severed  from  religion — ^from  which  re- 
ligion as  a  principle  was  excluded.  The 
objection  as  to  compulsion,  he  understood. 


was  met  by  the  assertion  of  a  duty  which 
they  owed  to  the  people;  and  he  admitted 
that  if  such  could  be  proved  to  be  the  duty 
of  the  Legislature,  the  objection  would  be 
met.  And  he  was  glad  to  find  these  im- 
portant concessions  made  by  the  other  side 
— first,  that  the  voluntary  principle  was  in- 
sufficient to  supply  the  wants  of  the  coun- 
try with  regard  to  education;  and,  secondly, 
a  recognition  of  a  duty  imposed  on  the 
State  to  look  to  the  interests  of  the  people, 
and,  if  necessary,  by  compulsory  provisions 
to  perform  that  duty,  wherever  its  nature 
ana  extent  have  been  precisely  ascertain- 
ed. Surely  it  can  hai^y  be  said  that  it 
is  a  religious  obligation  to  exclude  religion. 
The  very  proposition  furnished  its  own  re- 
futation. The  question  was  put  rather  on 
what  was  called  civil  policy.  They  were 
told,  as  he  had  read  in  the  report  of  a 
speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Oldham  in 
another  place — that  there  was  an  analogy 
between  this  and  the  poor-laws;  and  they 
were  asked,  while  they  had  a  compulsory 
assessment  providing  for  the  bodily  wants 
of  the  poor,  were  they  to  give  nothing 
whatever  to  the  starving  mind  ?  Were  the 
intellects  of  the  people  to  be  starved,  and 
their  bodies  supplied  ?  His  reply  to  that 
argument  was  this — that  while  you  fed  the 
mind,  you  had  no  right  to  starve  the  soul. 
If  their  argument  was  good  for  anything, 
they  must  go  further.  Secular  education 
was  also  defended  as  a  means  of  prevent- 
ing crime.  Now,  he  wished  to  examine  in 
what  respect  they  had  hitherto  recognised 
it  as  a  duty  of  the  Legislature  to  provide 
for  the  education  of  the  country,  because 
when  they  were  asked  to  substitute  experi- 
ment for  experience  they  ought  to  examine 
that  experiment  in  all  its  details,  and  see 
upon  what  basis  it  rested.  Without  touch- 
ing on  controverted  points  in  respect  to  the 
administration  of  funds,  he  asserted  that, 
in  substance  and  principle,  it  had  been  as 
a  religious  duty  that  the  State  had  ac- 
knowledged this  obligation,  and  in  no  other 
respect;  and  the  very  letter  from  Her  Ma- 
jesty, which  formed  the  foundation  of  the 
recent  movement  with  regard  to  education, 
expr^sed  a  wish  that  the  people  of  these 
kingdoms  should  be  religiously  brought  up, 
and  accordingly  religion  was  to  be  com- 
bined with  the  whole  matter  of  instraction, 
and  to  regulate  the  entire  system  of  the 
schools.  The  great  and  leading  objection 
to  the  Bill  was,  that  it  embodied  a  prin- 
ciple antagonistic  to  that  on  which  they 
had  acted  hitherto.  They  had  acknow- 
ledged the  religious  duty  of  educating  the 
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people.  This,  as  a  Legislature,  they  had 
done;  and  to  whom  were  they  responsible? 
There  was  no  power  between  them  and  the 
Supreme  Power  on  high.  Therefore,  as  a 
Christian  Legislature,  thej  were  bound  to 
honour  God,  and  peiforra  his  will  to  the 
utmost  of  their  legislative  ability.  This 
duty  they  had  recognised,  and  had  ac- 
cordingly based  on  religion  the  education 
of  the  people.  They  could  not  serve  two 
masters;  they  might  choose  between  them. 
They  might  exclude  religion  from  their 
schools,  and  give  only  a  secular  education, 
or  they  might  make  religion  the  basis  of 
education;  but  to  reconcile  the  two  systems 
was  impossible.  **  As  men,"  said  Locke, 
"  we  have  God  for  our  King,  and  are  under 
the  law  of  reason.  As  Christians,  we  have 
Jesus  the  Messiah  for  our  King,  and  are 
under  the  law  revealed  by  him  in  the 
gospel."  It  was  upon  that  principle,  not 
from  any  feeling  of  fanaticism,  but  on  the 
sober  principle  of  Christian  piety,  that  they 
had  hitherto  acted  with  respect  to  educa- 
tion. They  regarded  the  moral  part  of 
education  as  the  important  part,  and  the 
morals  of  Christianity  as  the  highest  form 
of  moral  principle.  If,  then,  Christianity 
was  something  more  than  a  fiction,  how 
could  they,  a  Christian  Legislature,  having 
to  discharge  a  public  duty,  consent  to  this 
Bill,  or  what  blessing  could  they  hope  to 
attend  their  labours  ?  Therefore  it  was 
that  the  Government  plan  of  education  said 
that  all  intellectual  instruction  should  be  sub- 
ordinate to  the  regulation  of  the  thoughts 
and  habits  of  the  children  for  the  doctrines 
and  precepts  of  revealed  religion.  Assist- 
ance was  given  to  the  several  denomina- 
tions who  acknowledged  the  duty  of  making 
religion  the  basis  of  their  educational  sys- 
tem. The  scheme  had  been  made  as  com- 
prehensive as  possible,  but  another  sect  it 
appeared  was  now  to  be  added— -those  who 
required  the  exclusion  of  religion  altoge- 
ther; and  it  was  by  this  small  section  of 
the  community  that  they  were  now  asked 
to  adopt  a  principle  antagonistic  to  that 
on  which  they  had  hitherto  acted.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Oldham  admitted  that 
much  had  been  done  by  the  Church  aad  by 
other  religious  bodies,  and  declared  that  he 
had  no  intention  of  disturbing  the  results 
of  their  efforts,  but  wished  to  add  a  sup- 
plement and  extend  the  blessings  of  educa- 
tion still  further.  But  it  would  be  impos- 
sible for  them,  consistently  with  the  prin- 
ciples which  had  guided  them  up  to  this 
time>  to  accede  to  his  proposition.  They 
were  prepared  to  assist  all  denominations 


who  acknowledged  the  duty  of  imparting 
reli^ous  instruction ;  but  there  they  must 
stop — there  they  must  put  a  limit  to  their 
exertions — beyond  that,  if  they  were  asked 
to  act  in  opposition  to  their  principles,  they 
must  take  their  stand;  for  that  was  the 
true  ground  on  which  the  Bill  ought  to  be 
opposed,  and  on  which  the  enemy  must  be 
met  at  once,  in  his  first  parallel,  hand  to 
hand  and  foot  to  foot.  Before  they  were 
asked  to  break  up  the  system  on  which 
they  had  hitherto  acted,  and  sanction  an- 
other and  an  opposite  principle,  it  ought  to 
be  shown  that  some  large  and  important 
portion  of  the  community  demanded  the 
change,  though  he  should  still  feel  it  his 
duty  as  Christian  legislator  to  oppose  the 
Bill,  even  though  the  whole  country  were 
against  bim.  He  had  already  observed  on 
the  analogy  attempted  to  be  set  up  between 
this  case  and  the  poor-law;  but  there  was 
another  very  spurious  argument  to  be  an- 
ticipated. It  was  said  that  although  the 
Bill  excluded  religion  from  the  combined 
system  of  instruction  for  the  poor,  still  it 
gave  them  an  opportunity  of  having  such 
religious  teaching  out  of  school  as  their 
parents  might  think  proper.  That,  at  first 
sight,  cert&inly  appeared  a  very  plausible 
argument,  and  required  to  be  answered. 
It  was  said  you  were  not  at  liberty  to  im- 
part religious  teaching  of  which  the  parent 
did  not  approve.  He  took  a  far  different 
view  of  the  matter,  for  if  the  parent  was 
unable  or  unwilling  to  perform  the  duty 
which  they  all  acknowl^ged  he  ought  to 
perform  to  his  child,  the  State  stepped  in  and 
lent  its  assistance,  and  standing  as  it  were 
in  loco  parentis,  gave  such  an  education 
as  it  conceived  a  Christian  parent  ought  to 
give.  Was  the  State,  with  reference  to 
the  most  important  part  of  education,  to 
accommodate  itself  to  any  opinions  which 
the  parent  might  happen  to  entertain,  how- 
ever false  and  however  dangerous  ?  Was 
it  to  give  a  child  such  an  education  as  an 
infidel  might  approve  of,  and  put  a  com- 
pulsory tax  on  the  community  for  such  a 
purpose?  Parental  authority  derived  all 
its  force  from  God,  and  no  parent  could  call 
on  the  State  to  be  his  accomplice  in  viola- 
ting God's  law.  Had  not  Her  Majesty  the 
power  of  taking  a  child  from  its  parents 
under  certain  circumstances,  through  the 
agency  of  the  Court  of  Chancery?  In- 
stead of  making  sound  religion  the  neces* 
sary  basis  of  Question,  according  to  this 
Bill,  it  was  to  become  a  mere  casual  adven* 
titious  supplement,  as  the  parent  might 
think  proper.     It  was  sometimes  argued 
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that  as  jon  called  on  the  people  to  obey 
the  law,  you  ought  to  provide  them  with 
the  means  of  knowing  the  law.     By  the 
constitution  of  the  country  they  could  make 
no  binding  law  which  was  at  variance  with 
the  word  of  God;  and  their  very  first  duty, 
therefore,  was  to  see  that  every  child  was 
made  acquainted  with  the  revealed  will  of 
God,  that  being  the  supreme  law  of  the 
kingdom.     The  fifth  section  contained  a 
proposal  to  present  each  child  with  a  copy 
of  the  Holy  Scriptures.     He  was  delighted 
to  see  even  this  extorted  homage  to  the 
law  of  God;  but  it  reminded  him  of  the 
barbarous  nation  which  was  said  never  to 
worship  the  sun  in  his  meridian  splendour, 
but  to  defer  their  adoration  until  its  eclipse. 
This  portion  of  the  Bill  was  a  monument 
to  the  power  of  conscience.     The  child,  on 
receiving  the  Bible,  might  be  startled  to 
find  that  it  taught  the  diligent  instruction 
of  the  young  in  its  truths;  and  recorded  the 
privileges  of  one  who  from  a  child   had 
known  the  Holy  Scriptures,  which  were 
able  to  make  him  wise  unto  salvation.  The 
hon^  and  learned  Member  for  Sheffield,  in 
the  debate  which  took  place  on  the  last 
occasion,  when  the  subject  was  before  the 
Hoviae^  enlarged  on  the  effects  of  the  Re- 
formation in  loosening  the   bonds   which 
fettered  secular  instruction.     He  admitted 
that  such  had  been  its  operation;  and  he 
was  not  one  who  feared  secular  instruction 
when  accompanied  with   a  corresponding 
amount   of  religious  teaching.      But  the 
great  glory  of  the  Reformation  was  that  it 
had  opened  the  word  of  God.     It  had  en- 
abled them  to  know  the  will  of  God,  and 
this  it  was  which  had  made  this  a  great 
and  happy  nation.      Another  ground  on 
which    secular  education    was   vindicated 
was,  that  it  prevented  crime;  but  he  feared 
that,  unassisted,  it  was  wholly  unequal  to 
accomplish  that  end.      Different  opinions 
were  entertained  on  the  subject,  some  con- 
tending that  it  was  calculated  to  produce, 
and  others  that  its  effects  would  be  to  pre- 
vent, crime.     If  they  merely  expanded  the 
intellect  without  reforming  the  heart,  they 
would  have  gone  but  a  very  short  way  to- 
wards the  accomplishment  of  their  object. 
On  this  part  of  the  subject  he  could  not  do 
better  than  read  to  tbe  House  an  extract 
from  the  works  of  a  very  celebrated  French 
writer,    Quetelet.       In    his    work,    8ur 
V  Homme,  he  says — 

"  In  &ct,  the  causes  which  influence  crime  are 
80  numerous  and  so  various  that  it  becomes  almost 
impossible  to  assign  to  each  its  degree  of  impor- 
tance.   It  often  occurs  that  causes  which  appear 


very  influential,  disappear  before  others  which 
had  scarcely  at  flrst  been  thought  of.  It  is  this 
which  I  have  particularly  proved  in  actual  re- 
searches. It  was  too  much  preoccupied,  I  admit, 
with  the  influence  which  is  ascribed  to  instruction 
in  paralysing  the  inclination  to  crime.  It  seems 
to  me  that  a  common  error  pervades  the  whole  of 
that  which  expects  to  find  less  crime  in  a  country 
because  it  appears  that  more  children  are  at 
school,  or  because  more  of  the  people  know  how 
to  read  and  write.  It  is  rather  the  moral  instruc- 
tion which  must  be  taken  into  account,  for  very 
often  the  instruction  received  at  schooU  only 
affords  greater  fiicility  for  the  commission  of 
crime." 

He  had  no  desire  whatever  to  exclude  or 
depreciate  a  secular  education;  but  what 
they  had  now  to  discuss  and  to  decide  was, 
whether  the  State  is  either  bound  or  at 
liberty  to  sanction  the  avowed  and  explicit 
exclusion  of  religion  from  the  education  of 
the  people,  and  to  compel  a  rate  on  rate- 
able property  for  this  purpose  ?  Such  a 
proposition  he  considered  to  be  direetly 
opposed  to  the  public  national  duty  of  a 
Christian  State.  In  relation  to  this  sub- 
ject he  would  take  leave  to  quote  an  ex- 
tract from  the  statement  of  a  man  who 
was  one  of  the  brightest  ornaments  of  the 
University  which  he  (Mr.  Napier)  had  the 
honour  to  represent  —  he  alluded  to  Dr. 
Robinson,  who  used  the  following  lan- 
;  guage  :— 

"  I  am  not  one  who  am  likely  to  undervalue 
secular  education.  I  mean  not  to  boast  of  myself 
or  my  attainments ;  far  be  it  fi^m  me— for  never, 
when  a  discovery  presented  itself  tome,  never  did 
I  fail  to  give  to  God  the  glory,  and  to  thank  him 
for  the  power  he  he  had  given  me  to  achieve  it. 
With  the  exception  of  two  or  three  of  my  more 
distinguishsd  countrymen,  there  are  none  on  this 
land — I  say  it  here,  simply  and  plainly,  who  sur- 
pass me  in  that  kind  of  knowledgr ;  and  yet  I  say 
here,  in  the  presence  of  you  all,  as  I  say  it  in  the 
presence  of  Him  who  sees  the  heart — that  all  I 
know,  and  I  haye  ever  learned,  is  as  nothing  in 
comparison  to  any  one  chapter  of  Scripture." 


The  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Govern- 
ment, in  one  of  his  lucid  intervals,  had 
stated  with  true  eloquence,  that  the  secret 
of  England's  strength  was  in  national 
Christianity.  Secular  philosophy  is  not  its 
source  or  its  support;  the  religion  of  the 
people  is  their  power  and  their  security. 
And  never  was  there  a  time  at  which  it 
was  more  incumbent  on  this  House  to  show 
the  enlightened  religious  portion  of  the 
public  that  here  they  had  a  voice  and  an 
echo  of  their  sentiments.  Not  in  fanatical 
zeal,  but  in  sober  sincerity,  should  this 
House  earnestly  desire  "  that  all  things 
may  be  so  ordered  and  settled  by  their  en- 
deavours on  the  best  and  surest  founda- 
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tions,  that  peace  and  happiness,  truth  and 
justice,  religion  and  piety  may  be  establish- 
ed amongst  us  throughout  all  generations." 
Mb.  W.  J.  FOX  said,  that  throughout 
this  prolonged  debate  he  heard  nothing 
whatever  that  touched  precisely  the  facts 
on  which  he  grounded  the  necessity  of  this 
measure,  or  some  measure  of  this  descrip- 
tion. The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
who  had  just  spoken  could  not  hare 
weighed  the  considerations  on  which  he 
justified  the  expediency  and  necessity  of 
the  measure,  or  he  would  not  have  attri- 
buted to  him  the  intention  of  merely  wish- 
ing to  raise  a  discussion  upon  an  abstract 
principle.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man's speech  was  directed  against  a  phan- 
tom of  his  own  creation.  He  (Mr.  Fox) 
hod  never  proposed  to  exclude  religion 
from  education.  He  founded  his  attempt 
to  do  something  for  his  fellow-countrymen, 
for  the  improvement  of  the  instruction 
actually  given  to  them,  something  for  the 
extension  of  instruction  to  those  now  des- 
titute of  it,  not  on  any  abstract  principle, 
but  on  the  demonstrated  necessity  that 
something  should  be  done.  It  was  not  his 
intention  to  demolish  any  existing  systems 
of  education  in  order  to  establish  new  ones, 
the  absurdity  of  which  experience  had  de- 
monstrated, not  merelv  in  reference  to 
education,  but  with  regard  to  all  kinds  of 
reform  whatsoever;  but  to  ascertain  how 
very  complex  and  imperfect  systems  could 
be  harmonised,  purified  and  made  to  do 
a  greater  amount  of  good  than  they  had 
hitherto  effected.  Such  was  the  nature  of 
his  proposition,  and,  so  far  from  excluding 
religion,  it  pre-eminently  sought  to  retain 
the  religious  impulse  for  the  diffusion  of 
education.  He  appreciated  quite  as  highly 
as  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  the 
city  of  Oxford  the  results  which  had  been 
produced  by  the  religious  impulse;  but  all 
religious  impulses  required  to  be  watched, 
and  more  particularly  as  connected  with 
education,  lest  what  was  called  religion, 
but  what  should  be  more  properly  desig- 
nated theology,  should  be  made  an  instru- 
ment of  proselytism,  and  lead  to  the  per- 
version of  education  itself.  The  great  fact 
on  which  he  founded  his  proposition  was, 
that  after  all  that  had  been  done  for  the 
extension  of  education  in  this  country,  it 
was  still  deplorably  deficient,  whilst  its 
quality  was  lamentably  inferior.  He  ven- 
tured to  affirm  that  the  principle  of  a  theo- 
logical education  and  the  proselytism  which 
was  inseparably  connected  with  it,  had  so 
far  swamped  other  modes  of  instruction  as 


to  impair  the  effects  of  the  religious  princi- 
ple itself  as  instilled  into  the  minds  of  pupils 
by  means  of  such  imperfect  instruction. 
The  evidence  which  existed  for  that  state- 
ment it  would  be  difficult  to  gainsay.  They 
had  it  in  evidence  that  the  number  of  per- 
sons who  were  unable  to  sign  their  names 
to  the  marriage  registry  amounted  to  thirty- 
one  per  cent  of  males,  and  forty-five  and  a 
half  per  cent  of  females.  It  appeared  that 
the  number  of  persons  who  two  years  ago 
were  unable  to  sign  the  registry  amounted 
te  42,429  males,  and  61,877  females. 
This  showed  that  the  returns  quoted  by 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  the  city 
of  Oxford  required  to  have  large  deduc- 
tions made  from  them.  Again,  the  return 
of  juvenile  offenders  in  1847,  which  had 
been  made  on  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Pontefract,  showed  that  of  11,195 
juvenile  offenders,  4,738  were  unable  to 
read,  and  that  of  14,756  juvenile  offenders 
in  1848,  no  less  than  5,200  were  unable 
to  read.  These  statements  proved  that 
whatever  returns  were  made  from  the 
schools,  the  number  of  persons  instructed 
was  much  smaller  than  could  be  supposed. 
And  furthermore,  they  had  to  combine  this 
with  the  startling  fact,  that,  large  as  was 
the  proportion  of  persons  who  were  unable 
to  read,  it  was  not,  after  all,  amongst  the 
uneducated  class  that  the  greatest  number 
of  criminals  was  to  be  found.  This  was 
a  most  important  and  striking  fact,  and 
one  to  which  he  regretted  the  attention  of 
the  House  had  not  been  more  largely  di- 
rected. During  the  twelve  years  that  had 
just  elapsed — twelve  years,  he  admitted, 
of  magnificent  exertions  in  the  cause  of 
education — this  deplorable  fact  stared  them 
in  the  face,  that,  whilst  during  these  years 
the  percentage  of  children  who  received 
instruction  had  increased,  the  proportion 
of  offenders  was  considerably  larger.  It 
was  thus  to  be  accounted  for.  The  fact 
itself  proved  incontestably  that  some  de- 
fect existed  in  the  educational  system  it- 
self. It  was  necessary  to  have  recourse 
to  some  such  supposition  in  order  to  arrive 
at  a  reasonable  solution  of  the  circumstance. 
They  found  a  religious  education,  as  it  was 
called,  in  existence;  theological  dogmas 
were  inculcated,  but  it  was  evident  that  in 
the  absence  of  the  due  training  of  the 
mind  and  character  they  had  borne  no 
fruit,  and  did  not  produce  any  deep  impres- 
sion with  respect  to  the  distinction  between 
right  and  wrong.  There  was  no  magic  in 
the  repetition  of  mere  words,  by  which 
they  could  make  children  moral,  careful. 
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pradent,  and  doToat.  Those  who  perae- 
Tered  in  this  frnitless  course  had  not  borne 
in  mind  the  beautifnl  parable  by  which  the 
fruitlessness  of  sowing  seed  in  stony  ground 
— where  there  was  no  intellectual  soil  for 
its  reception  and  growth — was  inculcated. 
But,  furthermore,  there  was  danger  of  a 
complete  relaxation  of  the  practical  and 
actual  powers  of  those  to  whom  the  educa- 
tion of  the  country  was  committed.  It 
was  resolved  to  make  great  societies  the 
means  of  communicating  education.  What 
was  the  position  of  these  societies  ?  The 
National  School  Society  was  at  war  with 
the  Committee  of  the  Privy  Council.  The 
Catholic  School  Society  was  holdmg  off, 
and  was  not  yet  in  a  position  to  receive 
any  advantage  from  the  national  fund  appro- 
priated to  education.  There  were  divisions 
in  the  British  and  Foreign  School  Society. 
Here  then  were  the  main  springs  of  these 
educational  operations  damaged,  and  in 
such  a  condition  that  they  covdd  not  work 
as  they  had  heretofore  done.  All  this 
showed  that  something  else  was  essential 
to  put  education  again  on  its  onward 
course.  The  inspector  of  schools  for  the 
northern  district  stated  that  one  school  out 
of  every  five  was  either  defunct  or  in  dan- 
ger of  becoming  extinct;  and  he  gave  it  as 
his  opinion  that  the  same  was  the  case 
throughout  the  kingdom  to  a  considerable 
extent.  ^^^J  had  it  reported  to  them 
that  in  the  l,pOO  and  odd  schools  of  the 
National  Society  ther^  was  school  room 
for  twice  the  number  of  children  that  con- 
stituted the  daily  average  attendance.  This 
again  showed  the  estimation  in  which  the 
present  system  was  held.  But  it  was  as- 
sumed throughout  the  debate  that  a  secular 
education  meant  the  exclusion  of  religion. 
He  denied  that  secular  and  religious  in- 
struction was  necessarily  opposed.  He 
could  well  understand  why  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Arundel  should  in- 
sist on  such  an  opposition.  But  there  was 
a  religion  which  said  that  "  the  heavens 
declared  the  glory  of  God,'*  and  bade  them 
"  look  to  the  lilies  how  they  grew;*'  so  that 
instruction  in  these  matters  was  closely 
allied  to  religious  truth  and  purity,  and  was 
opposed  to  the  impious  assumption  that 
men  could  be  led  away  from  religion  by 
studying  the  works  of  the  Creator.  It  was 
his  firm  belief  that  the  more  the  mind  was 
furnished  with  intellectual  truth,  the  better 
it  was  acquainted  with  the  works  of  the 
Creator,  the  greater  would  be  the  disposi- 
tion of  the  pupil's  heart  for  superior  reli- 
gion.   Instead  of  there  being  any  antithesis 


between  secular  and  religious  education,  be 
regarded  them  as  auxiliary  to  each  other. 
Well,  then,  it  might  bo  urged,  why  not 
unite  them  in  the  same  school  i  His  an- 
swer was  that  it  could  not  be  done  in  a 
country  where  there  was  such  a  variety 
of  religious  opinions.  There  was  the  dif- 
ficulty, and  with  that  difficulty  they  had 
to  grapple.  What  each  wanted  waa 
not  so  much  to  have  religion  inculcated 
as  to  have  the  religion  which  he  himself 
professed — that  was  to  say  what  he  be- 
lieved to  be  the  true  religion — taught  in 
schools.  But  what  was  the  true  religion  f 
Who  was  to  be  the  judge  of  that  ?  Was 
it  to  be  a  majority  of  that  House  ?  Was 
it  to  be  the  majority  in  the  country  ? 
That  could  not  be,  for  they  had  respected 
the  oonsciencious  scruples  of  the  minority. 
He  was  quite  correct,  therefore,  in  saying 
that  there  were  insuperable  difficulties  in 
the  way  of  placing  the  instruction  of  the 
country  totally  and  entirely  in  the  hands  of 
the  Church.  But  besides  this,  the  Church 
had  another  and  a  higher  mission.  It  was 
the  duty  of  the  clergy  to  keep  the  people 
entrusted  to  their  care  from  crime  and  sin 
— to  catechise  the  children  in  their  respec- 
tive parishes  on  week  days  and  on  the  Sab- 
bath. The  all-important  concern  of  salva- 
tion was  quite  enough  to  exercise  all  the 
powers  of  those  who  were  entrusted  with 
the  ministration  of  religion.  But  the  busi- 
ness of  teaching  referred  to  the  concerns  of 
this  world  and  not  of  another — it  had  to 
make  good  citizens,  and  not  saints.  The 
parson  had  no  right  to  make  the  school- 
master his  proxy,  and  then  come  upon  the 
liberality  of  the  public  for  the  payment  of 
the  schoolmaster.  He  was  departing  from 
his  own  most  important  duty  when  he 
turned  aside  to  see  how  the  schoolmaster 
executed  his.  Another  reason  why  the 
Church  could  not  perform  this  duty  was» 
that  it  set  limits  to  its  influence  by  its  own 
religious  formulw.  Another  reason  was» 
that  a  system  of  national  education  required 
an  outlay  of  public  money,  and  the  Dis- 
senters would  not  submit  to  be  taxed  even 
for  secular  purposes  if  the  money  was  to 
handed  over  to  the  Established  Church. 
Another  reason  why  he  should  be  unwilling 
to  leave  the  control  of  education  in  the 
hands  of  the  Church  was,  that  the  perfect 
independence  of  the  schoolmaster  was  es- 
sential to  the  imparting  of  a  g^ood  educa- 
tion. It  was  said  by  Dr.  Busby  that  he 
would  not  take  off  his  hat  in  his  schoolroom, 
even  in  the  presence  of  the  Sovereign;  and 
in  his  opinion  it  would  be  vain  to  expect  a 
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good  and  perfect  education  where  the 
schoolmaster  was  overshadowed  hj  a  cleri- 
cal superior.  He  knew  an  instance  where 
a  teacher  was  rehuked  for  instructing  a 
child  who  had  not  been  baptised  according 
to  the  ordinances  of  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land. With  a  clerical  superior  thus  watch- 
ing and  dictating  to  the  teacher  it  was  not 
to  be  expected  that  he  could  consider  him- 
self responsible  for  the  due  discharge  of 
that  important  trust — the  forming  of  the 
character  of  the  rising  generation.  Then 
see  the  miserable  stipends  which  they  re- 
ceive. Let  them  consider  the  advertise- 
ments which  appeared  every  day  in  the 
newspapers  for  educated  teachers  at  48/.  a 
year  and  less.  Sometimes  also  their  sala- 
ries were  paid  in  a  most  degrading  manner. 
He  was  aware  of  one  case  where  the 
teacher  had  received  a  receipt  book  and 
was  told  to  collect  his  salary  himself  from 
the  subscribers  if  he  could;  and  there  was 
a  printed  form  in  the  National  Society's 
Schools  for  dismissing  the  master  at  a 
week's  notice,  and  sending  him  immedi* 
ately  adrift  upon  the  world.  What  could 
they  expect  but  discontent  under  such  a 
system  ?  Could  they  have  any  other  than 
careless  teachers,  or  persons  who  were  on 
the  look-out  for  more  profitable  employ- 
ment ?  He  would  now  come  to  the  parti- 
tion of  secular  and  religious  education,  and 
in  doing  so  he  would  ask  what  had  been 
the  result  in  Ireland,  where  the  national 
schools  were  strictly  and  properly  schools 
for  the  promotion  of  secular  education  ? 
because,  whatever  religious  education  was 
given,  was  given  in  another  place  at  an- 
other time,  and  under  different  circum- 
stances from  the  secular  education.  How 
had  the  system  been  found  to  work  ?  Did 
it  make  the  pupils  less  religious  than  those 
who  had  been  instructed  in  other  schools  ? 
That  would  not  appear  to  be  the  case;  for 
he  had  seen  a  report  of  the  examination  of 
pupils  educated  in  the  national  schools  of 
Ireland.  And  the  examination  declared 
that  the  religious  knowledge  of  the  pupils 
was  equal,  if  not  superior,  to  that  which 
had  been  inculcated  in  other  schools.  He 
would  read  for  the  House  high  authority 
to  show  that  secular  and  religious  educa- 
tion might  be  kept  separate  and  distinct, 
without  any  damage  to  religion.  Here 
was  the  opinion  of  an  eminent  professor  of 
moral  philosophy  in  the  University  of  Ox- 
ford (Dr.  Hampden),  who  was  afterwards 
made  a  bishop  by  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment. He  thus  speaks,  in  a  course  of 
lectures  delivered  at  Oxford  in  1835  :— 


"  But  nnce  tbe  separation  of  phflosophj  in 
general  from  theology,  whilst  other  sciences  have 
profited  largely  by  their  independent  cultivation, 
there  has  remained  a  timidity  of  speculation  in 
ethics,  a  backwardness  to  use  that  liberty  of  rea- 
son here,  which  has  been  so  beneficially  adopted 
in  other  branches  of  knowledge.  There  is  a  sort 
of  superstition  on  the  subject ;  the  demons  of  im- 
piety and  profaneness  haunt  the  imagination, 
when  we  contemplate  the  establishment  of  moral 
obligations,  independently  of  the  revealed  will  of 
God  concerning  a  future  state  of  existence. 
•  •  •  •  Thus,  both  Shaftesbury  and  Boling- 
broke  have  shown,  and  I  think  unanswerably,  that 
the  principles  of  morality  are  founded  in  our  na- 
ture, independently  of  any  system  of  religious 
belief,  and  are,  in  fact,  obligatory  even  on  the 
atheist.  *  •  *  •  But  I  intend,  in  asserting  the 
independence  of  moral  obligation  on  any  religious 
sanction,  to  refer,  in  evidence  of  this  position,  to 
the  indisputable  instances  which  have  appeared, 
of  an  upright  tenor  of  life— of  the  duties  belonging 
to  the  various  relations  of  life— correctly  per- 
formed by  those  who  have  wanted  the  higher  in- 
ducements to  right  conduct,  resulting  from  the 
profession  of  a  better  creed.*' 

Here  was  the  opinion  of  the  Rev.  Mr. 
Dal  ton,  rector  of  Wareborne,  Kent,  as 
given  in  his  pamphlet  on  national  educa- 
tion : — 

*'  But  the  great  fallacy  of  the  day  is  '  the  danger 
of  separating  religious  from  secular  instruction.' 
A  little  reflection  ought  to  have  shown  that  this 
is  one  of  the  most  fanciful  contingencies  that  could 
be  imagined.  Religious  and  secular  instruction 
are  already  separate;  they  are  as  separate  and 
distinct  as  any  two  parts  of  the  same  whole  well 
can  be;  and  if  they  were  not  so  they  would  not 
have  different  names.  The  task  of  separation  is 
done  to  our  hands ;  it  is  the  task  of  uniting  that 
remains  to  be  perf<mned,  and  care  should  be 
taken  that  this  combination  should  not  lead  to 
confusion.  It  requires  no  small  caution,  in  com- 
bining religion  with  anything  secular,  to  preserve 
tbe  religious  element  from  desecration,  and  the 
secular  from  perversion.  There  is  a  great  danger 
of  having  the  forms  of  godliness  substituted  for 
the  power  thereof;  let  us  be  cautious  of  leading 
the  young  into  the  danfferous  error  that  all  reli- 
gion is  included  in  its  rorms.  National  education 
does  not  mean  simply  the  education  of  the  poor, 
for  the  poor  do  not  constitute  the  entire  nation. 
A  truly  national  system  must  be  so  comprehen- 
sive as  to  embrace  every  class  of  society.  The 
Church  cannot  undertake  the  direction  of  such  a 
system  for  many  reasons,  but  most  especially  for 
the  very  obvious  one,  that  the  Church  is  not  co-ex- 
tensive with  the  nation.  Education  is  a  question  of 
religion,  a  question  of  morality,  a  question  of 
health,  a  question  of  finance,  and  a  question  of 
police.  To  what  ultimate  power  do  we  refer  all 
questions  of  public  morals,  public  health,  finance, 
and  police  ?  Every  one  knows  that  the  decision  of 
such  question  is  the  proper  function  of  the  State, 
and  that  the  State  has  been  constituted  to  dis- 
charge such  functions." 

He  had,  perhaps,  still  higher  authority — 
that  of  the  Primate  of  the  English  Church. 
He  did  not  mean  to  say  that  that  Prelate's 
language  implied  an  approval  of  his  (Mr. 
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Fox*8)  scheme;  bat  it  showed  that  he  con- 
sidered that  secular  education  could  be 
imparted,  separate  from  religious  educa- 
tion, without  any  detriment  to  religion. 
[The  hon.  Gentleman  here  read  an  extract 
from  a  charge  of  the  Archbishop  of  Can- 
terbury to  his  clergy,  in  which  he  stated, 
that  "  the  literary  character  of  the  schools 
depended  on  the  schoolmaster,  but  its  reli- 
gious character  depended  upon  the  minis- 
ter."] He  chose  to  give  the  opinion  of 
others  who  could  not  be  suspected,  rather 
than  advance  any  of  his  own  on  the  Mo- 
tion; because  he  was  well  aware  that  if  he 
did  so  persons  would  not  be  wanting  to  call 
him  infidel  and  atheist.  But  he  firmly  and 
sincerely  believed  that  the  separation  was 
in  every  way  necessary  to  proauce  the  full 
amount  of  good  both  as  regarded  religion 
and  education.  He  did  not  wish  to  see 
persons  thrown  upon  the  world  ignorant  of 
the  commonest  everyday  matters.  He  did 
not  want  an  education  which  left  persons 
ignorant  of  the  number  of  ounces  in  a 
pound,  of  the  number  of  inches  in  a  foot, 
of  the  name  of  the  reigning  Sovereign,  and 
who  did  not  know  whether  the  months  of 
June  and  July  were  winter  or  summer 
months.  He  wanted  an  education  which 
would  enable  the  pupils  in  after  life  to  steer 
their  course  steadily — which  would  not 
leave  them  unacquainted  with  modes  of 
industry — which  would  save  them  from  be- 
coming the  dupes  of  the  demagogues  or 
the  fanatic — which  would  induce  them, 
from  moral  considerations,  to  postpone  the 
marriage  connexion  till  they  were  in  a  po- 
sition to  maintain  a  family — which  would 
teach  them;  in  some  degree,  what  it 
was  the  Legislature  could  do,  and  what  it 
could  not  do,  to  elevate  their  position — 
which  would  impart  those  larger  views  of 
science  which  would  give  dignity  to  their 
operations  in  mechanics,  or  in  the  factory — 
and  which  would  finally  enable  them  to 
profit  by  the  lessons  of  religion,  as,  no 
doubt,  they  would  best  be  able  to  profit 
from  those  lessons  if  their  minds  were  more 
expanded.  He  did  not  want  the  value  of 
education  to  be  deteriorated  by  the  incul- 
cation of  sectarian  opinions.  He  knew 
several  instances  where  poor  men,  who 
knew  the  value  of  education,  were  obliged 
to  forego  strong  religious  scruples  in  order 
to  obtain  instruction  for  their  children.  It 
was  not  fair  to  take  this  advantage  over 
poor  but  conscientious  men.  The  work- 
ing people  of  this  country  were  ready 
to  make  sacrifices  in  order  to  obtain  the 
blessings    of   education,   and  it   was  not 


fair  or  just  that  they  should  step  be- 
tween them  and  that  desirable  object,  be- 
cause they  could  not  agree  amongst  them- 
selves on  their  religious  opinions.  The 
education  which  was  given  on  the  Conti- 
nent had  been  referred  to,  and  it  was  said 
to  be  irreligious.  He  denied  the  fact. 
What  was  the  case  in  Prussia  ?  The 
children  were  instructed  together  in  se- 
cular schools,  but  there  were  separate 
schools  where  the  different  sects  were  in- 
structed in  their  own  religious  dogmas. 
Mr.  Cay,  in  his  late  work.  On  the  bocial 
and  Educational  Condition  of  different 
Parts  of  Europe,  says — 

"  Four  years  ago  the  Pmssian  Croyemment 
made  a  general  inquiry,  and  it  was  ascertained 
that  of  aU  young  men  in  the  kingdom,  of  21  years 
old,  only  two  in  every  100  were  unable  to  read. 
The  average  age  of  marriage  is  about  35  for  men. 
These  statistics  showed  tlutt  in  Prussia  1  man  in 
every  16  who  married  is  45  years  old,  while  in 
England  only  1  in  every  21  is  45  years  old,  and 
nearly  half  of  the  men  married  every  year  are  not 
older  than  20  years." 

Then  take  France,  and  let  them  con- 
sider the  result  of  the  educational  system 
there.  Look  at  the  words  of  the  statute 
of  April  25,  1834,  upon  the  elementary 
schools : — 

"  In  all  the  divisions  (of  each  school),  the  moral 
and  religious  instruction  shall  rank  first.  Prayers 
shall  commence  and  close  all  the  classes.  Some 
verses  of  the  Holy  Scriptures  shall  be  learned 
every  day.  Every  Saturday  the  Gospel  of  the 
following  Sunday  shall  be  recited.  On  the  Sun- 
days and  fitst-days  the  scholars  shall  be  conducted 
to  diyine  service.  The  reading  books,  the  writ- 
ing copies,  the  discourses  and  exhortations  of  the 
teacher,  shall  tend  continually  to  penetrate  the 
soul  of  the  scholars  with  the  feelings  and  prin- 
ciples which  are  the  safeguards  of  morality,  and 
which  are  proper  to  inspire  the  fear  and  love  of 
God." 

M.  Cousin,  in  his  account  of  the  Dutch 
schools,  states  that — 

*'  There  is  a  total  absence  of  all  special  instruo- 
tion  either  in  religion  or  morals  The  educational 
arranffements  are  altogether  independent  of  any 
church,  and  the  schools  are  managed  by  local 
committees.  By  the  law  of  1806,  religious  in- 
struction is  separated  from  all  hw,  poor,  and 
private  schools ;  and  no  instructor  must  interfere 
as  to  religion.  We  are  informed  that  the  Bible  is 
not  read  in  the  schools  ;  and  that  Jews,  Catholio8| 
and  Protestants  of  different  opinions,  are  in- 
structed together.  Children  are  permitted  to 
withdraw  at  fixed  hours  to  attend  their  pastor  fott 
religious  instruction  ;  but  this  is  not  imperative, 
being  left  entirely  optional  to  tho  parents.  This 
system  has  now  been  in  operation  Ibrty  years. 
The  wide  diffusion  of  the  elements  of  knowledge 
among  the  Dutch,  harmonises  well  with  the  gene- 
ral clutracter  of  the  people.  They  are  proverbial 
for  their  economy,  prudence,  and  attention  to 
business;  and  they  probably  enjoy  as  large  an 
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imooDt  of  physical  comfort  aa  aaj  nation  in 
Europe,  if  not  the  largest." 

In  the  United  States,  in  New  Hamp- 
shire, where  the  population  in  1840  was 
284,574,  there  was  raised  for  the  year 
ending  June  6,  1849,  149,237  dels.  49c. 
The  total  raised  for  schools  was  159,430 
dols.  38c.     So  far  from  leyying  an  addi- 
tional tax   superseding  private  contribu- 
tions, they  had  raised  160,000  dols.,  which 
was  about  40,000  dols.  more  than  was 
required  to  be  raised  by  law,  and  10,000 
dots,  more  than  was  raised  last  year.     In 
the  State  prison  the  total  convicts  were  94 
— under  15,  2;  under  20,  17;  there  were 
17  foreigners,  and  45  natives  of  the  United 
States.      The    public    library    had    600 
volumes.      In   Massachusets    the    year's 
State  expenditure  on  January  1,   1849, 
was  1,166,623  dols.,  and  the  towns  con- 
tributed 795,706  dols.     [Here  the  hon. 
Gentleman  proceeded  to  read  various  de- 
tails as  to  the  number  of  schools,  scholars, 
population,  &c,,  of  the  previously  named 
State,  and  also  of  those  of  Pennsylvania 
and  New  York.]     What  was  the  result 
as  to  religion?      We  had  the   statistics 
of  all  the  different  churches  in  the  United 
States,  and  the  returns  of  the  communities 
of  various  religious  denominations  was  in 
the  proportion  of  one  in  five  of  the  entire 
population — a  state  of  things  which   tbe 
most  zealous  religious  localities  of   this 
country  would  be  very  happy  to  see.     He 
would  not  propose  education  as  a  panacea; 
other  efforts  should  be  made,  but  he  would 
say  this,  that  education  was  an  essential 
eondition,  and  that,  without  it,  the  best 
measures  would  be  inefficacious.     People 
were  apt  to  be  misled  as  to  what  most 
nearly  affected  their  interests.     And  what 
had  the  country  now  before  it  ?  The  lonely 
and  dark  precipice  of  a  continuance  of 
burdens  tbat  now  pressed  heavily;  whilst 
by  the  knowledge  of  religious  principles, 
they  would  give  the  first  chance  of  en- 
lightened, devoted  loyalty,  and  they  would 
have  the  great  mass  of  the  people  first 
humanised  and  then  christianised. 

Mb.  HUME  rose  amidst  loud  calls  for 
a  division. 

Mr.  speaker  interrupted  the  hon. 
Member,  and  said  that  it  appeared  that  on 
the  former  debate  on  this  subject,  an 
Amendment  had  been  moved  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  North  Northamptonshire,  which 
was  seconded  by  the  noble  Lord  the  Mem- 
for  Arundel.  After  the  noble  Lord  there 
was  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Sheffield,  then  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 


for  Bath,  then  the  hon.  Member  fbrPonte- 
fract,  and  then  came  the  name  of  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  the  city  of 
London,  which  was  followed  by  the  name 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Montrose.  So 
that  the  hon.  Member  had  already  made 
his  speech. 

M&.  HUME  declared,  amidst  much 
cheering  and  laughter,  that  he  was  not 
aware  he  had  spoken  before. 

M&.  MUNTZ  wished  to  ask  the  hon. 
Member  for  Oldham  whether  he  intended 
to  abandon  the  compulsory  part  of  his 
Bill  ?      [Mr.  Fox  replied  in  the    affirma- 
tive.]    He  had  been  brought  up  a  member 
of  the  Church  of  England,  and  never  hav- 
ing seen  reason  to  dissent,  he  could  have 
no  objection  to  her  conducting  the  educa- 
tion of  the  people,  if  he  thought  that  possi- 
ble; but  an  extensive  acquaintance  with  the 
working  classes  led  him  to  say  that  it  was 
not  at  all  possible.     The  working  classes 
were  against  the  interference  of  the  Church. 
The  question  then  was,  should  these  chil- 
dren go  uneducated,  or  receive  a  certain 
amount  of  education  ?     Having  employed 
a  vast  number  of  men  in  his  own  time,  he 
could  say   without  fear  of  contradiction, 
that  there  was  a  marked  distinction  be- 
tween   those  who   were    thoroughly  and 
those  who  were  partially  educated;    the 
former  were  so  much  more  open  to  reason, 
and  easily  managed.    He  doubted  whether 
any  education  could  prevent  crime.     The 
great  cause  of  the  increase  of  crime  was 
the  increase  of  privation.     Sensible  as  he 
was  to  the  advantages  of  education,  he 
should  give  his  support  to  the  Bill  after 
the  statement  now  made  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Oldham;  and  whether  the  present 
measure  were  carried  or  not,  he  hoped  the 
Government  would  take  the  matter  into 
their  serious  consideration. 
Question  put. 

The  House  divided  : — Ayes  58  ;    Noes 
287  :  Majority  229. 
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Dundas,  Adm. 
Dundas,  G. 

Dundas,  rt.  hon.  Sir  D. 
Du  Pre,  C.  G. 
East,  Sir  J.  B. 
Edwards,  H. 
Elliot,  hon.  J.  £. 
Emlyn,  Visct. 
Enfield,  Visct. 
Estoourt,  J.  B.  B. 
Euston,  Earl  of 
Evans,  W. 
Famham,  E.  B. 
Fellowes,  E. 
Ferguson,  Sir  R.  A. 
Fitsroy,  hon.  H. 
Floyer,  J. 
Forbes,  W. 

Forester,  hon.  G.  C.  W. 
Fox,  S.  W.  L. 
Frewen,  G.  H. 
FuUer,  £.  £. 


Galway,  Viset. 
Gaskell,  J.  M. 
Gladstone,  rt.hon.W.E. 
Gooch,  £.  S.  4 

Gordon,  Adm. 
Gore,  W.  R.  0. 
Goulbum,  rt.  hon.  H. 
Graham,  rt.  hon.  Sir  J. 
Greenall,  G. 
Greene,  T. 
Grenfell,  C.  P. 
Grenfell,  C.  W. 
Grey,  rt.  hon.  Sir  G. 
Grogan,  £. 
Gwyn,  H. 
Hale,  R.  B. 
Halford,  Sir  H. 
Hallyburton,  Lord  J.F. 
Halsey,  T.  P. 
Hamilton,  G.  A. 
Hamilton,  Lord  C. 
Harcourt,  G.  G. 
Hardcastle,  J.  A. 
Hastie,  A. 

Hayter,  rt.  hon.  W.  G. 
Headlam,  T.  £. 
Heald,  J. 
Heathcote,  G.  J. 
Heneage,  G.  H.  W. 
Henley,  J.  W. 
Herbert,  H.  A. 
Herbert,  rt.  hon.  S. 
Hildyard,  R.  C. 
HUdyard.  T.  B.  T. 
Hodges,  T.  L. 
Hood,  Sir  A. 
Hope,  H.  T. 
Hornby,  J. 
Hotham,  Lord 
Howard,  Lord  £. 
Howard,  hon.  £.  G.  G. 
Huddon,  G. 
Hutchins,  E.  J. 
Jenny n,  Earl 
Jocelyn,  Visct. 
Johnstone,  Sir  J. 
JoUiffe,  Sir  W.  G.  H. 
Jones,  Capt. 
Ker,  R. 
Lacy,  H.  C. 
Langston,  J.  H. 
Lascelles,  hon.  W.  S. 
Law,  hon.  C.  E. 
Legh,  G.  C. 
Lemon,  Sir  C. 
Lewis,  rt.  hon.  Sir  T.  F. 
Lewis,  G.  C. 
Lewisham,  Visct. 
Lindsay,  hon.  Col. 
Littleton,  hon.  E.  R. 
Lockhart,  A.  E. 
Lockhart,  W. 
Long,  W. 

Lowther,  hon.  Col. 
Lygon,  hon.  Gen. 
I^cnaghten,  Sir  E. 
Mahon,  Visct. 
Manners,  Lord  C.  S. 
Manners,  Lord  G. 
Masterman,  J. 
Matheson,  A. 
Matheson,  Col. 
Maule,  rt.  hon.  F. 


Maxwell,  hoti.  J.  P. 
Meux,  Sir  H. 
MUes,  P.  W.  S. 
Miles,  W. 
Milner,  W.  M.  £• 
Monsell,  W. 
Moody,  C.  A. 
Moore,  G.  H. 
Morgan,  H.  K.  G. 
Morris,  D. 

Mostyn,  hon.  E.  M.  L, 
Mullings,  J.  R. 
Mure,  Col. 
Naas,  Lord 
Napier,  J. 
Neeld,  J. 
Neeld,  J. 
Newdegate,  0.  N. 
Noel,  hon.  G.  J. 
Norreys,  Lord 
O'Brien,  Sir  L, 
Ogle,  S.  G.  H. 
Oswald,  A. 
Packe,  C.  W. 
Paget,  Lord  G. 
Pakington,  Sir  J. 
Palmer,  R. 
Palmer,  R. 
Parker,  J. 
Patten,  J.  W. 
Peel,  rt.  hon.  Sir  R. 
Peel.  F. 

Pendarves,  E.  W.  W. 
Pennant,  hon.  Col. 
Perfect,  R. 
Pigot,  Sir  R. 
Pilkington,  J. 
Plowden,  W.  H.  C. 
Plumptre,  J.  P. 
Portal,  M. 
Powlett,  Lord  W. 
Price,  Sir  R. 
Prime,  R. 
Pugh,  D. 
Pusey,  P. 
Reid,  Col. 
Repton,  G.  W.  J. 
Ricardo,  0. 
Rice,  E.  R. 
Rich,  H. 
Richards,  R, 
Robartes,  T.  J.  A. 
Romilly,  Sir  J. 
Rushout,  Capt. 
Sandars^  G. 
Sandars,  J. 
ScuUy,  F. 
Seymer,  H.  K. 
Sheil,  rt.  hon.  R.  L. 
Simeon,  J. 
Slaney,  R.  A. 
Smyth,  J.  G. 
Smollett,  A. 
Somerset,  Capt. 
Sotheron,  T.  U.  S. 
Spearman,  H.  J. 
Stanford,  J.  F. 
Stanley,  E. 
Stanley,  hon.  £.  H. 
Staunton,  Sir  G.  T. 
Stuart,  H. 
Stuart,  J. 
Sutton,  J.  H.  M. 
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Tmlbot,  J.  H.  Walsh,  Sir  J.  B. 

Taylor,  T.  E.  Walter,  J. 

Thornhill,  0.  Watkins,  Col.  L. 

Tollemache,  hon.  F.  J.  Wegg-Prosser,  F.  R. 

Tollemaohe,  J.  Welby,  G.  £. 

Towneley,  J.  Wellesley,  Lord  C. 

Townley,  R.  G.  West,  F.  R. 

Trevor,  hon.  G.  R.  Whitmore,  T.  C. 

TroUope,  Sir  J.  WiUoughby,  Sir  H. 

Turner,  G.  J.  Wilson,  J. 

Tyrell,  Sir  J.  T.  Wodehouse,  £. 

Vane,  Lord  H.  Wood,  W.  P. 

Vomer,  Sir  W.  Wynn,  Sir  W.  W. 

Vesey,  hon.  T.  Torke,  hon.  £.  T. 

Villiers,  Visct.  Young,  Sir  J. 
Villiers,  hon.  F.  W.  C. 
Vivian,  J.  £.  tbllbrb. 

Vy?yan,  Sir  R.  R.  Arundel    and    Surrey, 
Waddington,  H.  S.  Earl  of 

Walpole,  S.  H.  Stafford,  A. 

Worcb  added. 

Main  QneBtion,  as  amended,  put,  and 
agreed  to. 

Bill  to  be  read  2^  on  this  day  six 
months. 

The  House  adjourned  at  five  minutes 
before  Six  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 

Thursday,  June  6,  1850. 

MiirTTTBB.]    PuBUo  BiLLB. — 1*  Titles  of  Religious 

Congregations. 
2*  Parliunentary  Voters  (Ireland). 
d'  Fees  (Court  of  Common  Pleas) ;  Sunday  Fairs 

Prevention ;  Exchequer  Bills ;  Sunday  Trading 

Prevention. 

AFFAIRS  OF  GREECE. 

The  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNE  said: 
Mj  Lords,  I  feel  myself  under  the  neces- 
sit  J  of  calling  the  attention  of  the  House, 
and  particularly  the  attention  of  the  noble 
Lora  opposite  (Lord  Stanley),  to  the  Mo- 
tion of  which  notice  has  been  given  by  him 
for  to-morrow,  and  with  respect  to  which 
I  think  it  would  not  be  doing  justice  to  the 
noble  Lord  or  to  the  House  if  I  should  not 
mention  the  existence  of  certain  circum- 
stances attached  to  the  period  at  which 
the  Motion  is  proposed  to  be  made,  which, 
in  my  opinion,  would  make  it  unadvisable 
that  the  Motion  should  be  brought  for- 
ward to-morrow.  I  think  it  right  to  state 
that  communications  have,  within  the  last 
week,  been  going  on  between  this  Govern- 
ment and  the  Government  of  France,  the 
result  of  which  I  certainly  had  hoped  it 
might  have  been  in  my  power  to  state  to 
the  House  to-day  or  to-morrow,  and  there- 
by obviate  the  necessity  which  I  now  feel 
of  submitting  to  the  noble  Lord's  judg- 
meDt  whether  he  would  bring  on  his  Mo- 


tion to-morrow.  But  I  am  so  far  disap- 
pointed in  my  expectation,  that  I  cannot 
state  that  those  communications  have,  at 
this  moment,  led  to  any  result.  At  the 
same  time,  I  have  no  hesitation  in  saying, 
and  I  am  sure  the  noble  Lord  will  take 
my  word  of  honour  for  the  truth  of  the 
assertion,  that  those  communications  are, 
in  our  expectation,  likely  to  lead  to  a  sat- 
isfactory result,  and  that  the  result,  whe- 
ther it  be  satisfactory  or  unsatisfactory, 
cannot  fail  to  be  known  in  the  course  of  a 
very  few  days.  Undoubtedly,  under  these 
circumstances,  in  my  humble  opinion,  the 
discussion  of  the  subject,  the  importance 
of  which  I  do  not  wish  to  undervalue, 
might  be  attended  with  injurious  conse- 
ouences  at  the  present  moment,  with  re- 
ference to  the  state  of  these  communica- 
tions. Having  made  that  statement  to 
the  House,  and  assuring  the  noble  Lord 
that  it  would  be  my  anxious  wish  that  the 
discussion  should  come  on  to-morrow,  if 
possible,  and  having  no  motive  for  not 
making  this  communication  before,  other 
than  the  hope  that  I  might  not  be  placed 
in  the  circumstances  of  being  obliged  to 
ask  him  to  postpone  his  Motion,  I  venture 
to  hope  that,  upon  consideration  of  the 
subject,  he  will  be  led  to  defer  this  Motion 
for  a  few  days.  If  he  will  do  so,  I  will 
state  that  any  arrangement  that  can  best 
accommodate  him  and  the  House  on  the 
subject,  I  shall  feel  most  happy  and  most 
ready  to  make. 

Lord  STANLEY:  My  Lords,  I  am 
prepared  to  do  full  justice  to  the  modera- 
tion of  tone,  and  the  courtesy  whieh  the 
noble  Marquess  has  shown  in  making  this 
communication  and  request.  But  I  must 
be  pardoned  for  saying  that  he  has  really 
strained  to  the  utmost  extent  that  Parlia- 
mentary courtesy  which  any  noble  Lord 
may  be  disposed  to  yield  to  the  request  of 
the  Government.  The  noble  Marquess 
will  not  forget  that  upon  a  former  occa- 
sion, not  upon  the  preceding  day,  but  at 
the  very  moment  when  I  rose  to  propose 
my  Motion,  I  was  met  by  a  request  simi- 
lar to  that  which  he  makes  now,  that  I 
would  postpone  it,  because,  as  he  said,  we 
should  be  debating  across  this  table  a 
matter  which  would  in  all  probability  be 
settled  in  the  course  of  a  few  days  else- 
where across  another  table  between  Baron 
Gros  and  Mr.  Wyse.  Now,  my  Lords, 
since  that  period  six  or  seven  weeks  have 
elapsed,  and  the  affairs  of  Greece  have 
been  brought,  as  we  thought,  to  a  conclu- 
sion, Her  Majesty's  Ministers  having  laid 
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upon  the  table  all  the  papers  that  thej 
thought  necessary  to  lay  before  this  House. 
The  ransom  of  the  ships,  and  the  satisfac- 
tion of  the  claims,  having  been  actually 
paid,  and  our  fleet  having  been  withdrawn, 
I  did  hope  that  the  time  had  come  when, 
without  objection  or  remonstrance,  I  might 
ask  your  Lordships  to  pass  a  judgment 
and  give  an  opinion  upon  what  has  occur- 
red. I  g^ve  notice  of  the  Motion  some 
ten  days  ago,  and  it  is  not  until  now,  upon 
the  eve  of  the  Motion,  that  a  request  is 
made  which,  urged  as  it  is  by  the  noble 
Marquess  upon  the  part  of  the  Govern- 
ment, I  find  it  hard  to  resist,  that  I  would 
postpone  it  on  account  of  negotiations  still 
pending,  which  might  be  injuriously  affect- 
ed by  the  discussion.  Now,  it  is  undoubt- 
edly true,  that  in  the  course  of  that  dis- 
cussion I  would  have  to  touch  upon  some 
of  the  transactions  which  have  more  re- 
cently taken  place  between  the  Govern- 
ments of  this  country  and  of  France.  But 
that  would  form  only  a  portion  of  the  mat- 
ter on  which  I  should  have  to  ask  for  your 
Lordships'  opinions  and  votes.  It  will  not 
be  so  much  upon  the  merits  of  the  contro- 
versy between  the  two  Governments  of 
France  and  England  that  I  shall  have  to  ad- 
dress your  Lordships,  as  upon  the  original 
demands  which  our  Government  made  on 
Greece,  the  manner  in  which  they  have 
enforced  those  demands,  the  justice  of  the 
demands,  and  the  danger  arising  from  the 
manner  in  which  they  have  been  enforced, 
and  of  placing  our  friendly  relations  with 
foreign  Powers  generally,  and  with  France 
in  particular,  in  jeopardy.  For  these  rea- 
sons I  would  be  most  unwilling  to  post- 
pone, even  for  a  single  day,  the  Motion  of 
which  I  have  given  notice ;  but  if  the  noble 
Marquess  is  prepared  to  say,  upon  his  re- 
sponsibility as  a  Minister,  that  a  settlement 
of  great  importance  for  the  peace  of  Eu- 
rope is  upon  the  point  of  being  come  to, 
and  that  within  the  space  of  three  or  four 
days,  at  farthest,  it  might  be  expected  to 
be  settled  or  abandoned,  and  if  he  will  say 
that,  under  these  circumstances,  the  dis- 
cussion of  this  matter  to-morrow  would  in- 
terpose serious  difficulties  in  the  way  of 
coming  to  a  satisfactory  settlement,  I  would 
say  that  that  is  a  reason  to  which  all  con- 
siderations of  party  feeling  or  personal 
convenience  must  give  way.  And  if  the 
noble  Marquess  is  prepared  to  make  the 
declaration  in  his  place,  as  a  Minister  of 
the  Crown — if  he  will  say  that  in  the 
course  of  the  next  week  this  matter  is  to 
be  settled  between  Her  Majesty's  Govem- 


ment  and  the  Government  of  France,  I  will 
consent,  though  with  reluctance,  to  post- 
pone the  Motion  of  which  I  have  given 
notice  for  to-morrow.  But  this  I  wish 
him  particularly  to  observe — ^that  I  am  to 
understand  that,  settlement  or  no  settle- 
ment, on  Monday  se'nnight  the  discussion 
shall  be  brought  on.  I  hope  the  noble 
Marquess  will  give  this  assurance  ;  for  I 
think  that  it  is  injurious  to  the  public  ser- 
vice, and  unjust  to  the  case  itself,  that 
this  question  should  be  postponed  until  the 
public  interest  in  it  shall  have  slackened, 
and  I,  therefore,  trust  that  he  will  not  ask 
for  any  further  postponement. 

The  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNE :  My 
Lords,  in  my  own  defence  I  must  refer  to 
the  former  occasion  on  which  I  had  to  ask 
the  noble  Lord  to  postpone  his  Motion  re- 
lating to  Greece.  I  certainly  made  that 
request  when  he  was  about  to  bring  it  on; 
but  then  he  had  only  given  notice  of  his 
intention  to  do  so  on  the  preceding  night. 
I  therefore  had  no  opportunity  of  asking 
him  to  postpone  it  until  the  day  which  he 
had  appointed  for  it.  But  with  respect  to 
the  present  request,  it  is  one  which  I  have 
made  with  the  greatest  reluctance.  I  have 
been  encouraged  to  hope,  up  to  this  very 
morning  that  I  should  not  be  under  the 
necessity  of  making  it.  With  regard  to 
the  noble  Lord's  demand,  I  have  only  to 
say,  on  my  responsibility  as  a  Minister, 
that  it  might  be,  in  my  opinion,  attended 
with  injurious  consequences  if  the  discus- 
sion should  take  place  at  a  moment  when 
communications  with  the  Government  of 
France  are  leading  to  a  result  which  I 
humbly  hope  may  be  satisfactory.  Beyond 
that  I  cannot  go.  And  when  the  noble 
Lord  uses  the  expression,  of  danger  to  the 
peace  of  Europe,  I  am  not  prepared  to  say 
that  the  differences  now  existing  between 
the  Governments  are  of  such  a  nature  as 
that,  even  if  the  pending  communications 
should  not  lead  to  a  satisfactory  conclusion, 
the  peace  of  Europe  would  necessarily  be 
thereby  endangered.  But  our  great  anx- 
iety is  to  bring  this  question  to  an  end  with 
the  goodwill,  the  concurrence,  and  the 
cordial  co-operation  of  the  French  Govern- 
ment. We  wish  to  act  in  perfect  good 
faith,  and  it  has  been  our  sincere  desire 
throughout  to  co-operate  with  the  French 
Government  with  respect  to  ihe  terms  made 
with  Greece.  I  hope«I  have  said  sufficient 
to  satisfy  the  noble  Lord.  I  accept,  of 
course,  his  determination,  after  what  I 
have  said,  and  I  beg  to  add  that  I  have 
not  been  at  all  surprised  at  his  anxiety  to 
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hnng  it  on.  I  wish  to  giye  him  every 
facility  in  my  power,  and  I  therefore  most 
readily  admit  that  the  ohjections  which  I 
now  make  to  the  discussion  of  the  question 
to-morrow  cannot  hold  good  after  another 
week.  I  shall  certainly,  under  no  circum- 
stances, renew  this  application. 

Lord  STANLEY:  Under  these  cir- 
cumstances, my  Lords,  I  shall  postpone  the 
Motion  I  have  on  the  paper  for  to-morrow, 
respecting  the  affairs  of  Greece,  until  Mon- 
day se'nnight. 

PARLIAMENTARY  VOTERS  (IRELAND) 

BILL. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Reading 

The  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNE,  in 
moving  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill,  said, 
although  he  had  reason  to  helieve  that  no 
opposition  was  intended  to  he  offered  to 
the  second  reading  of  this  Bill,  because  on 
various  occasions  in  both  Houses  of  Par- 
liament, and  more  particularly  in  the  other 
House  of  Parliament,  the  present  state  of 
the  franchise  in  Ireland  had  been  admitted 
to  be  most  unsatisfactory,  and  because  from 
recent  circumstances,  that  state  had  be- 
come still  more  in  need  of  improvement; 
yet  he  nevertheless  felt  that  on  a  subject 
of  so  much  importance  he  might  well  claim 
their  Lordships'  attention  for  a  short  time 
while  he  explained  the  grounds  on  which 
this  Bill  was  proposed,  and  the  nature  of 
its  provisions.  Their  Lordships  were  well 
aware  that  the  foundation  of  the  constitu- 
ency of  Ireland  had  been  from  a  very  early 
period  connected  with  a  freehold  occupa- 
tion. So  far  back  as  the  reign  of  Henry 
VIIL,  the  Irish  franchise  was  declared  by 
Act  of  Parliament  to  belong  to  freeholders 
possessed  of  40«.  a  year.  Under  various 
changes  connected  with  alterations  in  the 
constitution  of  the  government  of  Ireland, 
that  franchise  continued  to  be  exercised  in 
that  part  of  the  united  kingdom,  until 
about  the  year  1792  or  1793,  when  the 
Irish  Parliament  took  the  subject  into  their 
consideration,  and  decided  on  admitting 
the  Roman  Catholic  portion  of  the  popula- 
tion to  a  participation  in  the  benefits  of  the 
franchise;  but  still  the  right  of  voting  for 
Members  of  Parliament  was  kept  in  the 
hands  of  freeholders  having  40f .  a  year, 
but  with  this  qualification,  that  they  should 
daim  to  have  their  right  of  voting  regis- 
tered before  being  allowed  to  exercise  the 
franchise.  He  had  never  ceased  to  lament 
that  when  the  privilege  of  voting  for  Mem- 
bers of  Parliament  was  extended  to  Roman 


Catholics,  and  an  enormous  addition  there 
by  made  to  the  constituency  of  the  country, 
that  the  opportunity  was  not  then  taken 
advantage  of  for  placing  the  franchise  in  a 
more  satisfactory  state  by  limiting  it  in  a 
certain  degree.  However,  the  event  was 
not  so  taken  advantage  of,  and  he  grieved 
to  say  that  the  retention  of  the  40«.  free- 
hold franchise,  with  the  enormous  addition 
to  the  constituency  which  followed  from 
the  admission  of  the  right  of  the  Roman 
Catholics  to  vote,  was  attended,  in  his 
judgment,  with  consequences  permanently 
injurious  to  the  interests  of  Ireland.  A 
temptation  was  held  out  for  an  enormous 
increase  in  the  number  of  these  small  free- 
holds, and  also  for  a  vast  increase  of  per- 
jury and  bribery,  and  of  contrivances  to 
obtain  what  was  called  a  strong  Parliamen- 
tary interest.  To  this  source  be  attributed 
a  great  portion  of  the  evils  which  had  since 
afflicted  Ireland.  The  system  led  to  an  enor- 
mous amount  of  perjury — to  a  desire  to  make 
fictitious  votes — and  to  a  general  laxity  of 
all  the  principles  that  ought  to  influence  the 
electors  in  the  choice  of  their  representa- 
tives, operating  in  its  results  in  a  mode 
noxious  above  in  its  reference  from  the 
landlords  to  the  Government,  and  noxious 
below  in  its  reference  from  the  landlords  to 
the  tenants.  But  after  the  legislative 
Union,  and  after  the  expiration  of  many 
years,  the  state  of  the  Irish  constituency 
came  to  be  considered  as  he  always  thought 
it  ought  to  have  been  considered.  A 
most  important  Act — the  Roman  Catholic 
Emancipation  Act — was  passed  under  the 
Government  of  the  noble  Duke  at  the 
table,  and  it  was  then  thought  reasonable 
that  the  right  of  voting  should  be  consider- 
ably restricted.  Whether  the  precise 
amount  fixed  at  that  time  was  a  proper 
limitation  or  not,  was  not  a  question  for 
present  consideration,  because  by  changes 
which  had  since  taken  place  in  the  condi- 
tion of  Ireland,  the  extent  of  the  consti- 
tuency as  then  fixed  had  been  most  mate- 
rially and  unreasonably  reduced.  After 
the  changes  produced  by  the  famine  in  Ire- 
land, and  the  altered  circumstances  of  the 
population,  it  was  impossible  but  that 
great  changes  in  a  qualification  based 
upon  property  must  have  taken  place. 
After  the  Act  to  which  he  had  referred, 
what  was  called  the  Irish  Reform  Act 
was  passed,  and  produced  a  new  descrip- 
tion of  voters,  the  10/.  leaseholders,  in 
Ireland.  By  that  arrangement  the  right 
to  claim  the  franchise  was  conferred  on 
any  person  holding  under  lease,  whether 
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for  fourteen  or  for  twenty  years,  to  a 
certain  amount  of  property.  But  that 
addition  to  the  constituency  had  also  fallen 
away  under  the  circumstances  of  the  times, 
and  he  helieved  it  was  now  universally  ad- 
mitted that  in  point  of  numbers  the  county 
constituency  was  much  below  what  it  ought 
to  be.  He  was  not  prepared  to  say  that 
the  number  of  electors  in  Ireland  ought  to 
bear  a  certain  proportion  to  those  in  Eng- 
land and  Scotland.  He  would  not  say, 
and  he  never  had  said,  that  there  were  not 
differences  between  Ireland  and  this  coun- 
try which  should  not  be  lost  of  in  consider- 
ing this  question;  but  this  he  would  say, 
that  if  they  were  to  have  a  representative 
government  for  Ireland,  they  ought  to 
have  one  that  would  bring  into  Parliament 
the  real  sense  and  opinions  of  the  people 
of  that  part  of  the  united  kingdom.  He 
need  not  refer  to  the  borough  constituency, 
because  it  was  hardly  proposed  to  touch  it 
by  the  present  Bill;  but  with  regard  to  the 
county  constituency,  the  necessity  of  revi- 
sion would  be  apparent  when  he  stated  that 
it  had  actually  sunk  to  a  smaller  amount  for 
all  the  counties  in  Ireland  than  the  borough 
constituency  of  the  country.  By  the  latest 
returns  it  appeared  that  the  number  of 
electors  had  actually  fallen  to  be  in  the  pro- 
portion of  not  more  than  2  per  cent  of  the 
population.  It  was,  in  fact,  not  more  than 
300,000  for  the  whole  of  the  counties  of 
Ireland;  and  during  the  past  year  even 
this  number  had  been  in  course  of  rapid 
diminution.  He  had  now  only  to  state,  as 
briefly  as  he  could,  the  mode  in  which  the 
Bill  proposed  to  remedy  this  evil.  It  pro- 
posed, in  the  first  place,  to  g^^  rid  of  the 
existing  system  of  registry — in  other  words, 
to  get  rid  of  that  which  had  been  a  most 
fertile  source  of  corruption  and  of  intrigue 
on  the  part  of  individuals  who  wished  to 
possess  the  right  of  voting,  often  for  the 
worst  purposes;  and  if  the  Bill  had  no  other 
object  in  view  but  that  alone,  it  would  be 
entitled  to  their  favourable  notice.  It  was 
proposed  to  substitute  for  that  system  a 
rating  to  a  certain  amount  under  the  poor- 
law.  The  Bill  provided  that  the.  clerks  of 
the  peace  should  prepare  lists  from  the 
ratebooks  of  all  persons  who  were  entitled 
to  vote  by  being  rated  at  &L  a  year  and 
upwards;  and  an  important  condition  also 
was,  that  the  party  should  have  paid  his 
rates.  With  regard  to  the  borough  fran- 
chise, no  change  was  contemplated,  with 
the  exception  that  those  who  were  now  en- 
titled to  vote  as  householders  should  be 
subject  to  the  same  test  as  the  county 
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voters,  and  should  not  be  required,  as  at 
present,  to  pay  their  municipal  rates  in 
addition  to  the  poor-rates.  There  were 
other  clauses  in  the  Bill,  but  they  were  of 
less  importance  than  the  two  points  to 
which  he  had  referred,  and  it  was  unneces- 
sary for  him  to  refer  to  them  in  detail  at 
present.  It  might,  however,  be  for  the 
convenience  of  the  House  if  he  should  say 
that  there  was  one  clause  in  this  Bill, 
namely,  the  second,  of  which  he  should 
fairly  acknowledge,  if  any  objection  were 
offered  to  it,  he  would  be  at  a  loss  for  any 
reasons  to  defend  it,  inasmuch  as  he  had 
at  all  times  felt  it  to  be  his  duty  strongly 
to  discourage,  and  not  to  encourage,  the 
system  of  joint  occupancy.  With  these 
observations,  and  on  these  grounds,  he 
begged  to  move  the  second  reading  of  this 
BiU. 

Lord  STANLEY  said,  there  were  cer- 
tain parts  of  the  Bill  to  which  he  was  pre- 
pared to  give  his  entire  concurrence,  and 
which  he  thought  a  great  improvement  in 
the  existing  law.  He  cordially  gave  his 
assent  to  those  provisions  which  altered 
the  registration  of  voters  in  Ireland,  and 
assimilated  it  in  that  respect  to  the  law  in 
England.  It  might  be  in  the  recollection 
of  their  Lordships  that  he  had,  in  the 
other  House  of  Parliament,  some  eleven 
or  twelve  years  since,  vainly  endeavoured 
to  introduce  a  measure  for  that  purpose. 
He  also  concurred  in  the  recitals  of  the 
evils  that  had  arisen  from  the  present  sys- 
tem, and  he  believed  he  was  justified  in 
saying  that  the  only  reason  it  was  not  al- 
tered at  the  passing  of  the  Irish  Reform 
Bill  was,  that  reform  was  looked  upon  as 
a  great  experiment  in  England  and  Scot- 
land, and  that  there  was  consequently  no 
justification  under  the  circumstances  for 
disturbing  the  existent  system,  which  had 
only  been  brought  into  operation  some  ten 
or  eleven  years  before.  But  his  approba- 
tion of  the  Bill  ended  with  the  alteration 
in  the  system  of  registration;  because  he 
felt  bound  to  state  that  so  dangerous  was 
the  principle  it  introduced — so  calculated 
was  that  principle  to  work  the  greatest  in- 
jury in  practice — not  alone  to  the  consti- 
tuency of  Ireland,  but  to  that  of  the  coun- 
try at  large — so  flagrant  were  the  conse- 
quences which  he  foresaw  would  flow  from 
its  adoption,  not  only  to  the  principle  of 
the  franchise,  but  to  the  mode  of  exercis- 
ing the  franchise,  that  unless  very  large 
and  most  material  alterations  were  made 
in  the  Bill,  no  advantage  to  be  derived 
from  an  improved  registration  would  bo 
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BuiBcioni  to  induce  him  to  abstain  from 
calling  on  their  Lordships  to  reject  the 
measure.  The  noble  Marquess  had  stated 
that  there  was  a  great  falling  off  in  the 
county  constituency  in  Ireland ;  he  had 
also  truly  stated  that  by  the  Emancipation 
Act  a  considerable  increase  had  been  made 
in  that  constituency;  and  with  equal  truth 
he  had  admitted  that  there  was  an  im- 
mense reduction  in  the  constituency  within 
the  last  two  years;  but  that  circumstance, 
in  his  (Lord  Stanley's)  opinion,  afforded 
the  feeblest  grounds  for  the  great  consti- 
tutional change  now  proposed.  **  It  could 
not  be  denied, "  said  the  noble  Marquess, 
"  that  the  sufferings  of  the  people  of  Ire- 
land in  the  last  year,  and  the  great  depre- 
ciation of  landed  property  in  that  country ," 
he  might  have  added,  caused  by  the  im- 
politic measures  of  Her  Majesty  s  Govern- 
ment, "  had  produced  a  decrease  in  the 
constituency  of  Ireland."  But  we  were 
told  by  Her  Majesty's  Government  day  by 
day  that  these  were  exceptional  causes, 
and  that  if  Parliament  only  proceeded  in 
its  present  system  of  legislation,  Ireland 
would  rise  like  the  phceniz  from  her  ashes, 
and  property  be  increased  beyond  the  power 
of  present  calculation.  It  might  be  so; 
but  if  this  decline  was  an  affair  of  three  or 
four  years,  how  could  the  noble  Marquess 
on  that  calculation  lay  claim  to  a  right  to 
alter  the  existing  franchise  by  the  substi- 
tution of  another  which  not  alone  met  the 
depreciation  that  now  prevailed,  but  was 
to  endure  for  all  time  and  under  all  cir- 
cumstances, when  property  had  recovered 
itself?  But  he  (Lord  Stanley)  believed 
that  the  decline  of  the  county  constituency 
in  Ireland  was  attributable  to  other  causes 
as  well  as  distress.  The  noble  Marquess 
stated  the  whole  constituency  of  Ireland 
at  something  under  30,000,  and  something 
over  27,000.  Immediately  after  the  Re- 
form Bill,  if  he  (Lord  Stanley)  recollected 
aright,  it  was  59,000  and  some  odd  hun- 
dreds. In  Ireland  the  system  of  registra- 
tion was  octennial — the  voter  obtained  a 
certificate  at  the  registration  which  lasted 
for  eight  years.  Every  eight  years  there 
was,  therefore,  a  general  registration  of 
the  constituency,  though  there  were  op- 
portunities of  registering  at  quarter- ses- 
sions in  the  meanwhile.  The  first  of  the 
occasional  periods  was  in  1 832,  the  second 
in  1840.  and  the  third  in  1848.  In  1832, 
immediately  after  the  Irish  Reform  Bill, 
the  number  of  electors  registered  for  Irish 
counties  was  about  52,000.  But  in  1847, 
30  far  from  diminishing,  the  county  con- 


stituency had  risen  to  61,000.  Then  came 
the  octennial  period  of  1848,  and  the  con- 
stituency of  the  counties  suddenly  fell  to 
34,000  in  that  year,  and  to  27,000  in 
1849.  This  diminution  arose,  in  1848, 
from  the  fact  of  persons  not  registering 
being  deprived  of  their  vote  by  the  efflux 
of  time.  That  period  succeeded  to  a  ge- 
neral election;  there  was,  therefore,  no 
political  stimulus  to  registration.  It  was 
also  a  period  when  the  severest  visitation 
that  had  ever  afflicted  any  country  fell 
upon  Ireland,  when  the  daily  bread  of  the 
people  had  been  destroyed,  when  thousands 
were  perishing  for  want  of  food,  and  every 
one  Uiought  only  of  alleviating  his  own 
sufferings,  witliout  concerning  himself  with 
other  subjects.  Was  it  surprising,  then, 
that  no  attention  had  been  paid  to  regis- 
tration, and  that  numbers  of  persons  had 
dropped  from  the  registry?  This,  how- 
ever, did  not  entitle  any  one  to  come  to 
the  conclusion  that  these  persons  repre- 
sented those  who  were  alone  entitled  to 
claim  a  vote.  On  the  contrary,  from  the 
best  information  he  could  collect,  he  was 
able  to  state  that  in  counties  where  there 
were  not  more  than  800  or  900  persons  on 
the  registry  at  this  moment,  there  were 
3,000,  4,000,  and  even  5,000  persons 
qualified  to  claim  a  vote.  In  fact,  the 
number  appearing  upon  the  registry  was 
no  test,  because  it  was  impossible  that  in 
the  short  space  of  two  years  the  condition 
of  the  country  in  respect  to  property  could 
be  so  reduced  as  to  cause  a  diminution  of 
more  than  one-half  in  the  number  of  the 
constituency,  from  61 ,000  to  27,000.  Free- 
ly as  he  admitted  the  disastrous  effects  of 
poverty  in  Ireland,  he  could  not  admit  that 
this  was  anything  else  than  an  exaggera- 
tion very  much  beyond  the  truth.  The 
real  cause  of  that  reduction  was  the  fact 
that  the  Irish  constituency,  and  especially 
the  small  farmers,  had  something  else  to 
do  for  the  last  two  years  besides  political 
agitation;  they  had,  moreover,  had  enough 
of  it — they  were  sick  of  it — they  did  not 
desire  the  franchise,  because  they  saw  it 
brought  them  only  evil,  and  they  refused 
to  register  for  the  sake  of  escaping  that 
which  they  did  not  deem  a  boon.  They 
had  no  confidence  in  the  men  whom  they 
were  compelled  to  return  as  their  repre- 
sentatives, and  therefore  they  would  not 
take  the  trouble  to  seek  the  franchise.  If 
the  House  wanted  any  corroboration  of  this 
fact,  ho  would  refer  to  the  statements  of 
the  noble  Marquess  himself.  The  noble 
Marquess  stated  that  the  county  oonsti- 
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tuency  had  fallen  from  61,000  to  27,000, 
but  the  borough  constituency  had  increas- 
ed from  9,0M  to  11,000  and  upwards. 
If  poverty  alone  was  the  cause  of  the  di- 
minution in  the  former,  it  should  equally 
affect  the  latter.  But  the  real  fact  was 
that  in  the  boroughs  the  elector  was  placed 
on  the  registry  by  others,  and  without  any 
application  on  his  own  part,  while  in  coun- 
ties the  samo  application  as  in  England 
was  necessary  on  the  part  of  the  voter. 
That  was  the  cause  of  the  increase  in  the 
borough  constituency.  But  what  was  the 
course  intended  to  bo  pursued  by  the  Go- 
vernment ?  They  took  two  propositions, 
each  of  which  was  highly  objectionable 
and  fraught  with  danger.  One  was  to 
compel  men  to  be  voters,  whether  they 
wished  it  or  not;  the  other  was  to  adopt  a 
form  of  franchise  varying  from  that  in  use 
in  England  and  Scotland  at  this  moment. 
They  excluded  all  considerations  of  pro- 
perty whatsoever,  and  made  the  mere  fact 
of  occupation — no  more  permanent  tenure 
— on  a  rack  rent  of  property  rated  to  a 
small  amount,  a  test  of  the  franchise. 
Although  it  was  not,  as  ho  had  stated,  his 
intention  to  oppose  the  second  reading  of 
the  Bill,  he  felt  the  danger  of  the  measure 
to  bo  so  great,  and  its  effects  likely  to  be 
so  injurious,  that  he  considered  himself 
bound  to  state  his  objections  to  its  funda- 
mental principles  as  regarded  the  franchise 
at  that  stage  of  its  progress.  The  county 
franchise  in  Ireland  was  fixed  at  too  low  a 
rate  in  the  Bill.  In  boroughs  &l.  might 
practically  represent  10?.;  but  it  was  not 
80  in  counties.  The  noble  Marquess  re- 
gretted that  the  40s.  franchise  had  not 
been  abolished  at  an  earlier  period;  and  he 
(Lord  Stanley)  agreed  with  him  in  that 
regret.  If  it  had  been,  the  social  and 
moral  condition  of  Ireland  would  have  been 
improved,  and  the  country  and  its  people 
greatly  benefited.  The  noble  Marquess 
did  not,  however,  propose  to  go  back  to 
the  40s.  franchise  certainly;  but  he  pro« 
posed  to  introduce  a  class  of  freeholds  in 
foe  of  the  value  of  52.  a  year  as  conferring 
a  claim  to  the  franchise.  Before  last  year, 
such  an  alteration  would  have  had  but  little 
effect;  but  the  Act  of  last  Session  enabling 
leases  of  lives  renewable  for  ever  to  bo 
converted  into  fee  simple,  would  no  doubt 
bring  this  clause  into  practical  operation. 
But  whether  the  amount  was  40«.,  or  52., 
or  102.,  as  in  England,  it  bad  been  at  all 
times  required  heretofore  that  a  certain 
amount  of  property  should  be  possessed  by 
the  voter.     With  respect  to  leaseholders. 


was  Ireland  unjustly  treated  as  compared 
with  England  and  Scotland  ?  In  England 
the  franchise  required  either  a  502.  profit 
over  and  above  the  rent-charge  on  a  20 
years*  lease,  or  a  102.  profit  on  a  60  years* 
lease.  In  Ireland  they  were  satisfied  with 
a  102.  profit  on  a  20  years'  lease,  or  of  a 
202.  profit  on  a  14  years*  lease,  but  with 
these  two  kinds  of  franchise  was  combined 
the  necessity  of  occupation.  There  was  a 
very  extensive  franchise  in  England,  to 
the  application  of  which,  under  fair  condi- 
tions to  Ireland,  ho  did  not  object — ho 
meant  that  under  the  Chandos  clause, 
under  which  a  tenant  at  will  paying  502.  a 
year  was  entitled  to  the  right  of  voting. 
But  that  proceeded  in  England  on  the  as- 
sumption that  the  tenant  had  a  certain 
profit  over  and  above  the  rent,  and  he  was 
taxed  according  to  the  profit  he  derived. 
A  tenant  paying  502.  a  year  rent  would  be 
assumed  by  the  law  to  havo  a  profit  or 
beneficial  interest  of  252.  in  his  holding. 
The  profit  required  in  Ireland  was  in  all 
cases  infinitely  lower  than  it  was  in  Eng- 
land. But  they  were  now  about  to  introduce 
a  new  system  with  respect  to  the  whole  of 
the  Irish  constituency,  namely,  perma- 
nency of  lease,  and  a  profit  over  and  above 
rent  and  charges,  which  was  absolutely 
nought  and  of  no  account.  But  to  whom 
were  they  about  to  give  that,  and  what 
was  the  nature  of  the  constituency  they 
were  about  to  introduce  into  Ireland  ?  He 
thought  it  very  desirable,  as  the  noble 
Marquess  had  remarked,  that  in  a  repre- 
sentative system  they  should  have  a  large 
constituency.  But  in  a  limited  population 
they  had  only  a  certain  number  of  per- 
sons in  a  situation  to  give  a  prospect  of 
a  really  good  independent,  solvent,  and 
substantial  constituency;  then  he  said  that 
by  such  a  measure  as  the  present  they 
were  about  to  give  up  all  the  elements  of 
substantiality,  and  to  sacrifice  everything 
to  mere  numbers.  He  could  not  think 
that  a  wholesome  or  safe  principle.  The 
question  was  not  one  which  merely  affected 
Ireland  alone.  The  proposed  system  would 
affect  one-sixth  of  the  representation  of 
the  united  kingdom,  which  must  have  an 
immediate  effect  also  upon  the  constitution 
of  the  House  of  Commons,  and  through 
that  upon  the  constitution  of  the  country, 
upon  that  of  their  Lordships*  House,  and 
of  the  Monarchy  itself.  If  they  should 
have  an  unsafe  and  low  constituency  in 
Ireland — a  class  of  persons  subject  to 
undue  influences,  not  capable  of  exercising 
their  franchise  independently,  or  of  form^ 
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iDg  anything  like  a  judgment,  but  sub- 
ject to  all  manner  of  sinister  influences; 
and  if  tbej  introduced  into  the  House  of 
Commons  a  body  of  representatives  one 
hundred  in  number,  elected  by  such  a  con- 
Btituency,  it  would  not  be  long  before  they 
commended  the  poisoned  chedice  to  their 
own  lips.  Let  them  infuse  those  materials 
into  the  composition  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, and  those  materials  so  infused, 
would  not  be  satisfied  imtil  they  had  ex- 
tended still  further  that  same  principle 
with  respect  to  the  English  portion  of 
that  House;  and  the  continued  force  of 
the  democratic  element  in  the  constitu- 
tion of  the  House  of  Commons  would 
gradually  and  surely  undermine  the  consti- 
tution of  the  country.  He  entreated,  there- 
fore, their  Lordships  by  all  means  to  con- 
nder  what  was  the  nature  of  the  consti- 
tuency they  were  about  to  introduce  into 
Ireland.  Let  them  not  for  the  sake  of 
numbers  sacrifice  respectability  and  sub- 
stance— throwing  in  any  rubbish  to  make 
up  the  amount.  He  was  told  that  in  the 
large  and  populous  county  of  Mayo  there 
were  not  a  thousand  persons  who  were 
above  the  condition  of  paupers.  That  was 
an  exaggeration.  But  grant  that  it  was 
not  an  exaggeration.  Was  that  a  reason 
why  they  should  be  entrusted  to  vote  for 
the  return  of  the  representatives  of  the 
county  to  the  House  of  Commons  ?  It  came 
to  this  then — that  they  abandoned  the  ele- 
ment of  property  in  the  qualification  of 
voters  altogether.  But  again,  it  was  most 
important  to  consider  what  was  the  true 
proportion  which  the  different  classes  of 
constituents  they  were  about  to  introduce 
would  bear  to  each  other.  A  tenancy  at 
will,  with  an  81.  rating,  was  to  be  the  test 
of  the  county  constituency,  so  that  a  man 
occupying  a  cabin  in  a  small  town,  and 
renting  a  couple  of  cows'  grass  in  the 
country  district  immediately  adjoining  it, 
because  he  possessed  that  right,  of  which 
he  might  be  deprived  at  any  moment,  was 
to  be  placed,  by  no  act  of  his  own,  upon 
the  county  register.  Was  that  an  inde- 
pendent or  good  class  of  voters?  Were 
their  Lordships  prepared  to  extend  to  that 
elass  of  voters  the  right  of  voting  for  a 
county  in  England?  and  if  not  so,  how 
were  they,  in  the  point  of  principle,  to  draw 
a  distinction  between  the  two  countries  ? 
So,  whilst  they  abolished  the  test  of  pro- 
perty and  tenure  in  Ireland,  they  would 
still  retain  that  test  for  England.  How 
could  they  object  to  the  application  of  the 
MBwepnnaple  to  England,  which  they  were 


about  to  establish  in  Ireland.  A  man  who 
held  four  or  fives  acre  of  land,  for  which  he 
paid  91,  or  10?.  rent,  but  for  which  he  was 
rated  at  SI.,  although  he  was  a  tenant  at 
will,  rackrentcd,  and  paying  a  greater 
amount  of  rate  than  the  poor-law  vcduation 
requires,  that  man  they  placed  upon  the 
county  constituency.  What  proportion  would 
the  lowest  class  of  constituents  bear  to  the 
better  class  ?  The  number  of  qualifying 
tenements  for  counties  in  Ireland,  exclu- 
sive of  the  boroughs,  was  about  334,000, 
giving  an  average  of  11,000  for  each  of  the 
32  counties.  The  number  of  voters  for 
each  county  in  England  averaged  between 
5,000  and  6,000,  and  for  each  county  in 
Scotland  between  1,000  and  2,000.  In 
Ireland  above  one-half  of  those  334,000 
holders  were  persons  who  occupied  land  of 
the  value  of  less  than  151.  a  year.  Thus 
the  number  of  holders  below  15{.  would 
more  than  counterbalance  the  number  and 
influence  of  those  rated  above  that  sum  on 
any  question  affecting  the  rights  of  pro- 
perty. Most  of  them  were  tenants  at  will, 
occupying  eight  or  ten  acres.  Could  that 
be  considered  an  independent  constituency? 
Would  they  regard  it  as  an  independent 
constituency  in  England  ?  Why,  a  great 
deal  was  said  about  the  dependence  of  the 
501.  tenant  at  will.  But  the  class  of  voters 
now  proposed  to  be  created  in  Ireland  was 
composed  of  mere  cottiers.  But  it  was  not 
even  a  popular  representation,  it  was  a 
nominal  representation,  like  the  old  40f, 
freeholders — ^very  large  in  numbers,  and  in 
which  the  voters  were  driven  up  like  a 
flock  of  sheep  to  the  poll.  In  England, 
the  landlord  exercised  this  influence,  but 
in  Ireland  he  would  not:  the  influence 
would  be  exercised  by  the  Roman  Catholic 
clergy,  and  in  the  north  by  the  Presby- 
terian clergy.  Was  it  wise,  was  it  safe, 
to  compel  those  unhappy  persons  to  place 
themselveJB  in  that  position  in  which  the  in- 
fluence of  the  landlord  was  drawing  them  one 
way,  and  that  of  the  priest,  or  of  the  Pres- 
byterian clergyman,  another?  How  was 
it  possible  they  could  exercise  an  indepen- 
dent judgment  against  such  influences  and 
dictation  ?  One  of  the  great  causes  of  the 
diminished  number  of  the  Irish  constitu- 
ency, was  the  apathy  of  the  people  with  re- 
gard to  the  registration  of  the  franchise. 
The  franchise,  in  fact,  was  not  a  boon  to 
them,  but  an  infliction;  and  although  there 
might  be  an  unwillingness  on  the  part  of 
Irish  landlords  to  grant  leases,  there  was 
no  less  anxiety  on  the  part  of  the  small 
holders  there  to  escape  toe  obligations  peiw 
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taining  to  a  lease,  for  this,  amongst  other 
reasons — that  hj  not  having  a  lease  they 
could  not  he  called  on  to  vote.  But  now 
they  were  going  to  give  them  a  vote  whe- 
ther they  desired  it  or  not.  The  most  re« 
spectahle  constituency  consisted  of  the  suh- 
stantial  class  of  farmers,  who  were  tenants 
at  will;  and  he  helieved  the  addition  of  that 
hody  would  he  an  improvement  to  the  con- 
stituency. But  let  them  not  compel  them 
to  register.  If  a  person  chose  to  go  upon 
the  register,  let  him  do  so;  hut  let  them 
not  force  him  to  exercise  an  invidious  pri- 
vilege— a  privilege  exercised  not  upon  his 
own  judgment,  hut  at  the  dictation  of  the 
landlord  or  the  priest.  Much  of  the  good 
feeling  which  existed  in  many  places  in 
Ireland  hetween  the  landlord  and  tenant, 
arose  from  the  fact  of  the  political  element 
not  having  entered  into  the  relations  suh- 
sisting  hetween  them — because  there  was 
not  a  voter  on  the  property,  there  was 
harmony  between  landlord  and  tenant — 
compel  the  tenants  to  become  voters,  and 
exercise  the  franchise  exposed  to  the  in- 
fluences of  the  landlord  or  the  priest,  and 
immediately  heartburning  and  dissatisfac- 
tion would  be  introduced  between  tenant, 
priest,  and  landlord,  in  a  way  and  to  an 
extent  which  the  Government  did  not  con- 
template. To  so  much,  then,  of  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  measure  he  greatly  objected — 
he  objected  to  the  abrogation  of  all  pro- 
perty as  a  test  of  qualification,  and  to  the 
low  amount  at  which  it  fixed  the  franchise. 
He  objected  to  the  introduction  of  the  prin- 
ciple that  the  possession  of  property  should 
be  no  element  in  the  right  to  vote,  and 
also  to  compelling  the  voter  to  be  placed 
on  the  register,  whether  it  was  his  own  act 
or  not.  They  compelled  all  the  lowest  class 
of  voters  to  be  placed  on  the  register;  but 
with  regard  to  the  higher  class — to  the  non- 
occupation  franchise — the  freeholders — 
they  left  it  to  them  to  make  application  to 
be  put  on  the  register;  and  supposing  the 
same  apathy  with  regard  to  the  political 
franchise  to  pervade  all  classes,  high  and 
low,  the  result  would  be  that  the  higher 
class  not  making  application  would  not  be 
registered,  and  their  constituents  would 
consist  enturely  of  the  lowest  class  of 
voters.  He  objected  also  to  taking,  as 
the  single  test  of  qualification,  the  amount 
of  rating,  but  to  that  objection  the  amount 
of  rent  would  be  equally  liable.  But  there 
were  other  considerations — the  amount  of 
rent  taken  up  on  the  same  principle  as  in 
England  or  Scotland,  would  be  a  better 
ieet  of  the  condition  of  the  tenant  at  will 


than  any  amount  of  rating.  In  the  local 
taxation,  for  the  purposes  of  the  poor-law, 
it  was  immaterial  whether  the  amount  of 
rating  was  fixed  at  lOl,,  151, ^  or  202.,  pro- 
vided all  a  man's  neighbours  were  rated 
upon  the  same  scale;  but  in  consequence 
of  the  different  proportions  of  the  rating, 
and  the  valuation  of  property  throughout 
Ireland,  it  formed  a  very  material  consid- 
eration when  it  was  made  the  test*  of  the 
qualification  for  the  franchise.  The  valua- 
tor, by  taking  a  fictitiously  high  price  of 
valuation,  could  exclude,  or  by  taking  a 
fictitiously  low  scale  could  include,  in  the 
register  persons  that  would  be  otherwise 
not  affected.  They  would  thus  introduce 
into  the  administration  of  the  poor-law 
abuses  arising  out   of  the  connexion  of 

golitical  elements;  and  certainly  there  was 
ttle  need  for  the  introduction  of  any 
greater  difficulty  on  that  subject.  He  was 
told  that  an  Act  might  be  passed,  adopting 
Mr.  Griffith's  principle  as  a  basis,  which 
would  give  more  equal  valuation.  But 
that  did  not  profess  to  be  more  than  a 
proximate  valuation,  founded  upon  an  ima- 
ginary scale  of  prices,  corresponding  with 
the  official  and  the  declared  value  of  goods 
exported.  Mr.  Griffith's  valuation  was 
founded  on  the  assumption  that  the  price 
of  com  was  50s, ,  whereas  it  was  now  but 
30^.  Having  said  so  much  on  the  princi- 
ple of  this  BUI,  he  would  not  now  offer  any 
opposition  to  its  present  stage.  He  fore- 
saw much  danger  from  it  to  the  social  con- 
dition of  Ireland,  to  the  political  represen- 
tation of  Ireland-— danger  to  the  constitu- 
tion of  the  House  of  Commons,  where  the 
dangerous  elements  it  would  introduce 
would  be  always  working  for  their  own  ex- 
tension, and  thereby  undermining  its  con- 
stitution step  by  step.  He  felt  so  strongly 
the  impolicy,  injustice,  and  imminent  dan- 
ger of  the  measure,  that  it  was  only  in  de- 
ference to  the  opinions  of  those  who  were 
more  sanguine  than  himself,  and  that  he 
might  not  give  their  Lordships  any  unne- 
cessary trouble,  that  he  waived  his  own 
anxious  desire  to  ask  their  Lordships  to 
reject  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill;  but 
unless  the  dangers  he  foresaw  from  it  were 
removed  by  material  alterations  in  Commit- 
tee, he  should  object  at  the  last  moment, 
and  call  upon  their  Lordships  to  pause  be- 
fore, by  passing  the  Bill,  they  inflicted  ir- 
reparable injury  upon  the  British  consti- 
tution. 

Earl  GRET  said,  as  the  noble  Lord 
did  not  mean  to  object  to  the  second  read- 
ing of  the  Billy  and  there  vq^4  V»^  «aEs^^ 
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opportunity  for  discussing  the  details  in 
Committee,  it  would  be  unnecessary  for 
him  to  address  their   Lordships  at   any 
length.     Some  of  the  observations  made 
by  the  noble  Lord,  however,  seemed  calcu- 
lated to  create  so  unjust  a  prejudice  against 
tho  measure,  that  he  could  not  allow  them 
to  remain  without  some  notice.     The  noble 
Lord    had   not  denied    the   necessity  of 
taking  some  measures  to  correct  the  great 
diminution  in  the  number  of  voters  in  the 
Irish  counties.     The  noble  Lord,  however, 
appeared  to  have  misunderstood  the  noble 
President  of  the  Council  (the  Marquess  of 
Lansdowne)  in  supposing  him  to  have  at- 
tributed that  diminution  merely  to  the  dis- 
tress which  had  existed  in  Ireland  for  the 
last  three  or  four  years.     What  the  noble 
Marquess  had  stated  was,  that  that  dimi- 
nution had   been  in  progress  from  other 
causes,   but  had  been  increased  by  the 
effects  of  the  famine.     The  noble  Lord, 
in  his   opinion,  had  fallen  into  a  much 
greater  mistake  in  attributing  the  great 
diminution  of  the  Irish  constituency  almost 
exclusively  to  the  indisposition  of  those  who 
were  entitled  to  vote  to  place  their  names 
upon  the  register.     The  noble  Lord  said 
it  was  impossible  to  suppose  that  the  num- 
ber  of  persons   possessing  the  requisite 
property  qualification  had    diminished  to 
the  same  extent  as  the  number  of  voters; 
and  he  accounted  for  the  diminution  on 
the  ground  that  the  lower  class  of  Irish 
Toters   found   themselves  in  so  painful  a 
position,  between  their  priests  on  the  one 
hand,  and  their  landlords  on  the  other,  that 
they  purposely  neglected  to  renew  their 
registration.    There  was,  however,  another 
cause  to  which  the  noble  Lord  did  not  ad- 
yert,  but  which  he  believed  had  a  still  more 
extensive  operation — ^ho  meant  the  great 
indisposition    which    existed    on    various 
grounds  among  the  landlords  of  Ireland  to 
renew  leases.     Under  the  existing  law  the 
franchise  was  dependent  on  the  fact  of  the 
voter  possessing  a  lease;  and  the  indispo- 
sition to  create  votes  had  led  to  the  refu- 
sal to  grant  leases.     He  considered  this  a 
strong  objection  to  the  existing  state  of  the 
law.     He  thought  it  of  the  greatest  possi- 
ble importance  that  land  in  Ireland  should 
be  held  upon  a  secure  tenure;  and  if,  by 
the  mode  in  which  the  franchise  was  given, 
they  created  an  indisposition  on  the  part  of 
the  landowners  to  grant  long  leases,  they 
established  what  ho  regarded  as  no  slight 
obstacle  to  the  improvement  of  that  coun- 
try. The  noble  Lord  had  proceeded  to  find 
ffreat  fault  with  the  principle  of  this  Bill, 


and  had  sidd  that  in  England  the  county 
franchise  was  mainly  dependent  upon  the 
possession  of  property — in  fact  entirely  so 
— because  the  501,  tenants  at  will,  he  ar- 
gued, had  the  right  of  voting  conferred 
upon  them,  on  the  assumption  that  they 
derived  certain  profits.  The  noble  Lord 
objected  to  the  principle  of  making  the 
right  of  voting  depend  upon  the  mere  oc- 
cupation of  property  to  a  certain  amount. 
He  (Earl  Grey)  was  not  prepared  to  deny 
that  it  was  desirable,  if  possible,  that  the 
county  franchise  should  be  to  a  great  ex- 
tent connected  with  property.  He  was  as 
anxious  as  the  noble  Lord  to  create  a  body 
of  voters  in  Ireland  possessing  property, 
analogous  to  the  smaller  voters  in  Eng- 
land; but  they  must  not  forget  this  most 
important  consideration — that  it  was  abso- 
lutely necessary,  if  they  wished  represen- 
tative government  to  work  properly  and 
fairly,  by  some  means  or  other  to  confer 
the  right  of  voting  upon  such  a  proportion 
of  the  population  that  it  might  be  a  really 
popular  institution.  It  had  been  truly  and 
justly  said,  that  a  nominally  representative 
government,  resting  upon  too  narrow  a 
basis,  was,  of  all  governments,  the  worst 
and  the  most  dangerous.  He  thought  the 
experience  they  had  had  in  Ireland  during 
the  last  few  years  was  enough  to  convince 
them  of  the  extreme  importance  of  leading 
the  Irish  people  to  look  up  to  their  repre- 
sentatives as  persons  who  really  and  truly 
expressed  the  feelings  of  the  great  bulk  of 
the  population.  In  England,  as  their  Lord- 
ships knew,  that  was  the  case;  for  even 
those  who  were  most  clamorous  for  further 
changes  could  not  deny  that  the  English 
representation,  as  a  whole,  was  identified 
in  sentiment,  in  feeling,  and  in  opinion 
with  the  great  body  of  the  people.  In  Ire- 
land, however,  even  more  than  in  this  coun- 
try, it  was  important  that  the  people  should 
look  to  their  representatives  in  Parliament 
to  explain  their  grievances,  and  to  bring 
their  feelings  and  wishes  under  the  notice 
of  the  Legislature,  instead  of  endeavour- 
ing to  gain  their  objects  by  out-of-door 
agitation.  The  great  misfortune  of  Ireland 
for  many  years  had  been  the  habit  of  the 
people  to  endeavour  to  carry  out  their  views 
by  a  system  of  outdoor  agitation,  instead 
of  trusting  to  their  representatives;  and  if 
Parliament  wished  to  transfer  the  alle- 
giance of  the  people  from  self-constituted 
agitators  and  redressers  of  imaginary 
wrongs  to  their  representatives  in  Parlia- 
ment, they  must  create  a  body  of  consti- 
tuents so  numerous,  that  the  Irish  people 
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might  fairly  look  up  to  those  chosen  hj 
them  as  their  real  representatives.  But, 
if  this  was  admitted  to  be  necessary,  it 
might  also  be  necessary  to  depart  in  some 
degree  from  the  principles  upon  which  the 
English  franchise  was  constructed.  It  was 
not  a  fair  comparison  to  say,  that  in  Eng- 
land a  201.  interest  was  required  for  a  cer- 
tain length  of  time,  while  in  Ireland  a  lOL 
interest  was  to  give  the  right  of  voting. 
With  regard  to  the  state  of  society  and 
the  general  diffusion  of  wealth,  this  coun- 
try differed  widely  from  Ireland,  and 
they  must  vary  their  system  accordingly; 
but  it  did  not  follow  that  they  were 
supplying  a  deficiency  of  numbers  by 
what  the  noblo  Lord,  called  throwing 
in  rubbish  to  make  it  up.  They  found 
that  in  Ireland  there  was  not  that  middle 
class  of  proprietors  which  formed  so  im- 
portant an  element  in  the  body  politic  of 
England;  and  in  the  absence  of  such  an 
element  they  must  take  the  best  course  in 
their  power.  He  was  persuaded  that  if 
their  Lordships  looked  upon  the  matter  in 
this  light,  they  would  find  that  it  was  ab- 
solutely necessary  to  give  a  franchise  rest- 
ing upon  occupation.  If  they  did  not, 
upon  some  principle  or  other,  adopt  an  al- 
teration in  the  franchise,  they  certainly 
would  not  secure  the  requisite  number  of 
voters  for  the  due  representation  of  the 
country.  What  the  amount  of  the  fran- 
chise ought  to  be  was  a  question  for  sub- 
sequent consideration;  but  he  trusted  that 
when  their  Lordships  came  to  consider  the 
Bill  in  Committee,  he  would  be  able  to 
show  no  insufficient  reasons  for  the  pro- 
visions of  the  measure  as  it  stood.  All 
that  he  now  wished  to  advert  to  was 
the  absolute  necessity,  in  some  shape  or 
other,  of  adopting  the  principle  of  a  quali- 
fication founded  upon  occupation,  if  they 
wished  to  retain  that  number  of  electors 
which  was  absolutely  necessary  to  make 
representation  anything  more  than  a  de- 
lusion and  a  farce.  If,  then,  they  took 
occupation,  was  it  possible  to  adopt  a  better 
test  of  the  value  of  that  occupation  than 
rating  to  the  poor-rate,  coupled  with  actual 
payment  of  the  rates  ?  The  noble  Lord 
was  desirous  of  substituting  the  test  of 
rent;  but  he  (Earl  Grey)  thought  it  would 
be  impossible  to  make  a  more  injudicious 
alteration;  for  it  was  notorious  that  it  had 
been  too  much  the  habit  in  Ireland  to  let 
land  at  rents  screwed  up  by  competition  to 
nominal  amounts  far  beyond  what  was  ac- 
tually paid.  Tenants  had  learned  the  habit 
of  promising  rents,  of  which,  except  in  the 


best  years,  they  never  paid,  though  they 
paid  as  much  as  they  could.  If,  there- 
fore, they  made  the  franchise  depend  upon 
the  amount  of  rent,  they  gave  a  direct 
bonus  to  this  system  of  charging  nominal 
rents ;  and  by  its  means  persons  who 
wished  to  establish  political  influence  might 
detain  the  voters  in  a  state  of  absolute  de- 
pendence; but,  on  the  other  hand,  by  tak- 
ing rating  coupled  with  the  actual  payment 
of  rates  as  the  test,  they  had  a  far  better 
security  for  the  establishment  of  a  bond 
fide  franchise.  He  grounded  his  defence 
of  the  principle  of  an  occupation  franchise 
upon  these  two  simple  considerations: 
first,  that  they  must  make  the  represen- 
tation a  reality  by  giving  the  franchise  to 
a  certain  number  of  voters;  and,  secondly, 
that  in  the  actual  state  of  things  with  re- 
gard to  the  occupation  of  land  in  Ireland, 
if  they  wished  to  constitute  such  a  body 
of  constituents  they  had  no  other  resource 
than  an  occupation  franchise. 

Lord  STANLEY,  in  explanation,  said, 
that  he  had  before  stated,  that  although 
he  objected  to  excluding  the  consideration 
of  property  altogether  from  the  question  of 
extending  the  Irish  constituency,  he  did 
not  object  to  an  addition  to  that  constitu- 
ency by  a  plan  similar  to  that  established 
in  England  by  what  was  commonly  known 
as  the  *'  Chandos  clause,"  which  formed 
an  occupation  franchise,  based  on  the  pay- 
ment of  rent  to  a  certain  amount. 

Earl  GREY  observed  that  that  admis- 
sion at  once  swept  away  three-fourths  of 
the  noble  Lord's  arguments;  for  he  had 
contended  at  great  length  that  this  Bill 
would  introduce  an  entirely  new  kind  of 
franchise,  and  that  the  8^  rating  principle 
was  altogether  wrong.  It  appeared,  how- 
ever, that  the  question  between  the  noble 
Lord  and  himself  was  merely  whether  82. 
was  or  was  not  too  low  an  amount  at  which 
to  fix  the  franchise.  The  noble  Lord  had 
asked  whether,  if  there  were  not  more 
than  1,000  voters  in  the  county  of  Mayo 
who  were  not  paupers,  the  pauper  con- 
stituency ought  to  have  the  power  of  re- 
turning Members  for  that  county,  thus 
implying  that  the  principle  of  the  Bill  was 
that  paupers  should  have  a  part  in  return- 
ing representatives  to  Parliament.  He 
(Earl  Grey)  thought,  however,  that  a  mea- 
sure which  provided  that  a  voter  should 
not  only  be  rated  to  the  relief  of  the  poor, 
but  should  also  be  required  to  pay  the  rate 
for  the  relief  of  others,  was  hardly  open  to 
the  imputation  of  creating  a  pauper  con- 
stituency.     Those  vhft  in^Lnkh^^  -^bqj^ssc^ 
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could  scarcely  be  considered  paupers  them- 
selves. The  noble  Lord  had  expressed 
strong  objection  to  the  Bill,  because,  he 
said,  it  would  place  upon  the  list  of  voters 
persons  holding  a  certain  amount  of  pro- 
perty whether  they  desired  it  or  not,  and 
without  any  agency  or  interference  of  their 
own.  He  (Earl  Grey)  must  say,  from  his 
own  experience,  being  the  representative 
of  a  county  which  had  been  frequently  con- 
tested, that  he  considered  this  the  most 
valuable  part  of  the  Bill;  for,  if  there  was 
one  point  in  respect  of  which  the  English 
Reform  Act  was  clearly  defective,  it  was 
with  regard  to  the  system  of  annual  regis- 
tration. The  principle  of  annual  registra- 
tion required  that  each  individual  voter 
should  take  certain  trouble  in  claiming  and 
maintaining  his  vote,  and  power  of  objec- 
ing  to  the  vote  was  given;  so  that  unless 
a  voter  belonged  to  one  or  other  of  the 
parties  into  which  a  county  was  divided, 
the  probability  was  that  he  would  never 
have  a  vote  at  all.  The  effect  of  this  sys- 
tem, as  ho  had  himself  seen,  was  to  keep 
up  in  the  interval  between  elections  no 
small  excitement,  to  lead  to  considerable 
disturbance  of  the  public  peace,  and  to 
great  annoyance  and  expense.  He  con- 
sidered that  if  they  wished  to  improve  the 
English  Reform  Bill,  the  first  thing  they 
should  do  was  to  get  rid  of  tho  whole 
machinery  of  revising  barristers  and  an- 
nual registrations,  and  to  introduce  a  sys- 
tem of  self- working  registration  analogous 
to  that  proposed  by  this  Bill.  He  had 
contested  a  county  before  the  Reform  Bill, 
and  he  remembered  how  great  was  the  in- 
convenience of  the  system  of  voting  re- 
quired from  being  entered  upon  the  land- 
tax  schedule.  If  tho  ratebook  came  to 
supply  tho  place  of  the  registry,  the  sys- 
tem would,  in  point  of  fact,  be  brought  to 
that  which  the  land-tax  schedule  would 
have  been  in  tho  old  time,  before  the  Re- 
form Bill,  supposing  no  land  tax  had  been 
redeemed.  A  list,  framed  for  the  purpose 
of  taxation,  upon  which  no  man  would 
voluntarily  place  himself  if  he  could  avoid 
it,  would  be  tho  best  test  of  the  right  to 
vote;  and  when  he  considered  the  great 
advantage  of  getting  rid  of  the  chicanery, 
expense,  and  disturbance  of  the  public 
peace  which  must  arise  from  any  system 
of  contested  registration  for  merely  elec- 
tioneering purposes,  ho  held  it  would  be 
cheaply  purchased  by  giving  a  man  the 
right  of  voting  whether  ho  was  desirous  of 
it  or  not.  He  regarded  tlic  right  of  voting 
h  a  free  country  as  part  of  the  duty  of 


every  person  who  possessed  the  franchise. 
In  the  ancient  republics,  the  exercise  of 
the  political  franchise  was  mode,  as  he 
thought  wisely,  not  a  matter  of  choice, 
but  of  duty.  He  looked  upon  it  as  a  duty, 
and  he  thought  that  the  Legislature  ought 
not  to  encourage  the  cowardly  feeling  which 
made  men  shirk  the  performance  of  such 
an  important  public  obligation,  and  to  de- 
prive that  moderate  and  impartial  class  of 
voters  who  were  not  committed  to  any  poli- 
tical faction,  but  who  felt  a  real  interest  in 
the  welfare  of  the  country,  and  gave  such 
power  to  the  extreme  partisans  on  the  one 
side  or  the  other.  Having  offered  these 
observations  upon  the  principle  of  the  mea- 
sure, he  should  reserve  any  discussion  of 
its  details  until  the  House  went  into  Com- 
mittee. 

The  Earl  of  DESART  deprecated  the 
introduction  of  such  a  measure  at  the  pre- 
sent moment,  and  said  that  had  there  been 
a  wish  to  check  the  growing  desire  in  Ire- 
land for  improvement  and  tranquillity,  no 
better  means  could  have  been  found  for 
that  purpose  than  the  agitation  of  questions 
of  political  right.  He  attributed  the  com- 
parative smaUness  of  the  constituency  to 
the  dislike  among  Irish  farmers  to  avail 
themselves  of  the  franchise,  because  it  was 
a  privilege  which  they  felt  must  draw  them 
into  collision  with  the  priest  or  the  land- 
lord. He  objected  to  the  Bill  because  it 
fixed  an  inadequate  franchise ;  and  he 
warned  the  House  that  the  first  aim  of  all 
revolutionists  was  to  separate  the  repre- 
sentation from  property,  and  confer  it  upon 
numbers.  Political  agitation  and  excite- 
ment were  the  real  causes  which  prevented 
the  resources  of  Ireland  from  being  de- 
veloped; and  he  must  be  permitted  to  say 
that  these  evils  should  have  been  struck 
at.  They  might  be  remedied,  no  doubt, 
in  time;  but  the  remedy  should  not  be 
tried  at  the  risk  of  forcing  all  classes  into 
the  danger  of  electioneering  tumults.  But 
there  was  a  great  imperial  question  at 
stake  in  this  Bill.  It  was  a  measure  which 
would  affect  one>sixth  of  the  representation 
in  the  Imperial  Parliament;  and  English- 
men were  not  altogether  so  passive  as  to 
submit  to  what  they  would  consider  an  in- 
justice when  they  found  a  great  advance  in 
privilege  made  in  Ireland.  For  instance, 
under  the  Chandos  clause,  an  Englishman 
who  paid  49^.  a  year  rent  had  not  a  vote; 
and  he  would  naturally  consider  himself 
unequally  treated  if  he  discovered  that,  up- 
on the  other  side  of  the  Channel,  Irishmen 
rated  at  8^.  only — ^half  of  which  only  pro- 
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bably  was  paid — ^had  the  fraDcliise.  Would 
he  Dot  ask,  ''has  the  Irishman  proved 
himself  so  capable  of  being  entrusted  with 
great  political  rights  that  he  should  be  con- 
sidered six  times  my  superior  ?  "  The  very 
magnitude  of  the  difference  was  a  strong 
argument  against  the  Bill.  He  admitted 
there  was  a  difference  in  the  relation  of 
property;  but,  on  the  other  hand,  the  Irish 
occupier  really  paid  only  42.  rates,  for  the 
landlord  paid  the  other  AL  But  he  was 
opposed  to  the  Bill,  because  its  introduc- 
tion at  the  present  moment  would  tend  to 
inflict  great  evils  upon  the  country  by  turn- 
ing the  attention  of  farmers  from  the  pur- 
suits of  industry  and  improvement,  to  which 
they  were  now  devoting  themselves,  to  po- 
litical chimeras  held  up  by  interested  agita- 
tors. Societies,  under  the  title  of  Tenant 
Protection  Societies,  were  directing  ener- 
getic efforts  against  all  property  in  Ire- 
land; and  he  regretted  to  say  that  in  his 
part  of  the  country  the  Roman  Catholic 
clergy  had  been  taking  a  most  active  part 
in  the  movement.  It  was  right,  however, 
that  he  should  state  that  he  met  among 
that  body,  and  among  others,  with  persons 
who  had  taken  a  very  different  course,  and 
who  had  given  him  cordial  and  able  assist- 
ance in  supporting  the  cause  of  order.  But 
ho  was  sorry  to  say  that  the  efforts  of  right- 
minded  Roman  Catholic  clergymen  were 
counterbalanced  by  the  many  Roman  Ca- 
tholic priests  who  were  seeking  to  lead  the 
people  on  to  the  destruction  of  order.  He 
denied  that  there  was  any  necessity  for 
urging  so  dangerous  a  change.  Did  jus- 
tice require  it  ?  Where  was  the  justice  of 
forcing  men,  now  devoting  themselves  to 
industry  and  improvement,  to  come  into 
collision  with  intimidators  ?  Where  was 
the  justice  of  swamping  those  who  pos- 
sessed property,  by  establishing  a  semi- 
pauperised  constituency  of  8L  voters  ? 
Surely  this  was  not  justice.  In  going 
into  Committee  upon  the  Bill,  he  should 
mistrust  everything;  but  he  hoped  that  at 
that  stage  such  Amendments  would  be 
made  in  the  measure  as  would  secure  some 
advantage  being  derived  from  it. 

The  Earl  of  ST.  GERMANS  said, 
that  his  views  of  the  measure  differed  in 
some  respects  from  those  of  the  Govern- 
ment, and  still  more  from  those  of  the 
noble  Lord  (Lord  Stanley).  It  appeared 
to  him  that  the  noble  Lords  opposite,  in 
pointing  out  the  evils  of  the  existing  state 
of  the  law,  too  much  overlooked  the  de- 
fects of  the  present  Bill,  while,  on  the 
Other  handy  the  noble  Lord  and  noUe  Earl 


who  had  preceded  him,  in  objecting  to  the 
defects  of  the  Bill,  altogether  overlooked 
the  evils  which  the  Bill  proposed  to  remedy. 
The  principle  of  the  measure  was  to  en- 
large the  county  constituency  of  Ireland 
by  a  simple  and  easily  ascertained  qualifi- 
cation, and  to  extend  to  that  country  the 
system  of  registration  which  had  worked 
so  satisfactorily  in  England.  Now,  the 
system  of  registration  in  England  had 
worked  well;  it  had  given  great  satisfac- 
tion; and  to  this  part  of  the  measure  he 
apprehended  little  or  no  opposition  would 
be  offered.  As  to  the  county  constituency 
of  Ireland,  in  1829,  before  the  disqualifi* 
cation  of  the  40s.  freeholders,  that  consti- 
tuency numbered  about  116,000  voters; 
by  the  disqualification  of  the  40s,  free- 
holders, this  number  was  reduced  to 
35,000  voters;  that  number  had  been 
raised  by  the  Reform  Bill  to  about  90,000, 
but  had  since  been  gradually  and  steadily 
decreasing.  In  1842  it  numbered  only 
60,000,  and  at  the  present  moment  it  did 
not  exceed  27,000  voters  for  the  whole  of 
the  Irish  counties.  He  would  ask  their 
Lordships  whether  this  was  not  a  mere 
mockery  of  representation  ?  ho  would  ask 
whether  it  was  safe  to  base  a  representa- 
tive government  upon  such  a  limited  con- 
stituency ?  Let  him  give  a  few  particular 
examples :  the  county  of  Kilkenny,  with  a 
population  of  183,349,  had  but  481  vo- 
ters; King's  County,  with  a  population  of 
146,857,  but  1,130;  Mayo,  with  a  popu- 
lation  of  388.837,  but  1,118;  Queen's 
County,  with  a  population  of  153,930,  but 
456;  Waterford,  with  a  population  of 
172,971,  but  306.  It  was  clearly  impos- 
sible that  such  a  state  of  things  could 
safely  continue.  He  was  very  far  from 
saying  that  the  constituency  of  any  coun- 
try should  bear  a  fixed  or  definite  propor- 
tion to  its  population;  he  should  think  this 
a  most  dangerous  pnnciple  to  lay  down; 
but,  on  the  other  hand,  he  quite  agreed 
with  the  noble  Earl  opposite,  that  nothing 
could  be  more  dangerous  than  a  constitu- 
ency so  small  that  it  practically  effected  a 
mere  nominal  representation  of  the  people; 
so  small  as  to  be  quite  incapable  of  resist- 
ing those  undue  influences  the  apprehen- 
sion of  which  so  weighed  with  the  objec- 
tors to  this  Bill.  It  seemed  to  him  that  the 
apprehension  thus  expressed  of  the  effect  of 
undue  influence  was  precisely  the  strongest 
possible  reason  for  a  measure  which,  by 
enlarging  the  constituency,  tended  to  raise 
it  above  those  influences  which  told  with 
BO  much  greater  effect  upon  a  small  CQo&tii^ 
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tnencj.  It  appeared  to  him,  then,  that  it 
was  absolutely  essential  to  enlarge  the 
county  constituency  of  Ireland;  and  he 
could  not  at  all  admit  that  because  by  a 
particular  qualification  adapted  to  the  cir- 
cumstances of  this  country  the  consti- 
tuency of  Ireland  was  increased,  the 
people  of  England  would  therefore  set 
up  a  claim  for  the  extension  of  the 
same  qualification  to  themselves.  Having 
said  thus  much  in  support  of  the  princi- 
ple and  main  provisions  of  the  Bill,  he 
nad  to  state  that  he  was  not  at  all  satisfied 
with  the  amount  of  rating  proposed.  He 
believed  it  would  be  found  that  the  SI, 
ratepayers  in  Ireland  were  not,  as  a  body, 
in  those  solvent  and  independent  circum- 
stances which  made  it  safe  to  entrust  them 
with  the  franchise.  It  was  his  opinion 
that  if  you  retained  the  SL  qualification 
you  should  make  it  an  8^.  qualification 
upon  the  value  of  the  house,  apart  from 
land;  but  if  you  combined  the  value  of 
the  land  with  the  tenement  in  the  qualifi- 
cation, that  you  should  make  that  qualifi- 
cation not  8^,  but  121,  From  a  careful 
consideration  of  the  report  of  the  Census 
Commissioners  of  1841,  he  was  satisfied  that 
the  adoption  of  the  former  principle  would 
give  a  very  sufficient  constituency,  a  con- 
stituency, making  the  requisite  deductions 
for  unpaid  rates,  double  holdings,  and 
widows,  not  fewer  in  number  than  200,000, 
a  number  quite  adequate  to  countervail  the 
undue  influences  apprehended  by  noble 
Lords  near  liim.  The  second  clause  hav- 
ing been  happily  thrown  over  by  the  noble 
Marquess,  it  was  unnecessary  for  him  to 
make  any  observations  respecting  it.  The 
proposition  to  confer  votes  upon  51,  tene- 
ments for  life  appeared  to  him  a  dangerous 
principle,  as  being  calculated  to  lead  to  the 
creation  of  fictitious  voters.  The  noble 
Earl  near  him  had  assigned  the  absence 
of  petitions,  of  excitement  on  this  sub- 
ject, as  a  reason  against  the  Bill;  now, 
that  very  circumstance  struck  him  as  a 
strong  argument  why  their  Lordships, 
thus  exempt  from  any  pressure  from 
without,  should  seize  the  favourable  occa- 
sion for  settling  this  long-vexed  question, 
and  he  trusted  that  all  parties  in  Parlia- 
ment, by  waiving  respectively  any  extreme 
views,  and  consenting  to  some  moderate 
compromise,  would  gratify  the  reasonable 
expectations  and  just  hopes  of  the  Irish 
people.  Most  happily,  the  conduct  of  this 
country  towards  Ireland  under  her  recent 
afflictions  had  created  a  far  kinder  senti- 
juout  in  her  people  towards  lu,  and  he  ear* 


nestly  hoped  that  Parliament  would  not 
chill  the  nascent  affection  by  refusing 
to  settle  a  question  which,  if  not  settled 
now,  would  remain  i^  source  of  heartburn- 
ing and  discontent,  and  a  stumbling-block 
in  the  way  of  improvement. 

The  EARLof  WICKLO  W  would  not  enter 
into  any  details,  the  consideration  of  which 
had  better  be  defered  to  the  Conmiittee. 
He  had  heard  from  the  noble  Marqueaa 
with  great  pleasure  the  intention  of  the 
Government  to  remove  that  obnoxious 
clause,  which  he  was  only  astonished  to 
observe  had  been  forced  into  a  Bill  eman- 
ating from  the  Government.  He  was  sur- 
prised, nevertheless,  to  hear  from  the  noble 
Lord  opposite  that  such  were  his  objections 
to  the  measure  altogether,  that  unless  great 
improvements  were  made,  he  should  move 
its  rejection  on  the  third  reading.  He  was 
sorry  to  hear  that;  although  he  (the  Earl 
of  Wicklow)  had  himself  some  amend- 
ments to  propose,  he  could  not  bring  him- 
self to  an  entire  disapproval.  He  purposely 
avoided  now  discussing  the  amount  of  the 
qualification;  but  when  the  Bill  was  in 
Committee  he  should  give  his  best  atten- 
tion to  the  subject,  and  he  was  determined 
to  vote  for  whatever  appeared  on  full  dis- 
cussion to  be  the  proper  amount  to  be 
adopted,  and  which  did  not  too  much  limit 
the  numbers  of  the  constituency.  When 
the  Bill  went  into  Committee,  he  hoped 
that  no  attempt  would  be  made  to  raise 
the  registration  beyond  a  fair  and  reason- 
able valuation;  but  that  one  should  be 
adopted  which  should  give  a  considerable 
increase  in  the  number  of  electors  in  Ire- 
land, without  swamping  the  country  with 
the  description  of  constituencies  such  as 
he  feared  would  come  into  existence  if  the 
Bill  remained  in  its  present  condition. 

The  Earl  of  St.  GERMANS  wished  it 
to  be  understood  that  he  considered  it  of 
great  importance  that  the  qualification 
should  bo  based  upon  a  townland  and  not 
a  tenement  valuation,  and  he  hoped  the 
Government  would  introduce  some  provi- 
sion to  that  effect. 

The  Earl  of  GLENGALL  was  under- 
stood to  suggest  that  the  franchise  should 
be  based  on  the  townland  and  not  on  the 
tenement  valuation;  but  his  opinion  was, 
and  he  thought  he  could  prove  it,  if  neces- 
sary,  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  House,  that 
within  the  law  as  it  stood  at  present  there 
were  ample  moans  for  obtaining  a  suffi- 
cient constituency,  if  the  gentry  and  ten- 
antry could  be  got  to  overcome  their  great 
disinclination  to  register.     Bat  it  could 
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not  be  done.  Notices  migbt  be  Mryed, 
but  nobody  would  attend.  A  remarkable 
case  bad  occurred  in  tbe  city  of  Cork, 
where,  immediately  after  the  last  election, 
3,000  notices  were  served,  but  not  more 
than  200  on  each  side  came  before  the  re- 
vising barrister.  The  cause  of  this  was, 
that  for  eighteen  years  the  country  was 
agitated  by  the  late  Mr.  O'Connell,  and 
the  people  were  told  that  if  they  abetted 
that  agitation  they  would,  instead  of  being 
occupiers,  become  the  owners  of  the  soil. 
'*  Stand  fast,"  the  words  which  revolu- 
tionised America,  was  the  command  which 
they  received,  and  being  tormented  then 
on  one  side  by  the  priests  and  agitators, 
and  on  the  other  by  their  landlords,  and 
moreover  finding  themselves  deceived  by 
their  leaders,  they  became  thoroughly  dis- 
gusted with  their  electoral  privilege,  and 
wished  merely  to  be  let  alone  by  both  par- 
ties. But  if  they  passed  this  Bill,  the  old 
system  would  be  revived,  and  a  set  of  men 
such  as  they  had  recently  got  rid  of  would 
again  be  foisted  upon  Pariiament.  They 
would  at  once  carry  their  votes  to  the 
Treasury;  acting  upon  the  free-trade  prin- 
ciple, having  bought  them  in  the  cheapest 
market  they  would  endeavour  to  sell  them 
in  the  dearest.  The  first  movement  of 
those  who  would  be  returned  to  Parliament 
under  the  present  Bill,  would  be  to  attack 
the  Irish  Church.  The  English  Church 
would  then  speedily  follow.  He  objected 
to  this  Bill,  because  it  vitiated  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  Emancipation  Act,  which  fixed 
a  iOL  franchise.  It  also  vitiated  the  Re- 
form Bill,  which  based  the  franchise  on 
property  and  tenure.  It  would  base  the 
vote  on  an  occupation  without  tenure,  while 
in  France  a  three  years'  residence  was  re- 
quired. Against  that  principle  of  mere 
occupancy  Lord  J.  Russell  had  warned 
Parliament  in  I84I,  and  now  that  noble 
Lord  and  his  Colleagues  had  introduced  it 
in  a  Government  Bill.  But  certainly  the 
present  were  times  in  which  noble  Lords 
changed  their  opinions  and  ate  up  their 
words  with  such  voracity  as  to  cause  him 
serious  alarm  lest  some  of  them  should  die 
of  indigestion.  He  objected  to  two  classes 
of  rated  occupiers  having  votes  in  Ireland, 
namely,  small  tenants  at  will  and  small 
joint  tenants.  They  would  swamp  the  real 
yeomanry  in  Ireland.  Mr.  Fox  said,  that 
was  the  best  franchise  which  included  the 
largest  amount  of  independent  electors,  and 
excluded  the  greatest  number  of  those  de- 
endent.  In  that  ho  strongly  concurred, 
e  thought  the  Bill  »houtd  be  delayed 


^ 


until  an  improved  system  of  valuation 
was  introduced  into  Ireland.  To  found 
a  Bill  upon  the  present  system  of  valua^ 
tion  was  absurd,  inasmuch  as  it  differed 
not  only  in  every  county,  but  in  every 
electoral  division.  Let  their  Lordships 
beware  lest,  having  introduced  this  prin- 
ciple, they  would  soon  have  to  extend  it  to 
England.  He  was  convinced  that  they  were 
not  prepared  at  one  stroke  to  increase 
the  Irish  franchise  to  four  times  what 
the  Reform  Bill  contemplated,  and  double 
what  it  was  during  the  existence  of  the 
40«.  franchise;  and  yet  that  would  be  the 
result  of  the  Bill.  The  reasons  why  the 
Government  had  brought  in  the  present 
Bill  were  evident.  Last  winter  the  repre- 
sentation of  the  city  of  Cork  became  va- 
cant, and  to  the  great  surprise  of  the  Go- 
vernment a  protectionist  was  returned. 
Subsequently  Mr.  J.  O'Connell  proposed 
to  retire  from  Limerick,  when  it  was  as- 
certained that  a  similar  result  was  likely 
there.  Then  the  Member  for  Mayo  thought 
of  going  to  serve  Her  Majesty  in  the  Falk- 
land Islands,  but  the  tendencies  of  the  con- 
stituency induced  him  to  retain  his  seat. 
Having  received  these  three  hints,  Govern- 
ment set  about  preparing  a  Bill  by  means 
of  which  they  proposed  to  obtain  coute  qui 
coute  thirty  or  forty  additional  votes  from 
Ireland. 

The  Marquess  of  WESTMEATH  did 
not  believe  in  the  sincerity  of  the  motives 
which  Government  had  assigned  for  bring- 
ing this  measure  forward.  The  noble  Earl 
(Earl  Grey)  had  said  that  one  reason  why 
the  present  constituency  was  so  small  was, 
that  Irish  landlords  did  not  grant  leases. 
Where  did  the  noble  Earl  find  that  ?  It 
was  notorious,  on  the  contrary,  that  the 
tenants  preferred  not  having  leases.  It 
was  rather  extravagant  then  for  a  Minister 
of  the  Crown  to  come  forward  and  impute 
the  want  of  leases  to  tho  resident  proprie- 
tors, and  to  assign  that  as  a  reason  for 
bringing  forward  this  Bill,  when  the  fact 
was  quite  the  contrary.  The  Bill  was  to 
take  effect  from  the  13th  of  November, 
but  no  dependence  could  be  placed  on  any 
valuation  which  existed  at  present.  Ho 
defied  the  Government  to  show  that  they 
could  with  any  consistency  press  tho  mea- 
sure one  more  stage,  unless  they  had  a 
uniform  system  of  valuation  with  regard  to 
tho  poor-rate. 

Tho  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNE  stated 
that  a  valuation  was  going  on,  and  as  soon 
as  it  was  effected  it  should  be  adopted  un- 
der this  Bill. 
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The  MABQUESsof  WESTMEATH  said, 
that  was  a  very  indefinite  promise,  and  he 
was  satisfied  thej  might  look  for  years  he- 
fore  they  saw  any  uniform  valuation. 

The  Earl  of  WIOELOW  reminded  the 
nohle  Marquess  that  it  was  stated  in  evi- 
dence  hefore  the  Committee  on  the  Irish 
Poor  Law  last  year,  that  a  general  and 
uniform  valuation  would  he  completed  in 
eighteen  months.  If  this  was  then  the 
case,  surely  it  should  he  done  now. 

The  Marquess  of  WESTMEATH  con- 
ceived then  that  it  was  the  hounden  duty 
of  the  Government  at  once  to  hring  in  a 
Bill  to  effect  such  valuation. 

On  Question,  Resolved  in  the  Affirma- 
tive. 

Bill  read  2^,  and  committed  to  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  whole  House  on  Friday, 
June  21. 

House  adjourned  till  To-morrow. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 

Thursday,  June  6,  1850. 

Minutes.]   Pubuc  Bills. — 1'  Population. 
2*  Grencral  Board  of  Health ;  Judges  of  Assize. 
Reported, — Factories. 
3*  Municipal  Corporations  (Ireland). 

FACTORIES  BILL. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

The  House  resolved  itself  into  Commit- 
tee on  this  Bill. 

Mr.  ELLIOT  rose  to  move  the  Amend- 
ment of  which  he  had  given  notice,  and 
stated  that  the  great  alarm  which  was  felt 
hy  the  operatives  as  well  as  the  owners  of 
factories  in  the  part  of  the  country  with 
which  he  was  more  immediately  connected, 
rendered  it  necessary  that  he  should  re- 

Sucst  the  House  to  grant  him  their  in- 
ulgence  for  a  short  time  whilst  he  endea- 
voured to  put  hefore  them  the  position  in 
which  all  parties  connected  with  these  fac- 
tories woidd  he  placed  should  the  Bill  now 
hefore  the  House  pass  into  a  law.  He 
had  presented  a  number  of  petitions  against 
this  Bill  from  the  operatives  in  the  several 
factories  in  the  town  of  Hawick  and  In- 
nerleithen, as  well  as  from  their  masters. 
He  had  also  presented  that  evening  a  pe- 
tition from  thirty-four  millowners  in  Uie 
counties  of  Roxburgh,  Berwickshire,  Sel- 
kirkshire, and  Peebles.  The  operatives 
stated — and  he  wished  the  House  to  know 
that  this  was  a  statement  in  the  truth  of 
which  all  concurred,  however  much  they 
might  bo  opposed  to  the  system  of  relay 


working — that  the  immediate  effect  of  the 
change  would  be  to  cause  the  discharge 
of  one-third  of  the  entire  number  of  relay 
workers ;  that  these  poor  people  thua 
thrown  out  of  employ  from  no  fault  of 
their  own,  but  merely  in  consequence  of 
this  lamentable  course  of  legislation,  must» 
in  many  instances,  be  thrown  on  the  pa- 
rish, no  other  means  of  employment  hemg 
open  to  them.  These  people  were  at  pre- 
sent, and  have  for  years  past  been,  work- 
ing in  this  manner,  contentedly  and  hap- 
pily, and  thus  providing  a  subsistence  not 
only  for  themselves  but  their  families.  All 
this,  for  some  reason  he  could  not  under- 
stand, was  now  to  be  put  an  end  to,  and 
these  industrious,  and  hitherto  contented, 
people  were  to  be  ruined  and  sent  to  seek 
parish  support ;  and  he  would  here  men- 
tion that  the  parochial  board  of  Wilton, 
seeing  that  the  number  of  persons  claiming 
relief  would  be  so  greatly  increased,  had 
also  sent  a  petition  which  he  had  presented 
this  evening,  praying  that  the  Bill  might 
not  pass.  Now,  he  wished  to  know  why 
such  a  calamity  as  this  was  to  be  thrown 
on  a  large  manufacturing  district  ?  When 
he  asked  this  question  he  was  told  that 
great  inconvenience  arose  from  working 
by  relays :  first,  that  the  women,  young 
persons,  and  children,  were  kept  hanging 
about  the  mills  for  fifteen  or  sixteen  hours, 
because  they  could  not  go  home  during 
their  intervals  of  rest,  and,  heing  thus  left 
to  themselves  to  wander  about  the  streets, 
they  were  led  into  idleness,  which  was  fol- 
lowed by  demoralisation.  Secondly,  Uiat 
the  inspectors  found  it  impossible  to  pre- 
vent the  women  and  young  persons  from 
working  in  several  different  mills,  thus 
evading  the  laws  which  fixes  their  labour 
to  ten  hours.  He  did  not  consider  that 
these  objections  should  have  heen  urged 
by  the  English  Inspectors.  He  fully  be- 
lieved inconvenience  had  been,  and  must 
have  heen,  felt  under  the  system  as  it  was 
managed,  or  rather  mismanaged,  in  the 
north  of  England.  He  would  read  to  the 
House  an  extract  from  the  report  of  Mr. 
Horner,  dated  the  30th  April,  1849.  Mr. 
Homer  says- 

"  I  may  give»  as  an  example  of  this  mode  of 
working  by  shifts,  a  case  I  met  with  in  one  of  the 
mills  working  upon  this  plan,  which  I  inspected 
on  the  8th  of  March.  Out  of  335  young  persons 
and  women  there  employed,  I  found  213  who  be- 
gan work  at  6  o*clock  in  the  morning,  and  were 
at  work  in  the  mill  as  late  as  half-past  7  in  the 
evening.  They  had,  of  course,  their  hour-and-a- 
half  for  meals,  as  required  by  the  Act,  and,  be- 
sides that,  they  wo^  sent  out  of  the  miU,  some 
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from  half-past  10  to  13,  some  from  11  to  1,  some 
from  2  to  4,  some  firom  4  to  6,  and  some  oame  at 
6  in  the  morning,  worked  till  breakfast  time  at 
8,  oame  hack  again  at  half-past  8,  and  after  work- 
ing half  an  hour  were  sent  out  again  firom  9  till 
11  o'clock." 

Mr.  Horner  then  compared  this  system  of 
working  with  the  advantages  of  working 
ten  consecutive  hours.  No  one  would 
doubt  that,  under  a  system  like  this,  in- 
conveniences such  as  he  had  described 
must  arise;  but  this  was  not  the  fault  of 
working  by  relays,  but  the  fault  of  the 
system  by  which  relays  were  worked.  A 
totally  different  system  prevailed  in  his 
(Mr.  Elliot's)  part  of  the  country,  and  all 
inconvenience  was  avoided  by  the  rules  in 
operation  in  the  factories,  in  the  welfare  of 
which  he  felt  so  strong  an  interest.  There 
the  system  was  simple  and  plain.  Each 
set  between  the  hours  of  5\  in  the  morn- 
ing and  8|  in  the  evening  were  out  of  the 
mill  either  three  or  three  and  a  half  con- 
secutive hours.  There  was  no  running 
out  and  in  of  the  mill,  as  described  by  Mr. 
Horner.  There  was  no  loitering  about  the 
streets,  and  there  was  no  difficulty  in  ascer- 
taining whether  the  women  and  young 
children  who  worked  in  one  mill  were  also 
employed  in  others.  The  consequence 
was,  the  system  had  worked  to  the  satis- 
faction of  all  parties,  whether  masters, 
operatives,  or  inspector.  Mr.  Stuart,  the 
late  inspector,  approved  of  it,  seeing,  as 
he  did,  that  the  mills  could  work  a  great 
many  more  hours  without  any  infringement 
of  the  spirit  of  the  Act,  and  that  a  much 
larger  number  of  persons  could  be  employ- 
ed. Mr.  Stuart  also  approved  of  this  sys- 
tem for  a  reason  which  he  (Mr.  Elliot) 
considered  so  creditable  to  the  manufac- 
turers in  his  part  of  the  country  that  he 
would  read  an  extract  from  one  of  Mr. 
Stuart's  reports  on  the  subject.  [The 
hon.  Member  then  read  the  extract,  in 
which  Mr.  Stuart  stated,  that  during  the 
late  period  of  great  depression  of  trade, 
the  manufacturers  at  Hawick,  and  at  other 
places  in  the  south  and  west  of  Scotland, 
had  kept  up  the  whole  number  of  their 
relay  workers  during  the  time  that  their 
mills  were  working  short  time,  in  order 
that  by  earning  a  reduced  rate  of  wages 
for  the  few  hours  they  worked,  all  might 
be  in  receipt  of  such  a  sum  as  would  keep 
them  off  the  parish.]  He  begged  to  call 
to  the  recollection  of  the  House,  that 
hitherto  all  interference  with  adult  labour 
has  been  disclaimed  by  those  who  have 
supported  this  description  of  legislation. 
Protection  to  women,  young  persons,  and 


children  had  been  the  professed  intention 
of  the  noble  Lord,  and  all  interference 
with  adult  labour  had  been  denied  and  dis- 
claimed; but  he  (Mr.  Elliot)  would  show 
the  House  not  only  that  this  Bill  was  level- 
led at  adult  labour,  but  that  Mr.  Homer, 
the  Inspector  of  Factories,  knew  full  well 
that  such  a  Bill  must  go  that  length,  and 
that  the  intention  is  not  confined  to  the 
object  it  professes,  but  is  intended  to  shut 
the  factories  after  ten  hours'  work.  Mr. 
Homer  said,  in  his  report,  dated  the  31st 
Oct.,  1838— 

'*  It  has  been  plausibly  set  forth  by  some  per- 
sons that  there  would  be  great  advantages  to 
trade  were  the  mills  to  be  enabled  by  relays  to 
work  thirteen  or  fourteen  hours  a  day.  No  one 
doubts  that  the  longer  manu&cturing  machinery 
can  be  kept  in  motion,  the  greater  will  be  the 
produce ;  and  if  it  could  bo  kept  going  all  the 
twenty-four  hours  of  each  day,  without  compro- 
mising the  physical  and  morsd  health  of  the  hu* 
man  boings  by  which  it  is  worked,  no  one  would 
dream  of  interfering  with  it.  But  the  fiir  greater 
proportion  of  mills  cannot  work  without  the  aid 
of  children,  or  of  young  persons  or  women ;  and 
the  Legislature  has  decided  that  such  persons 
shall  be  protected  against  the  temptations  held 
out  to  them  by  the  capitalists  to  work  in  a  man- 
ner that  is  inconsistent  with  a  sound  healthy  state 
of  the  population,  morally  and  physically — ^thatis 
the  whole  of  the  question." 

He  (Mr.  Elliot)  begged  to  call  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House  to  this  declaration  of  Mr. 
Homer,  and  let  them  remember  that  this 
Bill  allows  of  no  women  or  young  children 
to  be  employed  in  mills  for  more  than  the 
ten  and  a  half  hours,  between  six  in  the 
morning  and  six  in  the  evening,  one  hour 
and  a  half  being  allowed  for  meal  times — 
and  consequently  if  Mr.  Homer's  statement 
is  trae,  the  motive  power  of  the  mill  can  be 
in  operation  for  no  longer  time.  When- 
ever he  (Mr.  Elliot)  had  urged  that  it 
would  be  better  to  exempt  the  mills  in  his 
part  of  the  country,  he  was  told  that  it  was 
impossible  to  have  one  law  for  one  part  of 
the  country,  and  another  for  another:  that 
it  would  be  unjust  to  allow  these  mills  to 
work  fifteen  hours,  whilst  others  were  re- 
stricted to  ten;  and  that  if  this  were  done, 
the  manufacturers  in  the  north  of  England 
would  have  just  cause  of  complaint.  He 
entirely  denied  this  position.  The  injustice 
was  all  upon  the  mills  in  his  part  of  the 
country,  and  the  manufacturers  would  be 
mined  if  so  dealt  with.  The  promoters  of 
the  present  Bill  profess  to  put  all  upon  an 
equality;  whilst,  in  fact,  they  are  doing  pre« 
cisely  the  reverse.  The  mills  in  the  north 
of  England  were  owned  by  great  capitalists, 
and  every  body  who  knew  anything  of  trade 
or  the  manufacturing  interest  knew  that 
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large  capitalists  had  great  advantages  over 
small  capitalists,  and  that  it  was  therefore 
necessary  that  small  capitalists  should  put 
forth  all  their  energies,  and  use  every  ex- 
ertion to  compete  with  their  more  fortunate 
hrethrcn;  and  this  they  had  done,  and  done 
successfully.    They  were  left  comparatively 
free  of  restriction,  and  hy  their  enterprise 
and  energy  they  have  succeeded  in  keeping 
in  employment  a  large  number  of  people 
who  are  now  to  he  forbid  to  earn  their  bread. 
Sle  would  now  state  another  disadvantage 
to  which  they  were  to  be  subject.     The 
mills  in  his  part  of  the  country  were  water 
mills,  turned  by  streams  greatly  affected, 
as  regards  floods,  by  rain  falling  in  the 
hills,  and  also  as  rapidly  affected  by  the  in- 
creased surface  drainage  of  the  hills  them- 
selves.    One  day  the  river  would  rise  so 
rapidly  as  to  stop  the  mills,  and  in  a  day 
or  two  more  there  would  be  a  deficiency  of 
water.    In  order  to  remedy  this  latter  evil, 
the  millowners  had  erected  steam-engines 
and  long  chimneys  to  assist  their  water- 
power  so  as  to  secure  the  fifteen  hours 
work  allowed  by  law;  and  now  that  this  has 
been  done  they  are  to  be  told  that  their 
capital  thus  invested  is  to  be  thrown  away, 
and  that  they  shall  work  no  more  than  ten 
hours.     Coal  in  his  county  were  so  dear 
that  they  could  not  work  their  mills  en- 
tirely by  steam — steam  could  only  be  used 
as  an  auxiliary.     In  summer  the  water  ran 
exceedingly  low;  in  winter  there  were  great 
torrents,    and   the   mills  were   sometimes 
stopped  by  ice  for  a  length  of  time;  so  that 
it  would  be  impossible  for  them  to  recover 
the  lost  time  by  the  permission  to  work  an 
extra  hour  a  day  for  five  days  in  the  week. 
Against  that  they  had  to  compote  with  the 
mills  of  the  north  of  England,  where,  the 
inspector  stated,  nothing  had  been  lost  by 
the  shortening  of  time,  as  they  were  en- 
abled, by  greater  energy  and  driving  thoir 
machines  at  a  greater  rate,  to  manufacture 
as  large  a  quantity  of  goods  in  ten  hours 
as  they  had  formerly  done  in  a  longer  time. 
It  was  impossible  for  the  manufacturers  in 
his  district  to  increase  their  speed  a  single 
inch;  they  must  go  plodding  on  at  the  rate 
only  which  the  supply  of  water  would  allow; 
and  yet   they  were  told  that  they  were 
placed  on  an  equality  with  the  mills  of 
England,  and  that  it  would   be  a  great 
hardship  to  allow  them  to  nm  longer  hours, 
pe  appealed  to  the  House  against  this  in- 
justice.    The  system  of  relays  was  no  new 
system ;  it  had  existed  in  various  forms  for 
thirty  years;   and  now  the  manufactories 
which  had  practised  it  successfully  were  at 


once  to  be  proscribed  by  this  change  of 
system.  Another  objectionable  part  of  tho 
measure  was  that  which  fixed  the  hour  for 
the  commencement  and  stopping  of  the 
mills.  In  winter,  it  was  impossible  to  say 
exactly  when  a  water  mill  could  commence 
work;  the  ice  prevented  it;  and  in  the  dry 
season  it  was  impossible  to  say  when  they 
might  be  obliged  to  stop,  as  the  water 
might  run  short  at  any  time.  It  was  cer- 
tain that  the  measure,  if  carried  in  this 
form,  would  ruin  the  small  millowners, 
and  throw  a  large  population  entirely  out 
of  work.  It  was  said  that  one  law  ought 
to  regulate  all  the  country;  but  when  that 
law  operated  differently  in  different  parts 
of  the  country,  it  was  evident  it  could  not 
suit  the  whole.  He  protested  against  the 
extension  of  the  Bill  to  his  part  of  the 
country;  and  as  the  best  means  of  prevent- 
ing it  he  would  move  the  Amendment  of 
which  he  had  given  notice. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2,  line  8, 
to  leave  out  from  the  word  "  That,"  to 
the  end  of  the  clause,  in  order  to  insert  the 
words — 

"  It  shall  not  be  lawM  for  young  persons  and 
females  to  be  employed  or  to  work  in  any  Factory 
for  more  than  ton  hours  daily  between  half-past 
five  o*clook  in  the  morning  and  half-past  eight 
o'clock  in  the  evening  ;  and  it  shall  be  lawful  for 
said  young  persons  and  females  to  work  by  sets  or 
relays :  Provided  always,  That  each  such  set  or 
relay  shall  during  the  hours  between  half-past  five 
in  the  morning  and  half-past  eight  in  the  evening, 
be  absent  from  the  Factory  for  a  period  of  not  less 
than  three  consecutive  hours :  Provided  always, 
That  on  Saturdays  the  period  of  work  of  such 
young  persons  or  females  shall  not  exceed  eight 
consecutive  hours,  exclusive  of  meal  times,  be- 
tween the  hours  of  half-past  five  in  the  morning 
and  four  in  the  afternoon," 

instead  thereof. 

Sib  G.  grey  said,  the  Amendment 
was  directly  contrary  to  the  whole  spirit 
and  purport  of  the  Bill.  He  quite  ad- 
mitted that  a  general  law  of  this  kind 
might  operate  with  some  inequality  in  dif- 
ferent parts  of  the  country;  but  that  was 
an  objection  not  to  this  Bill  only,  but  to 
all  legislation  on  the  subject.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  had  raised  the  whole  question 
— whether  there  should  be  any  legislation 
at  all  on  the  subject,  or,  at  all  events* 
whether  it  should  apply  to  mills  worked  by 
water  power,  or  to  those  situate  in  Scot- 
land. If  he  thought  there  was  a  special 
case  for  exemption,  the  best  mode  would 
be  to  propose  it  in  a  separate  clause,  not 
to  propose  an  alteration  of  the  measure* 
entirely  different  from  its  object,  which 
would  have  the  effect  of  sanctioning  relays 
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throughout  the  whole  kingdom,  Bubject 
only  to  the  qualification  that  the  hands 
should  be  absent  three  hours  during  the 
day.  Looking  at  its  physical  effects,  the 
relay  system  was  unobjectionable ;  but 
when  its  moral  effects  were  considered, 
also  the  object  contemplated  by  Parliament 
in  passing  the  Act  of  1847,  namely,  to 
secure  the  evening  hours  to  the  factory 
workers,  an  object  which  was  productive 
of  great  advantage — he  could  not  admit 
the  principle  of  relays.  The  -  insertion  of 
this  clause  would  produce  a  very  material 
alteration  of  the  law  as  it  stood,  and  it 
would  be  better  to  leave  the  law  in  its  pre- 
sent state  than  to  consent  to  a  distinct 
legislative  enactment  that  for  fifteen  hours 
these  parties  might  be  kept  away  from 
their  homes.  With  respect  to  water  mills, 
there  was  a  clause  to  be  considered  here- 
after in  which  the  Committee  might  con- 
sider whether  it  was  desirable  to  begin  at 
a  later  hour  in  winter.  There  was  also  a 
clause  with  reference  to  making  up  time 
which  had  been  lost,  whether  by  a  deficient 
or  an  over-abundant  supply  of  water.  He 
certainly  regretted  that  any  parties  should 
bo  put  to  inconvenience.  Were  all  manu- 
factories as  well  regulated  as  those  referred 
to  by  his  hon.  Friend,  there  would  be  no 
occasion  for  any  law  at  all  on  the  subject; 
but  they  were  conducted  very  differently  in 
crowded  cities;  and  if  a  law  of  this  kind 
wero  passed,  it  would  be  very  difficult  to 
exempt  particular  mills.  But  the  proposal 
was  to  establish  the  relay  system  through- 
out all  the  manufacturing  districts,  and  ex- 
tend it  to  all  the  mills  now  subject  to  re- 
striction; although  that  system  had  only 
lately  been  tried;  and  he  certainly  could 
not  consent  to  this  proposal. 

Mr.  ELLIOT  said,  he  had  not  made 
the  statement  solely  with  reference  to 
Scotland.  If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  allow  him  to  introduce  a  clause  ex- 
empting the  district  he  had  referred  to,  he 
would  be  most  happy  to  take  the  sugges- 
tion and  withdraw  the  clause  he  had  now 
proposed. 

Mr.  FERGUS  said,  that  if  one  thing 
was  more  to  be  deprecated  than  another, 
it  was  different  laws  for  different  parts  of 
the  country.  He  should  not  only  vote 
against  any  restriction  of  the  Ten  Hours 
Act,  but  under  any  circumstances  he 
should  vote  against  the  proposition  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Roxburghshire.  He  re- 
gretted that  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the 
Home  Secretary  should  have  given  the 
sanction  of  his  name  and  the  Government 


authority  to  any  departure  whatever  from 
the  Ten  Hours  Act.  Before  sanctioning 
the  Bill  of  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Bath,  the  right  hon.  Baronet  should  have 
known  what  was  his  own  meaning,  and 
what  was  the  meaning  of  the  Legislature 
by  the  enactment  of  1847.  If  it  was  the 
intention  of  the  Legislature  to  allow  the 
system  of  relays,  the  better  course  would 
have  been  to  bring  in  a  Bill  declaring  that 
such  system  should  be  permitted.  If  it 
was  the  intention  of  the  Legislature  to  limit 
the  labour  of  women  and  children  to  ten 
hours,  in  its  ordinary  sense,  within  reason- 
able bounds,  further  legislation  would  have 
been  better  left  alone.  It  could  not  have 
been  intended  that  the  ten  hours'  labour  re- 
quired from  women  and  children  should  be 
aggravated  by  being  done  at  untimely 
hours.  He  would  therefore  vote  for  any 
proposition  continuing  the  Ten  Hours  Act. 
It  was  true  the  half-hour  was  a  very  small 
matter  for  the  labourers  to  give,  or  the 
manufacturers  to  obtain;  the  prosperity  of 
the  latter  or  the  well-being  of  the  former 
did  not  depend  on  any  such  slender  thread; 
but  uncertainty  in  legislation  on  a  subject 
like  this  was  a  great  evil.  His  confidence 
in  the  energy  and  skill  of  the  manufacturers 
of  this  country  led  him  to  believe  that  they 
would  easily  accommodate  themselves  to 
almost  any  bonds  which  the  Legislature 
might  impose  upon  them;  but  nothing  could 
reconcile  them  to  legislation  which  fixed  one 
number  of  hours  one  year,  and  another 
number  the  next.  It  was  quite  clear  the 
Legislature  never  intended  by  the  Act  of 
1847  that  the  women  and  children  should 
work  ten  hours  and  a  half.  If,  then,  they 
legislated  for  ten  hours  and  a  half  this 
year,  what  security  was  there  against  its 
being  extended  to  eleven  hours  next  year  ? 
He  believed  that  all  over  the  country  the 
people  were  settling  down  into  the  ten- 
hour  system  of  working ;  the  restriction 
had  produced  no  harm;  and  in  a  very  few 
years,  the  period  of  working  would  have 
been  regaraed  the  same  as  twelve  or  four- 
teen hours  was  formerly.  He  would  not 
sanction  any  restriction  on  the  employment 
of  machinery  or  on  adult  labour;  nothing 
was  more  hostile  to  a  right  principle  of 
legislation;  but  ho  had  approved  the  Ten 
Hours  Bill  as  a  measure  for  the  protection 
of  those  who  were  unable  to  protect  them- 
selves, and  because  there  wore  great  abuses 
in  the  way  factories  were  formerly  worked. 
Mr.  EDWARDS  :  Having  the  honour 
to  represent  one  of  the  most  populous  and 
important  districts  in  the  West  Riding,  and 
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knowing  well  the  feelings  and  wishes  of 
the  people,  I  may  naturally  he  expected  to 
say  a  few  words  upon  the  question ;  and  I 
do  not  hesitate  to  do  so,  under  a  conviction 
that  the  House  will  attend  to  the  few  re- 
marks I  shall  make,  heing  a  millowner  my- 
self, and  having  lived  amongst  Uiese  people 
since  the  day  I  was  horn.  I  hardly  ex- 
pected to  have  to  say  a  word  in  defence  of 
the  original  Bill  of  the  nohle  Lord  the 
Memher  for  Bath,  from  what  I  call  the  in- 
sidious Amendments,  rememhering  the 
power  of  argument  and  eloquence  with 
which  he  advocated  the  cause  of  justice 
and  humanity  on  its  introduction;  for  it 
was  to  him  we  all  looked  as  the  champion 
of  the  people,  to  contend  for  the  hoon 
which  had  heen  conceded  hy  the  Legisla- 
ture; and  I  see  no  reason  why  he  should 
have  deserted  us.  It  is  not  for  me  to 
speculate  upon  the  reasons  which  have  in- 
fluenced the  nohle  Lord  in  sanctioning  the 
suhstitution  of  another  Bill  for  his  own;  it 
is  sufficient  for  me  to  protest  against  it, 
^strating  as  it  does  the  hopes  and  just 
expectations  of  the  hody  he  represented, 
and  I  do  so  in  the  name  of  the  factory 
operatives  of  the  West  Riding.  The  peti- 
tions for  and  against  that  Bill,  judging 
from  the  returns  iu  the  Votes,  are  in  the 
proportion  of  6  to  1,000 — the  numher  of 
signatures,  perhaps,  ahout  2  to  1,000 — 
and  I  feel  warranted  in  asserting,  from 
what  has  recently  passed  at  various  meet- 
ings in  the  country,  that  not  only  the  hulk 
of  the  operatives  are  opposed  to  this  inva- 
sion of  the  ten-hour  principle,  hut  that, 
previous  to  the  publication  of  the  letter 
signed  hy  a  manufacturer,  the  millowners 
and  manufacturers,  upon  the  whole,  were 
favourable  to  the  Bill  of  1847.  In  York- 
shire, where  the  relay  and  shift  system  has 
not  been  pursued  to  any  extent,  the  condi- 
tion of  the  people  is  immeasurably  im- 
proved by  this  Act  of  the  Legislature,  and 
it  is  impossible  to  deny  that  immeasurable 
benefits  have  accrued  from  its  provisions, 
both  in  a  social,  moral,  and  physical  point 
of  view;  and  are  we  to  be  told  by  a  small 
section  of  the  community  that  this  most 
valuable  and  humane  law  is  about  to  be  re- 
pealed, and  the  fetters  of  slavery  to  be 
riveted  again  ?  Before  the  Act  of  1847 
became  the  law  of  the  land,  nothing  short 
of  utter  ruin  was  predicted  by  its  oppo- 
nents; but  how  thoroughly  have  their  pre- 
dictions been  falsified  !  I  can  prove  that 
the  contrary  effect  has  been  produced,  and 
to  a  far  greater  extent  than  the  most  san- 
guine of  its  supporters  could  have  reason- 


ably expected;  and  the  measure  having 
worked  satisfactorily,  why  should  we  en- 
deavour to  impair  or  render  it  nugatory?  A 
great  deal  has  been  said  respecting  the  in- 
ducement which  this  early  cessation  of  la- 
bour gives  to  idleness,  depravity,  and  vice; 
but  how  is  this  to  be  reconciled  with  the 
fact  of  the  great  increase  in  the  number  of 
evening  schools,  and  the  desire  and  de- 
termination on   the  part  of  young  peo- 
ple to  acquire  a   knowledge   of  reading, 
writing,  &c.  ?    Look  also  at  the  attendance 
at  mutual  improvement  societies,  mecha- 
nics' institutes,  reading  rooms,  &c.,  which 
are  increasing  in  number  and  importance 
every  year;  and,  following  the  advice  of  a 
large  section  of  this  House,  ought  we  not 
to  foster  and  encourage  that  feeling  ?     If 
not  engaged  in  pursuits  of  this  kind,  the 
men  are  to  be  seen  during  many  hours  of 
the  summer  evenings  busily  and  happily 
employed,  not  in  beer- shops   and  public- 
houses — not  in  rioting  and  drunkenness, 
but  in  their  cottage  gardens,  assisted  by 
their  little  boys,  whilst  the  mother   and 
sister,  perhaps,  are  profitably  employed  in 
making  clothes  for  the  family,  or  attending 
to  other  necessary  domestic  occupations, 
thereby  elevating  and  improving  their  con- 
dition, instead  of  spending  their  time  use- 
lessly in  loitering  about  the  factories.   Our 
motto  in  Yorkshire  is  to  ''  Live  and  let 
live;"  and  I  trust  the  same  spirit  prevails 
throughout  the  entire  kingdom.     The  late 
Sir  Robert  Peel — and  where  could  you  look 
for  better  authority  ? — ^proposed  ten  hours 
in  June,  1815;  that  is,  a  twelve-and-a-half- 
range,  and  out  of  that  two  hours  and  a 
half  for  meals  and  education,  and  the  peo- 
ple have  agitated  for  ten  hours  ever  since. 
Parliament  having  granted  it,  is  bound  in 
honour  to  hold  to  its  engagement.     Ten 
hours  now  far  exceed  ten  hours  in  1815; 
for  during  that  period  machinery  has  more 
than  doubled    its    speed.      Rather  than 
accept  the  proposition  of  the  Government, 
I  would  hope  that  this  Bill  may  be  thrown 
out  altogether,  and  that  the  people's  voice 
may  be  heard  during  the  recess  by  those 
who  have  the  honour  to  represent  them  in 
this  House. 

Lord  ASHLEY  :  Sir,  there  is  one  ob- 
servation which  I  wish  to  make  with  re- 
ference to  something  which  has  fallen  from 
the  hon.  Gentleman  who  has  just  sat  down, 
and  I  shall  never  again  touch  upon  the 
subject.  He  says,  that  the  factory  opera- 
tives are  now  deserted  by  one  who  was 
once  their  champion.  Now,  I  never  con- 
sidered myself  as  their  champion;  but  I 
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did  consider  myself  their  friend,  and  I  de- 
clare before  God  that  I  have  done  that 
which  appeared  to  me  to  be  best  for  their 
interests;  and  every  successive  hour,  and 
all  the  intelligence  I  receive,  convinces  me 
that,  by  God's  blessing,  I  have  been  en- 
abled to  judge  aright.  I  may  be  permitted 
to  state,  solenmly  and  before  this  august 
assembly,  that  I  have  sacrificed  to  them 
almost  everything  that  a  public  man  holds 
dear  to  him,  and  now  I  have  concluded  by 
giving  them  that  which  I  prize  most  of  all 
— I  have  even  sacrificed  for  them  my  re- 
putation. But  in  the  midst  of  these  pain- 
ful recollections,  I  have  this  consolation — 
that  I  have  received  letters  from  many 
operatives  in  various  parts  of  the  country, 
assuring  me  that  I  still  retain  the  good 
opinion  of  great  numbers  of  the  people; 
and  I  have  received  some  resolutions  agreed 
to  by  the  delegates  of  the  factory  workers 
assembled  at  Glasgow,  who  say — 

**  While  we  cannot  approve  of  any  abridgment 
of  our  present  lawful  rights,  or  give  our  sanction 
to  any  mutilation  of  privileges  we  possess,  we  are 
at  the  same  time  too  iiilly  satisfied  of  the  honesty, 
zeal,  and  self-devotion  of  Lord  Ashley  to  imagine 
for  one  moment  that  his  Lordship  has  deserted 
the  interests  of  those  whose  welfare  he  has  had  so 
long  at  heart." 

The  House  will  excuse  me  for  reading  this 
passage,  but  it  may  show  public  men  that 
amid  all  the  difficulties  and  disappointments 
that  beset  them,  they  have  some  real  con- 
solations.    They  go  on  to  say— 

**  And  whose  well-being  he  has  so  perseveringly 
promoted— and  are  convinced  that  his  concur- 
rence with  the  Government  proposition  is  best  cal- 
culated to  insure  the  present  safety  of  the  Bill, 
and  its  future  permanency." 

These  parties,  therefore,  holding  to  the 
Ten  Hours  Act  as  their  undoubted  right, 
concur  with  me  in  thinking  that  I  have 
done  wisely  in  accepting  the  present  com- 
promise for  the  benefit,  that  inestimable 
benefit,  of  the  limitation  from  six  to  six. 
Now,  if  the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Roxburghshire  is  carried  out,  it  will 
establish,  by  the  votes  of  this  House,  the 
very  thing  which  the  House  has  been  try- 
ing to  prevent.  The  Bill  is  brought  in  to 
get  rid  of  the  system  of  relays;  but  the 
Amendment  would  confirm  and  give  to 
them  a  legal  character.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man admitted  that  the  relay  system  worked 
badly  in  England.  [Mr.  Elliot  :  I  said, 
as  practised  in  England.]  I  thought  the 
principle  and  the  practice  intimately  con- 
nected. The  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Roxburghshire,  in  proposing  this  Amend- 
ment as  a  general  clause,  calls  upon  the 
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House  of  Commons  to  affirm  that  which  all 
experience  has  shown  to  be  unequal  and  op- 
pressive to  the  working  classes,  and  which 
is  not  shown  to  be  required  by  the  opera- 
tives of  that  district,  or  conducive  to  their 
interests.  I  shall  therefore  vote  against 
the  Amendment. 

Mr.  W.  brown  :  I  rise.  Sir,  to  sup- 
port the  Motion  of  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Roxburghshire,  feeling  desir- 
ous, as  far  as  it  is  possible,  to  remove  every 
restriction  on  adult  labour.  I  deprecate 
any  attempt  to  interfere  with  it  by  a  side 
wind,  and  am  quite  at  issue  with  tiie  noble 
Lord  the  great  promoter  of  the  Ten  Hours 
Bill  as  to  the  best  means  of  benefiting  the 
interests  of  the  operative  classes,  and  feel 
assured  that  any  injury  sustained  by  the 
masters  must  eventually  fall  on  the  men 
by  the  reduction  of  wages,  which  must  now 
injure  those  who  work  by  the  piece  or  by 
contract,  from  the  limit  in  time  prescribea 
to  the  moving  power.  I  see  no  reason  to 
change  my  mind  that  this  interference  with 
labour  will  have  the  same  bad  effect  on  us 
as  the  edict  of  Nantes  had  upon  France; 
probably  not  so  suddenly,  but  equally  sure. 
I  cannot  help  looking  at  the  deplorable 
situation  of  Bruges,  Ghent,  and  other  once 
flourishing  manufacturing  towns,  which  are 
now  in  a  state  of  helpless  inactivity.  I  am 
satisfied  that  the  noble  Lord  the  promoter 
of  this  measure  has  acted  throughout  with 
honesty  of  purpose;  at  the  same  tune  he  is 
very  much  misinformed  as  to  the  immorality 
produced  in  manufactories,  upon  which  he 
has  based  his  argument.  Misrepresenta- 
tion on  this  head  is  too  common.  A  prize 
essay  had  recently  been  published  by  the 
Rev.  Henry  Worsley,  of  Queen's  CoUege, 
Oxford,  and  rector  of  Eaton,  Suffolk,  on 
the  causes  of  juvenile  delinquency;  and 
the  whole  spirit  of  that  essay  was  a  libel 
on,  and  in  hostility  to,  the  manufacturers. 
To  this  an  answer  has  been  published,  in  a 
letter  addressed  to  the  Lord  Bishop  of  Man- 
chester, by  the  Rev.  Franklin  Baker,  from 
which  I  will  read  a  few  extracts  : — 

*'  It  is  sad  to  think  how  these  practical  masses 
of  figures  in  blue  books  spoil  our  romances.  But 
it  cannot  be  helped.  Murder  will  out — ^and  so 
will  truth.  WeU,  the  &ct  is,  then,  that  this  wild, 
excited,  wealthy,  whirling  Lancashire,  is  one  of 
the  most  ▼irtaous — all  things  considered,  perhaps 
the  most  virtuous— of  the  counties  of  England. 
Taking  for  example  the  elapsed  year  of  this  de- 
cade (1840  to  1847),  Ohester,  Gloucester,  Worces- 
ter. Warwick,  Somerset — these  are  the  counties 
which  carry  off  the  palm  of  vice.  Middlesex,  of 
course,  from  its  being  the  head-quarters  of  wealth, 
luxury,  and  fashion,  is  high  on  the  black  list. 
Lancashire,  North  Lancashire  especially,  is  low 
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down  in  it,  there  being  only  six  counties  with  a 
lower  proportion  of  convicted  offenders ;  namely, 
Cornwall,  Durham,  Derby,  Northumberland,  Cum- 
berland, and  Westmoreland.  •  •  •  Then  comes 
Lancaster — twenty-ninth  in  the  list  of  forty  Eng- 
lish counties— with  one  in  744 ;  a  number  which 
contrasts  singularly  with  the  returns  from  some 
of  the  more  Arcadian  and  agricultural  counties. 

«  The  Rev.  J.  Clay,  the  enlightened  chaplain  of 
the  Preston  House  of  Correction,  so  fully  confirms 
this  statement  in  his  printed  report  for  the  year 
1844,  that  I  subjoin  the  whole  paragraph  which 
relates  to  it :  '  The  connexion  between  occupation 
and  crime  is  an  interesting  and  important  ques- 
tion. I  am  not  aware  that  any  trade  can,  m  it- 
self, be  considered  vicious ;  but  if  one  demands 
more  attention  than  another,  leaving  the  person 
IcM  exposed  to  the  temptations  of  idleness ;  or  if, 
on  the  contrary,  an  uneducated  man's  oocupaUoD 
be  such  as  to  allow  a  visit  to  the  alehouse  when- 
ever he  may  be  inclined,  the  probability  is  weater 
that,  in  the  latter  case,  bad  habits  will  be  rormed, 
and  criminal  acts  committed.  For  the  sake  of 
throwing  such  light  upon  the  subject  as  may  be 
derived  from  the  experience  of  this  prison,  I  have 
availed  myself  of  the  information  contained  in  the 
*  Occupation  Abstract'  of  the  population  returns ; 
and  have  been  enabled  to  draw  up  a  table,  intend- 
ed to  show  the  proportion  of  criminals  supplied  by 
each  of  the  principal  trades,  dc.,  in  Preston, 
Blackburn,  Chorley,  and  Burnley.  It  appears 
that  the  tendency  to  crime  in  the  trades  enu- 
merated, beginning  with  the  one  most  productive 
of  oflence,  is  in  the  following  series :  1.  Grooms, 
eoachmen,  postboys,  4o. ;  2.  Bricklayers ;  8.  Col- 
liers ;  4.  Plasterers  and  slaters,  dec. ;  5.  Labour- 
ers ;  6.  Painters,  plumbers,  Ac. ;  7.  Machine- 
makers;  8.  Weavers;  9.  Carters,  Ac. ;  10.  Join- 
era;  11.  Butchers;  12.  Bhiekcmitbs ;  13.  Calico- 
printers;  14.  Factory  hands:  16.  Sawyers;  16. 
Masons ;  17.  Tailors ;  18.  Shoemakers ;  19.  Do- 
mestics (females) ;  20.  Factory  hands  (females).' 

*•  The  lowest  proportion  of  crime  is  found  in 
the  cemties  which  are  most  notorious  fbr  their 
laigesi  amount  of  fiietcry  population ;  namdy, 
Laiicashire,  the  West  EUding  of  Yorkshire,  Derby- 
shire, and  Nottinghamshire ;  whilst  the  most  cri- 
minal are  Cheshi^,  Staffordshire,  Worcestershire, 
Gloucestershire,  Warwickshire,  and  Leicestershire, 
on  the  whole  more  noted  for  ^persed  and  domes- 
tie  mannfiuytures. 

**  I  may  also  adduce  the  following  testimony  to 
the  superior  character  of  the  &ctory  class,  from 
the  concluding  remarks  of  the  '  Report  of  the  As- 
sistant Poor  Law  Gommissioners  sent  to  inquire 
into  the  state  of  the  population  of  Stockport,' 
dated  February  9,  1842 :  '  In  the  course  of  these 
inquiries,  the  general  character  and  condition  of 
the  operatives  employed  in  the  cotton  trade  have 
been  peenliarfy  objects  of  o«r  observatioa.  We 
have  seen  that  in  an  ordinary  state  of  the  trade, 
those  ef  the  operatives  who  are  employed  (as  the 
Hiss  of  them  are)  in  connexion  with  stea»>power 
and  machinery,  aj^ar  to  cemmand,  by  the  vahM 
of  their  labour,  the  means  of  enjoyment  of  the 
eenlbrts  of  life  to  an  extent  and  degree  unknown 
to  a  large  portion  of  the  population  of  this  coun- 
try ;  and  there  is  little  donbt  that  persons  so  eir- 
ewmstanced  must  consume,  in  a  degree  which  fkr 
exceeds  the  proportion  of  their  numbers,  the  na- 
tural produce  of  this  and  of  foreign  coiuitries, 
thereby  contributing  largely  to  the  prosperity  of 
other  classes  of  their  countrymen,  as  well  as  to 


those  soorees  of  revenue  by  which  the  national 
liabilities  are  in  great  part  sustained.  We  find, 
in  connexion  with  the  large  earnings  of  this  class, 
industrious  habits  of  no  common  stamp,  regulated 
and  secured  in  great  measure  by  the  pccuUi^  na- 
ture of  their  employment ;  and  a  degree«of  intelli- 
gence, already  much  in  advance  of  other  classes 
of  the  working  people,  and  still  growing  with  the 
general  growth  of  popular  education.  It  appears, 
also,  that,  when  in  the  enjoyment  of  prosperity, 
they  avail  themselves,  to  a  great  extent,  of  the  ad« 
vantages  of  provident  institutions ;  and  that  partly 
through  this,  and  partly  through  other  ciroum- 
stanocs,  equidly  creditable  to  their  character  as  a 
working  people,  they  avoid  almost  altogether  de- 
pendence upon  poor-rates.  On  the  occurrence  of 
general  distress,  we  f&nd  them  neither  a  pauper- 
ised mass,  nor  readily  admitting  pauperism 
amongst  them,  but  struggling  against  adversity, 
beating  £ir  and  wide  ror  employment,  and  in 
many  cases  leaving  their  country  fbr  foreign 
climates,  rather  than  depend  upon  any  other  re- 
soorees  for  snbsistonoe  than  those  of  their  own  in- 
dustry and  skill.  Those  among  them  who  havo 
not  been  able  or  willing  to  leave  a  place  where  at 
present  their  labour  is  of  little  or  no  value,  have 
been  found  enduring  distress  with  patience,  and 
abstaining,  sometimes  to  the  injury  of  health,  from 
making  any  application  for  relief ;  while  others, 
who  have  been  driven  reluctantly  to  that  ex- 
tremity, we  have  seen  receiving  a  degree  of  relief 
sufficient  only  to  support  hfe,  often  with  thankful- 
ness and  gratitude,  and  generally  without  mur- 
mur or  compUont.' 

*'  One  other  fact,  too,  must  be  briefly  mention- 
ed, as  significant  of  the  beneficial  tendency  of  the 
fkctory  system.  It  is  stated  in  a  '  Return  from 
474  cotton  mills  in  Manchester  and  surrooMling 
districts,  carefully  prepared  by  the  proprietors 
and  occupiers,'  that '  no  less  than  82^  per  cent  of 
the  whole  number  of  fiictory  operatives  can  read  ; 
while  it  appears  fi^)m  the  registrar's  returns  for 
the  whole  of  England,  that  about  one-half  of  the 
population  do  not  know  how  to  write  their  names.' 
Tibs  statenaent  may  be  left  to  naake  its  own  im- 
pression in  behalf  of  the  system  which  has  been 
so  much  maligned." 

Lancashire,  therefore,  if  you  renore  from 
it  the  Liverpool  convictions,  which  is  Dot  a 
manufacturing  towB,  is  one  of  the  OMMt 
Tirtnoas  in  the  kingdom.  Out  of  22,036 
prisoners  broi^ht  before  the  magistrates, 
10,707  were  committed,  a  lat^  portion  of 
which  were  Irish.  The  whole  spirit  of  the 
Rev.  Henry  Worsley's  essay  is  a  gross 
libel  on  both  the  manufacturing  masters 
and  men.  No  one  can  doubt,  after  reading 
Mr.  Baker's  pamphlet,  that  we  have  been 
enacting  laws  under  the  supposition  of  a 
degree  of  immorality  in  factories,  which 
has  no  enistenee.  We  must  not  lose  sight 
of  the  active  competitors  that  thirty  years 
of  peace  have  created,  and  what  the  power 
of  steam  has  done  for  them  by  uniting  msr 
nufacturing  districts  and  coal  mines  at 
much  less  expense  than  formerly — an  ad- 
vantage we,  by  our  canals  and  good  roads 
in  fonncpr  tknes,  enjoyed  almost  exchisivdiy. 
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There  is  Ffltnoe,  Switzerliind,  Pnissia, 
Belgium,  and  the  United  States,  all  mak- 
ing rapid  adfances  in  manufacturing  in- 
dustry. It  is  true,  our  operatires  are  well 
off,  and  Satisfied  at  present;  but  it  arises 
from  cheap  food,  and  not  iti  rirtue  of  a 
Ten  Hours  Bill.  Good  irAges  enables 
them  to  furnish  their  dottages  deoentljr^ 
clothe  themselves  well,  and  attend  to  the 
education  of  their  children.  It  gives  them 
self-respect,  and  makes  them  better  men 
and  better  subjects,  ^hich  I  tnuch  feai* 
jour  enactments  will  greatlj  injure.  He 
felt  strongly  on  this  subject,  for  idteife^ 
rence  with  industry  was  robbery  of  the 
poor.  We  had  pf  evented  trades  unions  in- 
terfering with  the  labour  of  others  titidef 
severe  penalties.  The  spirit  of  factory 
legislation  was  nothing  btit  socialism  and 
communism  enforced  by  Act  of  Parlianient. 
Could  he  persuade  himself  that  this  Bill 
would  be  of  any  advantage  to  the  ^reat 
mass  of  factory  labourers,  he  would  ^adly 
stipport  it;  but  he  was  convinced  that  its 
tendency  would  bo  the  reverse;  and  Qen-^ 
tlemen  must  not  be  surprised  if  those  wbou 
they  are  now  despoiling  of  their  labour, 
their  only  capital,  would  by  and  by  think 
themselves  justified  in  asking  for  a  portion 
of  their  estates. 

Mr.  AGLIONBT  deprecated  the  attempt 
that  was  now  made  to  repeal  altogether  the 
Act  of  1847.  He  regretted  that  he  was 
obliged  to  assent  to  the  proposition  of  the 
Government,  for  he  should  have  <nueh  pre- 
ferred to  give  to  the  operatives  the  entire 
benefit  of  the  Act  of  1847.  He  aoknow- 
lodged  their  full  right  to  the  Ten  Hours 
Bill,  but  it  would  be  most  unwise  in  them 
to  insist  on  those  rights  to  the  full  extent. 
The  hon.  Member  ^r  Halifat  bad  taken 
occasion  to  find  fatlt  with  the  noMe  Lord 
the  Member  for  Battt  ori  aecottnt  Of  the 
cotirse  which  he  had  taken ;  but  he  (Mr. 
Aglionby)  believed  that  H  was  the  only 
couf^  by  which  the  intentions  of  the  Le- 
gislature could  at  all  be  oarried  out*  The 
hon.  Member  for  Halifax  nright  be  a  friend 
to  the  operatives;  but  he  £d  not  think  he 
was  acting  iti  the  most  prudent  mannef  for 
them  in  opposing  all  compromise.  What- 
ever  measure  the  Government  passed^  re- 
quired'to  be  carried  out  in  good  feeling  by 
both  the  masters  and  operatives^  It  was 
of  the  utmost  importance  to  both  that  the 
question  shotlld  be  spee<£ly  settled^  He 
looked  upon  the  Amendment  as  an  attempt 
to  retrace  their  steps,  and  therefore  it 
should  have  all  the  opposition  in  his  po#er. 

M&.  }.  WILLIAMS  iriAed  tlie  ben. 


Member  who  moved  the  Amendment  would 
state  to  the  Committee  how  the  petitioti 
from  Hawick  which  he  presented  that  night 
had  been  got  up,  because  he  understood 
that  it  was  got  up  by  the  masters-i-thai 
the  men  wefe  oompeUed  to  sign  it,  atid 
that  many  had  be^ti  dismissed  from  theif 
etiiploymedt  fof  not  doitig  so.  A  meeting 
had  been  held  in  the  toWn-hall  ou  the  sttl^ 
jectf  and  it  declared  by  a  majority  of  foot 
to  one  against  the  folay  system. 

Mr.  ELLIOT  begg^  the  Hotise  wotild 
permit  him  to  OXplaili  the  dir<$umstancd  id 
which  the  hon.  Member  for  Macclesfield 
had  referred.  He  Was  sorry  to  agAiu  6h* 
trude  himself  upon  the  £fouSe;  but,  idiet 
the  charge  brought  against  him  by  tke 
hon.  Member^  he  felt  }^  might  without  im- 
propriety appeal  to  the  justice  of  the  Hotis^ 
for  a  hearing.  He  felt  satisfied  he  Was  to6 
well  known  hi  that  House  by  a  lafge  natn^ 
her  of  its  Members  to  Iwlmit  of  its  bdng 
believed  that  he  wds  enable  of  coming 
before  them  tipon  false  pretenses.  He 
would  now  state  what  had  occurred.  It 
was  true  that  a  cottnter-|>etition  had  beett 
got  up  in  Hawick,  purponbg  to  be  sigiied 
by  the  workpeople  in  the  mUls,  and  othet 
inhabitants^  and  containing  allegationti 
such  as  the  hon<  Member  had  refei^  i^^ 
and  further  statuig  that  the  Workpeople 
in  Hawick  were  snnering  the  most  heafi- 
rending  privations — ^hnfMteds  bebg  eooh- 
pelled  to  be  in  attendance  in  of  about  tli6 
mills  fifteen  hoofs  A^day,  whiefa,  with  tt(6 
time  for  going  and  coming,  m^  SiitecM 
bottf 8  Out  of  the  iwehij'towft  This  petv- 
tition  wae  forwarded  for  presentation  t6 
the  no%rle  Lord  the  Member  for  Bath,  And 
was  made  over  by  that  ndble  Lofd  to  th^ 
noble  Lot d  the  Member  for  Ihimfriesshire, 

Sr  whom  it  was  presented  to  the  HoiM. 
aving  had  ftome  oommunicaiion  wHh  ibe 
noble  Loi^  the  Member  fof  DumfriesiMfe 
on  the  subject  of  this  petiUon,  imd  consid- 
ering it  a  matter  ef  importance  that  MeiD- 
bers  of  Parliament  should  noi  bO  led  i6 
make  statements  to  the  House  fonnded 
upon  false  representations,  he  (Mf.  SKIoi) 
stated  to  the  noble  Lofd  that  be  wne  ^ 
termined  to  ascertain  the  tfuth^  on  wkieii- 
ever  side  it  might  Ke,  aiid  pro|)fosed  to 
the  noble  Lord  to  go  down  to  Seotktfd 
by  the  same  niffht's  if«^^  thut  iba} 
might  there,  on  we  s^^  make  such  itf- 
quiries  as  would  lead  to  an  exhibition  of 
the  truth.  That  he  (Mr.  Elliot)  had  n6 
more  means  than  the  noble  Lord  of  knoW^ 
ing  which  statement  was  true,  except  the 
confideneeho  fehin  tkesofrott  wkonikW 
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liad  received  the  petitions  which  he  had 
presented;  hut  that  he  was  resolved  to 
clear  this  matter  up,  and  hoped  the  nohle 
Lord  would  he  ahle  to  accompany  him.  The 
nohle  Lord  was  unfortunately  prevented  hy 
circumstances  he  need  not  further  refer  to, 
from  accompanying  him;  hut  hoth  he  and 
the  nohle  Lord  the  Memher  for  Bath  hav- 
ing assured  him  that  they  had  every  con- 
fidence in  the  fairness  of  the  investigation 
he  would  make,  it  was  agreed  that  he 
should  leave  London  that  evening,  and  he 
accordingly  did  so,  and  arrived  at  Hawick 
to  the  surprise  of  every  person  there  the 
following  day,  when  he  proceeded  at  once 
to  Uie  house  of  Mr.  MacRae,  the  minister 
of  the  Estahlished  Church  in  the  town. 
He  ought  here  to  state  that  Mr.  MacRae 
had  signed  the  counter-petition,  to  which 
also  the  signature  of  Mr.  Camphell,  the 
Episcopalian  minister,  had  heen  attached 
-—hoth  these  gentlemen  heing  opposed  to 
the  system  of  working  hy  relays.  On  see- 
ing Mr.  MacRae,  he  (Mr.  Elliott)  had  ask- 
ed him  whether  or  not  he  knew  the  alle- 
gations it  contained  to  he  true  ?  He  stated 
that  he  helieved  them  to  he  so  at  the  time 
he  signed  it;  hut  he  had  now  cause  to  be- 
lieve some  of  them  were  grossly  exagge- 
rated, and  that  had  he  heen  aware  of  that 
circumstance  at  the  time,  he  should  not 
have  signed  it.  He  (Mr.  Elliot)  then  in- 
formed Mr.  MacRae  that  it  was  his  inten- 
tion to  make  an  inquiry  with  a  view  to 
elicit  the  truth,  and  proposed  the  following 
course,  namely,  to  issue  handbills  through 
ihe  town,  inviting  all  the  female  workers 
and  young  persons  to  attend  the  Tower 
Inn  at  ten  o  clock  the  following  morning, 
the  parents  of  the  young  persons  to  attend 
at  eleven  o'clock,  and  the  masters,  if  they 
wished  to  see  him,  at  twelve  o'clock;  and 
he  had  then  requested  Mr.  MacRae  to  he 
present  at  the  examination  of  these  par- 
ties, in  order  that  he  might  see  the  inquiry 
was  fairly  and  properly  conducted.  To 
this  Mr.  MacRae  kindly  consented.  He 
should  add,  that  he  also  saw  the  Rev.  Mr. 
Camphell,  who,  though  he  admitted  that 
the  statement  in  the  petition  of  the  work- 
people heing  kept  fifteen  or  sixteen  hours 
ahout  the  mills  was  not  strictly  correct, 
said  he  considered  himself  warranted  in 
signing  it,  because,  though  they  in  fact 
were  only  ten  hours  about  the  mills,  their 
parents  made  them  work  during  the  hours 
they  were  at  home  in  the  day — thus  keep- 
ing them  that  number  of  hours  on  the 
stretch.  Now,  he  must  call  the  particular 
attention  of  the  House  to  this  fact,  as  af- 


fording one  more  proof  of  the  futility  of 
this  description  of  legislation,  and  of  the 
fairness  of  the  arguments  used  against  the 
relay  system.  He  then  saw  the  person 
who  had  acted  as  Chairman  of  the  meeting 
at  which  the  counter-petition  was  resolved 
upon,  and,  having  explained  to  him  the  ob- 
ject of  his  coming  down,  requested  him  to 
bring  eight  or  ten  workmen  who  had  sign- 
ed that  petition  to  him,  as  he  was  desirous 
of  proving,  if  it  were  true,  that  this  peti- 
tion was  signed  hy  the  operatives  in  the 
mills.  This  person  at  once  replied,  that, 
to  say  the  truth,  he  did  not  know  of 
any  workmen  in  the  mills  who  had  sign- 
ed it.  He  (Mr.  Elliot),  however,  be- 
lieved that  two  men  had  signed  it.  Next 
day  the  inquiry  he  proposed  took  place, 
when  the  women  and  young  children 
were  examined,  factory  by  factory.  With 
the  exception  of,  he  believed,  four  or 
five,  all  declared  their  strong  desire  to 
continue  relay  working,  and  positively 
denied  that  any  influence  had  been  used 
to  cause  them  to  sign  the  petitions  for- 
warded to  him  for  presentation  to  the 
House  of  Commons;  and  he  must  now 
particularly  call  the  attention  of  the  House 
to  those  four  or  five  cases  of  refusal  to 
sign.  He  had  asked  those  young  persons 
why  they  did  not  sign,  and  the  answers  he 
received  proved  at  once  that  no  such  influ- 
ence had  been  used.  They  said  they  pre- 
ferred the  Ten  Hours  Bill  for  continuous 
working  to  working  by  relays.  He  then 
had  asked,  when  you  refused  to  sign,  was 
anything  said  or  done  to  persuade  you  to 
sign?  The  answer  was,  "No,  nothing; 
we  knew  the  petitions  were  preparing. 
When  they  were  ready,  we  were  told  we 
might  go  and  aign  them,  and  when  we 
said  we  did  not  wish  to  do  so  we  were 
told  'to  do  as  we  likit.'  "  So  much  for 
the  truth  of  these  allegations.  When  the 
investigation  was  completed,  he  drew  up  a 
memorandum  of  what  had  passed  between 
him  and  Mr.  MacRae,  and  sent  it  to 
that  gentleman  to  see  if  it  was  correct. 
[The  hon.  Member  then  read  the  corre- 
spondence that  had  passed  between  Mr. 
MacRae  and  himself  on  the  subject] 
It  must  be  remembered  that  Mr.  MacRae 
is  opposed  to  the  relay  system — ^that  he 
had  signed  the  counter-petition,  and  may 
fairly  be  said  to  have  embraced  that  side 
of  the  question;  yet,  on  the  termination 
of  the  inquiry,  he  acknowledges  that  he  is 
satisfied  the  workers  in  the  mills  were  in 
favour  of  working  by  relays,  and  the 
statements  in  the  counter-petition  greatly 
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exaggerated.  After  this  explanation,  he 
(Mr.  Elliot)  thought  he  had  a  right  to  call 
upon  the  House  to  relieve  him  of  any 
such  charge  of  concealment  as  the  hon. 
Memher  for  Macclesfield  had  thought  pro- 
per to  hripg  forward  against  him. 

Mb.  J.  WILLIAMS  assured  the  hon. 
Memher  for  Roxhurghshire  he  had  no  inten- 
tion to  hring  any  charge  against  him.  All 
he  meant  to  do  was  to  hring  to  the  notice 
of  the  House  that  a  counter-petition  had 
heen  presented,  the  allegations  in  which, 
he  had  heen  informed,  were  true. 

Mr.  £.  B.  DENISON,  as  the  represen- 
tative of  the  largest  numher  of  operatives 
in  the  kingdom,  wished  to  say  one  or  two 
words.  He  merelv  rose  to  do  an  act  of 
justice  to  the  nohle  Lord  the  Memher  for 
Bath,  hecause  he  thought  he  was  somewhat 
unfairly  attacked  hy  the  hon.  Memher  for 
Halifax,  when  he  accused  him  of  having 
deserted  those  hy  whom  he  had  stood  so 
long  and  so  steadily.  The  working  people 
woidd  rather  have  had  a  Ten  Hours  Bill, 
without  alteration;  but  he  believed  that  they 
were  most  grateful  to  the  noble  Lord  for  what 
he  had  done  in  time  past,  and  that  they 
would  feel  equally  grateful  to  him  for  the 
course  he  had  taken  on  the  present  occa- 
sion in  doing  his  best  to  accomplish  the 
settlement  of  a  vexed  and  difficult  ques- 
tion. He  thought  he  had  acted  wisely  in 
accepting  a  compromise;  and  he  believed 
the  operatives  of  Yorkshire  would  feel  as 
grateful  to  him  for  the  remainder  of  their 
lives  as  they  had  hitherto  done.  He  should 
certainly  vote  on  the  present  occasion  in 
support  of  the  Bill. 

Mr.  BROTHERTON  said,  that  how- 
ever  zealous  the  hon.  Member  for  Halifax 
might  be  in  the  cause  of 'the  operatives, 
ho  believed  that  the  attempt  to  carry  out 
his  views  to  the  full  extent  would  only  end 
in  the  defeat  of  his  own  intentions.  He 
had  been  a  supporter  of  the  factory  ques- 
tion before  the  hon.  Gentleman  was  bom; 
he  had  given  his  support  to  the  factory 
measure  of  the  late  Sir  R.  Peel;  but  the 
hon.  Gentleman  was  mistaken  in  supposing 
that  that  measure  was  a  Ten  Hours  Bill. 
It  was  a  Ten-and-a-half  Hours  Bill — ^the 
very  Bill  now  proposed  by  the  Government; 
and  believing  that  this  measure  would  con- 
fer more  benefit  on  the  working  classes 
than  any  law  which  had  ever  received  the 
sanction  of  the  Legislature,  he  should  give 
it  his  support.  With  respect  to  the 
Amendment,  he  believed  that  if  the  relay 
system  were  adopted,  children  would  in 
many  cases  have  to  rise  at  half-past  five 


o'clock,  and  be  at  work  at  half-past  eight 
in  the  evening,  although  they  might  not 
be  at  work  more  than  the  allowed  time. 
He  should  therefore  oppose  the  Amend- 
ment. 

Mb.  BRIGHT  said,  he  was  sorry  that 
a  question  of  this  magnitude  had  the  mis- 
fortune of  being  discussed  at  a  time  when 
Members  did  not  like  to  pay  any  attention 
to  a  subject  which  required  investigation 
and  thought.     But  depend  upon  it  this 
question  was  well  worthy  of  being  dis- 
cussed and  understood  by  the  House.     He 
was  not  then  going  to  enter  upon  the  ge- 
neral question  of  the  Bill  of  1847,  but 
would  confine  himself  strictly  to  the  Mo- 
tion before  the  House.     The  Amendment 
proposed  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Rox- 
burghshire   involved    this    question — ^not 
whether  young  persons  and  nfomen  were 
to  be  worked  for  more  than  ten  hours  a 
day,  but  whether  in  carrying  out  this  sys- 
tem it  was  to  be  made  imperative  on  all 
adults,  and  even  on  machinery,  that  they 
should  not  work  for  more  than  ten  hours. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Roxburghshire  pro- 
posed a  plan  by  which  they  might  obtain 
all  the  objects  which  the  House  had  ever 
proposed  to  itself — that  was  to  say,  the 
limitation  of  the  hours  of  labour  for  chil- 
dren and  women  of  any  age  to  ten  hours, 
without  absolutely  restricting  the  labour  of 
adults  and  machinery  to  the  same  number 
of  hours.     Every  Member  of  that  House 
would  admit  that  if  the  object  of  Parlia- 
ment could  be  attained  with  regard  to  chil- 
dren and  women,  without  putting  an  end 
to  the  working  of  adults  and  machinery  at 
the  expiration  often  hours,  it  would  be  worth 
while  to  attend  to  any  proposition  for  that 
purpose,  and  not  to  prevent  it  by  law. 
It  was  clear  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Sal- 
ford  did  not  at  all  understand  the  proposi- 
tion, for  he  assumed  that  under  this  system 
persons  were  to  commence  working  at  half- 
past  five  o'clock,  and  that  they  might  be 
required  to  be  at  work  at  half-past  eight 
on  the  same  day.     That  was  no  part  of 
the  system  proposed  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Roxburghshire,  nor  was  it  absolutely 
necessary  in  the  working  by  relays  as  now 
practised  in  different  parts  of  the  country. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Home  Sec- 
retary would  bear  him  out  in  saying  that 
he  had  had  submitted  to  him  several  plans 
under  which  the  system  of  relays  could  be 
put  into  operation  without  at  all  violating 
or  infringing  the  object  which  the  House 
had  in  view  in  limiting  the  labour  of  chil- 
dren and  females  to  ten  houra  a  da.^^ 
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What  he  should  propose  to  the  House  was 
this-^that  as  the  question  was  one  of  great 
magnitude — as  man  j  Members  of  the  House 
believed  that  relays  could  be  worked  with- 
out the  inconvenience  charged  upon  them 
-^seeing  that  in  the  towns  to  which  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Roxburgh- 
shire referred,  both  the  roasters  and  work- 
people were  anxious  that  the  relaj  system 
should  be  eontinued  by  law->r.and  seeing 
also  that  the  Committee  was  not  in  pos« 
session  of  sufficient  information  on  the 
subject  to  enable  them  to  come  to  a  sound 
eonclusion — the  question  should  be  referred 
to  a  Select  Committee.  He  would  give 
the  Committee  two  cases  to  show  what  the 
result  of  the  Bill  would  be  if  passed  into  a 
law.  He  had  received  the  following  facts 
firom  some  large  manufacturers  in  the 
eounty  of  Somerset.  They  furnished  him 
with  the  number  of  persons  at  work  in 
their  mills,  and  si^d  that  the  moment  this 
Bill  passed,  from  thirty  to  forty  persons 
would  be  discharged  ^om  their  employ- 
ment, and  this  in  a  parish  or  rather 
eluster  of  parishes  where  there  was  an 
excess  of  pauperism,  and  complaints  of 
want  of  employment.  Here  was  another 
ease.  The  Messrs.  Malcomsons  had  a 
large  cotton  manufactory  at  Portlaw  in 
the  county  of  Waterford.  Their  invest- 
ment exceeded  100,0002.,  and  they  had 
worked  for  the  last  three  or  four  years  by 
relays,  because  they  had  not  been  merely 
permitted  but  encouraged  by  the  late  Mr. 
James  Stuart,  the  inspector.  They  de^ 
elared  that  they  would  have  experienced  a 
loss  for  the  last  four  years  had  they  not  been 
permitted  to  keep  their  machinery  at  work 
for  a  longer  period  than  they  would  be  en- 
abled to  do  under  this  Bill.  They  state 
that  on  the  very  day  that  this  measure 
passed  into  a  law,  more  than  100  persons 
who  were  now  regularly  employed  every 
day,  wet  days  and  dry,  with  their  wages 
eonstantly  paid  every  week  or  every  fort- 
night, would  be  discharged  from  the  mills 
and  thrown  back  into  that  mass  of  misery 
and  pauperism  which  unfortunately  spread 
over  too  large  a  portion  of  that  part  of  the 
united  kingdom.  Now,  when  they  were 
called  on  to  pay  for  the  support  of  Irish 
paupers,  when  hon.  Qentlemen  from  Ire- 
land complained  that  the  poor-law  was 
oppressive,  was  it  right  or  reasonable  that 
they  should  come  to  a  determination,  with^ 
out  any  inquiry,  without  any  investigation, 
by  which  from  100  to  120  persona  would 
be  discharged  from  their  employment,  and 
prewented  from  earning  their  own  living  f 


He  had  been  at  Portlaw  last  ye^ ;  he  had 
seen  how  the  system  worked,  and  was 
therefore  able  to  state  that  it  was  advan<» 
tageous  to  all  concerned;  and  he  would 
rather,  whatever  were  his  opinions  on 
questions  of  political  eoonomy,  leave  the 
House,  never  to  return  to  it,  than  be  a 
party  to  an  Act  of  Parliament  which  would 
discbarge  more  than  100  persons  from  an 
honest,  an  honourable,  and  well-paid  em» 
ployment,  originating  in  the  ignorant  sen- 
timentalism  of  the  party  who  advocated 
the  other  side.  He  was  not  going  to  argue 
the  question  of  the  Bill  of  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  Bath,  or  of  the  Govern^ 
ment.  What  he  asked  for  was,  a  Select 
Committee  for  the  specific  purpose  of  aa« 
oertaining  how  far  the  system  of  working 
by  relays  was  prejudicial,  as  some  assumed 
it  to  be— how  far  it  could  be  carried  out 
consistently  with  the  maintenance  of  the 
objects  which  Parliament  had  in  view — 
and  whether  it  was  necessary  to  put  a  stop 
to  the  labour  of  adults  and  machinery  in 
the  great  manufactories  of  the  kingdom. 
When  the  Motion  of  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  Colchester  came  under  diacua* 
sion,  he  would  take  the  opportunity  of 
bringing  before  the  House  certain  fact^ 
which  he  thought  to  be  important  with  re- 
gard to  the  general  question.  If  the  riffht 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Home  Secretary  did 
not  grant  the  Select  Committee  for  the 
special  purpose  mentioned,  he  (Mr.  Bright) 
could  be  no  party  to  a  measure  which  would 
restrict  working  in  factories,  and  therefore 
he  would  give  his  cordial  support  to  thQ 
proposition  of  the  hop.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Roxburghshire — a  proposition 
which  if  carried  could  not  of  course  be  re- 
stricted to  Scotland,  but  must  apply  to  all 
parts  of  the  united  kingdom, 

Mb.  W.  J.  FOX  said,  the  proposition 
for  referring  this  subject  to  a  Select  Com- 
mittee tended  to  reopen  a  question  that 
had  been  already  settled  and  repeatedly 
decided  by  the  Legislature.  So  far  back 
as  Sir  James  Graham's  Factory  Act,  the 
Legislature  intended  to  put  a  stop  to  the 
system  of  relays.  It  was  evident  that  the 
system  (except  in  a  few  such  exceptional 
cases  as  those  mentioned  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Manchester)  must  generally 
have  the  effect  of  inoreaaing  rather  than 
of  diminishing  the  numbers  employed,  be- 
cause relays  were  a  mode  by  which  the 
employer  got  his  work  done  by  a  smaller 
number  of  hands.  The  Government  in- 
speotors  all  declared  that  if  relays  were 
permitted,  it  woidd  be  imposaiUa  to  guard 
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against  ihe  evauon  of  the  law;  and  thejr 
aleo  testified  to  the  good  resulte  arising 
from  the  Ten  Hours  Act  of  1847.  Bat 
what  the  House  had  now  to  do  with  was, 
the  faith  and  honour  of  the  Legislature. 
The  Act  of  the  late  Mr.  Fielden,  regarded 
as  a  hoon,  had  heen  gratefully  aecepted 
hj  the  mill  operatives,  its  henefits  to  whom 
were  notorious  to  the  country;  while  re- 
garded as  a  compact,  it  had  been  ohsenred 
^ithfuliy  by  the  great  majority  of  the 
millowners,  and  no  proof  existed  that  their 
interests  had  been  at  all  injured  by  the 
Act.  Earnestly  as  the  operatives  had  de* 
sired  that  measure,  arduously  as  they  had 
toiled  and  struggled  for  it  for  many  a  long 
year,  looking  to  it  as  a  great  object  to  be 
accomplished  during  their  lives,  and  be- 
queathed by  them  to  their  children,  as 
well  as  for  their  own  individual  advantage, 
it  must  indeed  be  a  bitter  disappointment 
when  they  found  that,  by  the  imperfect 
machinery  of  the  Legislature,  that  House 
had  failed  to  attain  its  own  distinctly 
avowed  purpose.  There  could  not  be  a 
doubt,  he  thought,  in  any  calm  and  dis- 
passionate mind,  that  the  House  in  1847 
meant  to  give  a  thoroughly  honest  Ten 
Hours  Act.  It  was  no  fault  of  the  work- 
ing people  that  the  Act  did  not  turn  out 
as  it  should  have  done;  it  was  the  fault  of 
lawyers  and  legislators;  and  the  one  thing 
he  apprehended  which  the  House  had  to 
do — and  he  was  sorry  that  they  oould  not 
entirely  stick  to  that  one  thing — would  be 
to  give  the  working  people  the  reality  of 
that  of  which  they  already  have  the  sem- 
blance and  the  implied  promise.  He 
hoped,  however,  that  the  Committee  would 
reject  the  present  Amendment,  which  went 
to  nullify  all  the  previous  legislation  that 
had  taken  place  on  the  subject. 

Mr.  S.  CRAWFORD  opposed  the 
Amendment,  because  the  unanimous  feel- 
ing of  the  operatives  of  Rochdale,  whom 
he  had  the  honour  to  represent,  was  in  fa- 
vour of  the  Ten  Hours  Act;  and  they  de- 
manded, as  an  act  of  justice,  to  have  the 
original  compact  implied  in  that  measure 
fuUy  and  faithfuUy  adhered  to. 

Question  put,  "  That  the  words  *  save 
as  hereinafter  mentioned '  stand  part  of 
the  Clause." 

The  Committee  divided :— Ayes  246; 
Noes  45  :  Majority  201. 

List  of  tke  l^GEB. 


Baring,  II.  B. 
Bass,  M.  T. 
Boavexie,  boo*  £•  P. 


Brookman,  E,  D.    "; 
Brown,  W. 
Garter,  J.  B. 


CauUeUd,  J.  M. 
Charteris,  hon.  F. 
Clements,  hon.  C.  S. 
Colobrooke,  Sir  T.  E. 
Craig,  Sir  W.  G. 
Orowder,  R.  B. 
Dalrymple,  Capt. 
Davie,  Sir  H.  R.  F. 
Divett,  E. 
EUioe,  E. 

Fitswilliam,  hon.  6.  W. 
Fordyce,  A.  D. 
Forster,  M. 
Fortoscue,  hon.  J.  W. 
Uawes,  B. 
Heyworth,  L. 
Houldsworth,  T. 
Hutchina,  £.  J. 
Hutt,  W. 
Keogh,  W. 
Lacy,  H.  0. 


Lockhart,  A.  E. 
Martin,  J. 
Matheson,  A. 
Matheton,  J. 
Melgund,  Visct. 
Moleiworth,  Sir  W. 
Mowatt,  F. 
Romiliy,  Col. 
Scott,  hon.  F. 
Somers,  J.  P. 
Spearman,  11.  J. 
Thornely,  T. 
ToUemaohe,  hon.  F.  J. 
Trelawny,  J.  S. 
Villiers,  hon.  C. 
Wall,  0.  B. 
WiUyami,  H. 
Wilton,  J. 

TBLLKBS. 

Elliot,  hon.  J.  E. 
Bright,  J. 


Lord  ASHLET  was  desirous  of  sup- 
plying what  he  conceived  to  be  an  omission 
in  this  clause.  By  the  existing  law,  young 
children  were  not  to  work  more  than  i^ 
certain  number  of  hours,  but  no  limit  was 
fixed  within  which  those  hours  should  be; 
it  would  therefore  be  possible  to  employ 
children  coming  within  that  Act  at  any 
hour;  although  by  the  present  Bill  it  was 
proposed  that  "young  persons  and  fe- 
males*' should  not  be  employed  before  six 
o'clock  in  the  morning,  or  after  six  in  the 
evening.  If  the  Amendment  he  had  to 
propose  were  not  adopted,  the  effect  would 
be  Uiat  there  would  exist  two  Factory  Bills. 
By  the  present  law  a  child  might  com- 
mence work  at  half^past  five  o'clock  in  the 
morning,  although,  by  this  Bill,  an  adnlt 
would  not  go  to  work  till  six.  Then, 
again,  by  the  Act  to  which  he  was  refer- 
ring, a  child  might  be  kept  on  the  premises 
till  half-past  eight  in  the  evening,  although 
an  adult,  under  the  provisions  of  the  Bill 
before  the  Committee,  would  leave  the 
premises  at  6.  This  disparity  of  the  kw 
would  q>erate  very  prejudiciidly;  and  to 
obviate  the  evil  he  should  propose  that  the 
words  "  no  child"  be  inserted  before  the 
words  "no  young  person,"  the  effect  of 
which  would  be  to  make  the  law  uniform 
in  its  application  to  all  young  peo|Je  and 
females. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2,  line 
12,  after  tbb  word  "  Act  "  to  msert  the 
words  "no  child." 

Sir  G.  grey  begged  to  say  the  omis- 
sion was  not  accidental,  but  that  all  altera- 
tions in  reference  to  children  were  pur- 
posely left  out  of  the  Bill.  The  dbject  of 
the  Bill  of  the  noble  Lord  ihe  Member  for 
Bath  was  to  require  that  the  labour  of  all 
young  children  should  be  eontinnA^sa.  ¥«<«^ 
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in  ninetj-nine  out  of  every  bnndred  cases 
under  the  Bill  of  his  noble  Friend,  labour 
would  commence  at  six  in  the  morning  and 
terminate  at  half-past  fire  in  the  afternoon; 
and  if  that  were  extended  to  children  con- 
tinuously it  would  be  an  extension  of  the 
limitation  of  labour.  The  present  Bill  did 
not  extend  the  limitation;  the  children 
were  left  in  the  exact  position  in  which 
they  were  after  the  passing  of  the  Twelve 
Hours  Bill,  with  the  exception  of  being 
worked  at  present  by  relays,  the  intervals 
being  devoted  to  attendance  at  school.  He 
therefore  thought  that  they  would  be  de- 
parting from  the  object  and  spirit  of  the 
Bill  were  they  to  consent  to  the  introduc- 
tion of  the  limitation  suggested  by  the 
noble  Lord. 

Lord  ASHLEY  said,  that  his  Bill  did 
not  contemplate  any  limitation  of  labour 
to  the  hour  of  six  in'  the  afternoon.  He 
wished  to  know  if  children  of  tender  years 
should  not  be  permitted  to  enjoy  the  same 
indulgence  as  adult  women.  A  great 
number  of  millowners  were  in  favour  of 
that  course.  [Sir  G.  Grey:  Only  one  or 
two.]  He  was  in  possession  of  a  letter 
from  a  most  respectable  and  influential 
millowner  in  Manchester,  in  which  he  sin- 
cerely wished  success  to  his  (Lord  Ash- 
ley's) exertions,  and  stated  that  public 
opinion  condemned  the  coercion  of  chil- 
dren to  labour  at  hours  in  which  adults 
were  free. 

Sir  G.  GRET  could  not  consent  to  the 
introduction  of  the  words  into  the  clause, 
because,  though  children  worked  at  hours 
in  which  adults  did  not  work,  yet  their 
work  was  not  continuous  compared  with 
that  of  the  adults. 

Mr.  AGLIONBY  considered  that  it  be- 
came the  Legislature  to  secure  to  the 
working  classes  that  which  it  had  under- 
taken to  give  them.  With  regard  to  the 
Amendment  of  the  noble  Lord,  it  had  ap- 
peared to  him  (Mr.  Aglionby)  that  the 
omission  oif  •*  children  "  from  the  Bill  was 
an  inadvertence,  but  he  was  sorry  to  find 
from  what  had  fallen  from  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  the  Home  Secretary  that  it  was 
intentional. 

Mr.  EDWARDS  :  I  certaifily  laboured 
under  the  same  impression  as  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cockermouth,  and  am  quite 
surprised  to  find  that  this  Motion  of  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Bath  has  be- 
come necessary ;  for  I  had  been  led  to  believe 
that  the  omission  of  the  word  •*  children  *' 
was  entirely  accidental,  and  was  to  be  reme- 
died  hj  the  Government.  I  hold  in  my  hand 


the  Times  newspaper  of  the  14th  ult.» 
which  contains  a  report  of  a  speech  made 
by  Mr.  Grant,  secretcuy  of  the  Lancashire 
Short  Time  Committee,  apparently  from 
authority,  in  which  the  subject  is  particu- 
larly alluded  to;  and  the  substance  of  the 
conversation  between  the  noble  Lord  and 
Sir  George  Grey,  as  to  the  insertion  of  the 
word  **  children  '*  is  given,  from  which  the 
factory  delegates,  to  whom  he  addresses  his 
speech,  must  have  imagined  that  there  was 
no  doubt  the  word  ''  children  "  had  been 
accidentally  omitted  in  the  Government 
amendments.  The  words  attributed  to  Mr. 
Grant  are  as  follows  : — 

"  When  the  Government  scheme  came  out,  there 
was  no  provision  made  that  children  should  be 
allowed  to  leave  the  factory  at  six  o'clock  in  the 
eyening.  He  mentioned  that  matter  to  Lord 
Ashley,  who  brought  it  under  the  consideration  of 
Sir  George  Grey.  Sir  George  Grey,  at  first, 
considered  the  alteration  unnecessary,  but  even- 
tually gave  way,  and  promised  to  introduce  a  pro- 
vision in  his  amendment,  by  which  children  should 
be  placed  on  the  same  footing  as  females  and 
young  persons.  By  this  means,  the  labour  in  Vic- 
tories would  be  limited  to  the  hours  between 
6  A.M.  and  6  p.m." 

I  quite  agree  with  the  noble  Lord  that 
children,  as  well  as  adult  females,  should 
be  included  in  the  Bill;  for  if  they  do  not 
receive  protection,  the  consequence  must 
be  that  many  young  females  will  be  thrown 
out  of  employment,  and  their  places  filled 
by  children  of  tender  years. 

Mb.  BRIGHT  did  not  think  the  ques- 
tion was  clearly  placed  before  the  Commit- 
tee either  by  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  Bath,  or  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the 
Home  Secretary.  The  House  should  bear 
in  mind  that  legislation  for  children  under 
13  years  was  different  from  that  which 
regulated  the  labour  of  persons  above  that 
age.  At  present  a  boy  or  girl  under  13 
years  could  be  employed  only  six  and  a 
half  hours  each  day.  But  if  they  chose  to 
work  only  three  days  in  the  week,  they 
could  work  ten  hours  each  day.  If  they 
chose  to  commence  so  early  as  not  to  work 
after  one  o'clock  in  the  day, •  they  could  work 
seven  hours  per  day,  or  forty-two  hours 
per  week;  and  that  referred  to  all  factories 
with  the  exception  of  silk,  in  which  a  child 
of  1 1  years  might  work  ten  hours.  The  ob- 
ject was  twofold  :  first,  to  allow  of  their  be- 
ing educated,  having  three  hours  per  day  to 
devote  to  mental  improvement;  and,  sec- 
ondly, to  allow  them  to  work  by  relays. 
These  children  would  not  be  employed  for 
six  and  a  half  and  seven  hours,  if  not  em- 
ployed under  the  system  of  relays  in  the 
morning  and  afternoon.     Now,  what  was 
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the  proposition  of  the  nohle  Lord  ?  Why, 
that  these  children  who  worked  seven  hours 
per  day  were  to  be  reduced  to  five  and  a 
quarter  hours  per  day.  He  asked  the  House 
'd  anything  so  monstrous  had  ever  been 
reposed,  as  that  strong,  robust  boys»  of 
2  and  13  years,  should  be  prevented,  by 
statute,  from  working  more  than  £ye  and 
a  quarter  hours  per  day  at  an  employment 
confessedly  the  least  laborious  ?  The  ob- 
ject of  the  noble  Lord  was  to  prevent  the 
possibility  of  any  mill  in  which  adults  were 
employed  being  employed  more  than  ten 
hours  per  day.  The  prompters  of  the  no- 
ble Lord,  as  well  as  the  noble  Lord  him- 
self, might  endeavour  to  conceal  their  real 
object,  but  he  asserted  that  object  was  not 
sympathy  for  the  children  employed,  but  a 
wish  to  stop  the  labour  of  the  adults  en- 
gaged. That  was  the  real  object  the 
alterations  had  in  view;  and  therefore  he 
hoped  the  House  would  not  sanction  or  ac- 
quiesce in  it.  It  would  be  easy  to  show 
the  evil  consequences  that  had  followed 
from  past  legislation  on  the  same  principle 
as  regarded  interference  with  the  hours 
of  labour.  He  held  in  his  hand  a  letter 
from  one  of  the  most  respectable  and 
influential  concerns  in  Manchester,  the 
Messrs.  Kennedy  and  Co.,  which  contained 
some  important  statistics  of  poor-law  relief 
caused  by  legislative  interference  with  the 
hours  of  labour  in  factories.  It  showed 
that  in  a  certain  week  in  the  year  1845, 
the  whole  number  of  children  relieved  was 
only  401 ;  whilst  in  a  certain  week  in  1849, 
they  had  risen  to  1,239.  There  had  been 
a  corresponding  increase  in  the  poor-rate, 
by  reason  of  the  numbers  driven  from  the 
factories  by  previous  legislation.  In  his 
opinion  there  was  some  inconvenience  in 
having  persons  working  only  six  or  seven 
hours  per  day;  but  let  the  present  mea- 
sure pass,  and  the  hours  would  be  reduced 
to  five  and  a  quarter  per  day.  As  regarded 
compromise  on  the  question,  he  should  say 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Bath  never 
proposed  such  an  alteration  in  his  Bill  of 
1847;  and  he  (Mr.  Bright)  then  wished  to 
know  if  that  House,  after  the  experience 
it  had  had,  was  going  to  plunge  deeper 
into  the  difficulties  inseparable  from  legis- 
lation of  this  character.  And,  whilst  re- 
ferring to  the  matter  of  compromise — ^if 
compromise  there  was — he  should  say  it 
was  this,  that  if  the  Government  proposed 
an  addition  of  two  hours,  it  was  thought 
there  would  be  no  strong  opposition  to  that 
proposition;  but  it  was  never  said  that  Go- 
vernment should  add  any  further  restric- 


tion with  regard  to  children  under  13  years. 
No  child  could  work  more  than  seven  hours 

ger  day;  and  in  order  to  work  that  time, 
e  should  commence  at  an  hour  that  would 
enable  him  to  finish  by  one  o'clock  in  the 
afternoon;  and,  if  he  chose  to  work  only 
three  days  in  the  week  instead  of  six,  then 
he  might  work  ten  hours  per  day.  Now, 
he  wished  to  know  if  any  Gentleman  con- 
sidered such  an  amount  of  labour  to  be 
hurtful,  or  whether  it  was  necessary  to 
make  any  alteration  in  it  ?  If  the  altera- 
tion contemplated  were  adopted,  and  that 
children  could  not  work  more  than  five  and 
a  quarter  hours  per  day,  the  consequence 
would  be  a  diminution  of  remuneration  as 
well  as  of  labour;  and  probably  the  result 
might  be  that  they  would  be  driven  from 
the  factories,  and  added  to  those  to  whom 
he  had  already  referred  as  being  thrown 
dependants  on  the  poor-rate.  The  letter 
went  on  to  state  that  at  the  time  of  the 
passing  of  the  Eleven  Hours  Bill,  the 
Messrs.  Kennedy  and  Co.  were  employing 
upwards  of  130  children  under  13  years 
of  age;  yet,  in  a  short  time,  so  annoyed 
were  they  by  the  interference  of  the  in- 
spectors appointed  under  the  Act,  that 
they  became  disgusted,  and  dismissed  from 
their  employment — many  other  proprietors 
doing  the  same — the  entire  130  children. 
So  that  the  only  effect  of  the  protective 
clause  introduced  into  the  Act  was  to  cause 
the  dismissal  of  these  children.  He  (Mr. 
Bright)  was  satisfied  that  the  tendency  of 
legislation,  such  as  they  had  heard  advo- 
cated there  that  night,  was  neither  con- 
venient for  those  engaged  in  trade,  nor 
benevolent  towards  those  employed;  and 
that  they  could  not  follow  worse  counsel 
than  that  suggested  by  the  noble  Lord  and 
his  friends,  namely,  to  make  the  Act  more 
restrictive  than  it  was  in  1847.  The  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Bath  had  referred  to 
a  letter  received  by  him  from  a  gentleman 
in  Manchester.  Now,  he  (Mr.  Bright) 
knew  the  gentleman  very  well  to  whom 
allusion  had  been  made  —  for  the  noble 
Lord  had  not  mentioned  his  name— and 
he  also  entertained  a  great  respect  for 
him.  But  perhaps  the  noble  Lord  was  not 
aware  that  there  prevailed  a  general  wish 
for  uniformity  of  working  hours  amongst 
the  factory  proprietors.  Nothing  could  be 
more  fatal  to  the  trade  than  the  course 
which  it  was  desired  to  pursue;  and  no- 
thing could  be  more  fatal,  he  would  add, 
to  their  own  legislation:  for  let  them  press 
the  matter  a  Httle  tighter  than  they  had 
done,  and  the  time  was  not  distant  wbea 
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ihej  would  be  called  npon  to  retraoe  tbe 
whole  of  their  legislation  with  regard  to 
this  question. 

Mr.  BROTHERTON  said,  he  felt  that 
this  question  must  be  settled  by  authority. 
His  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Manches- 
ter had  quoted  a  letter  of  a  respectable 
firm  which  had  been  the  first  to  break  the 
law.  [Mr.  Bbioht  begged  pardon — ^that 
firm  did  not  break  the  law.]  At  all  events 
they  eyaded  it.  He  was  in  possesion  of  a 
letter  from  a  manufacturer — [Criei  of 
^'Name!*'] — he  did  not  feel  bound  to 
give  the  name — ^who  took  a  totally  differ- 
ent view  from  that  expressed  by  the  hon. 
Member.  The  great  recommendation  of 
this  proposal  to  his  mind  was,  that  it  would 
make  everything  perfectly  simple.  If  it 
were  passed,  all  could  commence  work  at 
six  in  the  morning,  and  leave  off  at  six  at 
night.  There  would  be  no  need  even  of 
the  superintendence  of  inspectors.  All 
the  world  would  be  able  to  see  when  the 
people  commenced  and  when  they  left  off 
work.  Such  uniformity  would,  he  was 
sure,  give  great  satisfaction  to  the  trade, 
and  produce  all  the  good  consequences 
which  were  anticipated.  He  was  not  at 
all  apprehensive  of  the  fatal  results  ex- 
pressed by  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Manchester,  and  he  recommended  the 
Committee  to  adopt  the  Amendment. 

Mr.  BRIGHT,  in  explanation,  said  the 
firm  to  which  his  hon.  Friend  alluded  had 
neither  broken  the  law  nor  evaded  it. 
When  they  were  summoned  to  appear  be- 
fore the  magistrates  of  Manchester,  the 
prosecution  was,  he  believed,  in  every  case 
unsuccessful,  and  finally  their  view  of  the 
law  was  held  to  be  correct.  No  man, 
therefore,  had  a  right  to  say  that  they  had 
cither  broken  the  law  or  evaded  it.  His 
hon.  Friend  now  said  that  the  object  was 
to  prevent  the  men  and  the  machinery 
from  being  worked  more  than  ten  hours 
and  a  half.  That  object  was  not  stated  in 
1847,  and  therefore  the  course  pursued 
was  neither  fair  nor  candid. 

Mr.  MUNTZ  said,  supposing  the  object 
to  be  to  limit  the  employment  of  the  men 
to  ten  hours  and  a  half,  would  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Manchester  say 
that  they  worked  for  that  period  ?  There 
was  a  great  difference  between  the  ages  of 
thirteen  and  eight.  Was  it  right  to  re- 
quire children  to  work  as  they  did,  or 
would  any  man  like  his  own  children  to 
work  so  long  ?  He  contended  that  there 
was  no  occasion  to  work  children  to  death 
before  thoj  were  half  grown.    Uii  boo. 


Friend  had  called  npon  them  to  look  at  the 
number  of  pauper  children  who  had  been 
created  by  restriction  as  to  time.  He 
would  aak  him  who  had  been  doing  the 
work  ?  Somebody  had  done  it ;  and  if 
children  had  not  been  made  paupers,  adults 
would.  They  might  as  well  have  child- 
paupers  as  any  other  paupers.  The  truth 
was,  and  it  was  of  no  use  to  attempt  con- 
cealment, that  masters  manufactured  at 
such  a  fine  profit  that  they  wanted  to  get 
more  work  out  of  their  people  than  they 
ought  to  do;  and,  not  being  able  otherwise 
to  obtain  a  profit  at  existing  prices,  they 
wanted  to  edge  off  on  ano^er  principle. 
He  had  voted  for  the  former  Bill  as  a  bond 
fide  Ten  Hours  Bill.  He  believed,  too, 
that  the  House  so  regarded  it,  and  the 
addition  of  two  hours  would  make  the  peo- 
ple think  that  they  were  not  honestly  re- 
presented. 

Sir  G.  grey  said,  the  sole  object  of 
the  Government  was  to  leave  the  children 
protected  as  they  were  by  the  regulations 
which  were  not  touched  by  the  Act  of 
1847,  believing  that  those  regulations  had 
worked  admirably,  and  could  not  be  im- 
proved. 

Mr.  M.  GIBSON  said,  this  proposition 
was  not  included  in  the  Ten  Hours  Bill, 
and  he,  for  one,  was  taken  by  surprise. 
Seeing  how  completely  hon.  M'embers  had 
failed  to  carry  out  their  own  intentions,  he 
hoped  the  House  would  not  give  a  sudden 
assent  to  this  new  proposition.  No  one 
complained  that  children  were  now  worked 
for  a  longer  period  than  was  desirable. 
By  adopting  this  suggestion  the  House 
might  be  reduced  to  ^  necessity  of  again 
entertainmg  the  question  in  another  Bill, 
and  become  involved  in  endless  difficul- 
ties. 

Mr.  WALTER  said,  that  the  right  hon. 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment had  stated  truly  that  the  limita- 
tion of  the  hours  of  labour  from  six  in  the 
morning  till  six  in  the  evening  was  not 
contained  in  the  Act  of  1847.  The  limit 
was  only  with  respect  to  the  quantity  of 
work,  and  not  as  to  the  hours  between 
which  the  work  was  to  be  performed.  A 
new  principle  had  however  been  introduced 
into  the  present  Bill — that  of  the  limitation 
of  the  hours  for  labour;  and  he  presumed 
that  the  Motion  then  before  the  Committee 
was  a  necessary  corollary  from  this  new 
principle  of  the  Bill.  He  considered  the  limi- 
tation of  the  hours  for  labour,  as  applied 
to  children,  to  follow  necessarily  the  limi- 
tation of  tht  hours  for  labour  aa  applied  to 
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young  persons  and  women.  One  very  ob- 
vious consideration  ip  connexion  with  this 
subject  was  that  these  children  had  a 
strong  claim  when  they  left  the  factories 
at  the  dose  of  their  work  upon  the  protec- 
tion of  those  young  persons  and  friends 
who  were  best  known  to  them;  and  it  ap- 
peared to  him  that  to  send  the  children 
to  their  homes  from  the  factories  unpro- 
tected, at  so  late  an  hour  as  half-past  eight 
in  the  winter  evenings,  would  be  to  expose 
them  to  risks  and  dangers  to  which  they 
would  not  be  exposed  under  the  original 
Ten  Hours  Act.  For  that  reason  he  would 
support  the  proposal  of  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  Bath.  Considering,  also, 
that  they  added  by  this  BiU  two  hours 
per  week  to  the  labour  of  the  young  per- 
sons and  women,  it  seemed  but  reasonable 
that  a  certain  deduction  should  be  claimed 
on  the  other  side  from  the  hours  of  labour 
of  the  children,  and  the  quantity  proposed 
appeared  to  him  a  very  fair  deduction. 
With  respect  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Man- 
chester, he  thought  that  he  had  not  con- 
sulted either  his  own  dignity  or  the  credit 
of  the  cause  which  he  supported,  by  throw- 
ing imputations  upon  the  supporters  of  the 
Bill,  which  he  (Mr.  Walter)  entirely  dis- 
claimed. He  did  not  wish  to  interfere  with 
the  labour  of  adults,  nor  did  he  wish  to 
limit  the  hours  of  labour  for  young  persons 
and  women  beyond  the  period  which  they 
themselves  might  choose.  If  they  pre- 
ferred to  work  twelve  hours  out  of  the 
twenty-four,  he  would  not  interfere  with 
their  wishes  upon  that  pomt.  He  consid- 
ered the  proposal  of  the  noble  Lord  with 
respect  to  the  labour  of  children  an  ex- 
tremely reasonable  one,  and  would  give  it 
his  cordial  support. 

Sir  G.  GRJBT  explained  that  what  he 
had  stated  was,  not  that  the  Act  of  1847 
contained  no  limitation  of  the  hours  of  la- 
bour, but  that  no  alteration  had  been  made 
by  that  Act  with  respect  to  the  regulations 
affecting  the  labour  of  children  as  settled 
by  the  Act  of  1844. 

Mr.  STANSFIELD  hoped,  considering 
the  unexpected  manner  in  which  the  sub- 
ject had  been  brought  forward,  that  the 
noble  Lord  would  not  perust  in  his  Amend- 
ment. 

Mr.  TRELAWNY  said,  it  appeared  to 
him  that  there  was  a  very  loose  habit  of 
cheering  in  that  House.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Birmingham  had  talked  about  the 
abstracting  of  an  undue  profit,  and  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  had  cheered  him  vigor* 
ously.     Suppose  the  maiuifactttrers  were 


to  retaliate  by  proposing  some  cumbrous 
machinery  for  landed  property.  The  pre- 
dictions which  he  had  formerly  made  with 
regard  to  the  difficulties  of  working  a  Ten 
Hours  Act  had  been  fulfilled.  The  doctrines 
preached  on  this  subject  were,  he  believed, 
doing  great  injury  to  the  working  classes, 
leading  them  to  look  to  something  separate 
from  their  own  exertions.  The  more  sen- 
sible men  amongst  the  working  classes 
were  not  desirous  of  such  legislation,  feel- 
ing confidence  in  those  who  were  ready  to 
extend  to  them  the  suffi-age,  and  who  had 
taught  them  a  totally  different  doctrine. 
It  bad  been  said  that  the  working  classes 
generally  were  in  favour  of  this  measure. 
Would  those  who  supported  it  on  that 
ground  extend  to  them  the  suffi*age,  which 
they  also  desired  to  obtain?  He  really 
believed  that  he  consulted  the  interest  of 
the  working  classes,  by  opposing  the 
Amendment. 

Mr.  SLANEY  said,  the  question  was 
whether  or  not  the  limitation  of  the  hours 
of  labour  as  regarded  children  should  be 
within  the  same  periods  as  those  of  young 
persons  and  women.  If  the  hours  during 
which  they  worked  were  co-extensive,  then 
he  should  agree  with  the  noble  Lord  .that 
they  were  only  to  work  seven  hours  during 
the  day,  or  ten  if  they  worked  only  three 
days  a- week;  and,  therefore,  why  ho  op- 
posed the  proposal  of  the  noble  Lord  was 
that  he  firmly  believed  it  would  have  the 
effect  of  reducing  the  hours  of  labour  in 
the  factories  to  ten  hours  entirely,  and 
would  thereby  prevent  adults  getting  more 
than  ten  hours'  wages,  which  would  bo 
most  injurious  to  the  great  mass  of  the 
working  classes  in  the  kingdom. 

Mr.  Aldermak  SIDNEY  supported  the 
Amendment  on  the  grounds  of  humanity. 
It  had  been  his  lot  to  sec  in  a  manufactur- 
ing town  little  children  going  to  their  work 
in  the  factories  at  five  o'clock  in  the  mor- 
ning. If,  therefore,  the  Amendment  were 
not  adopted,  they  might  be  obliged  to  rise 
at  half-past  four  or  five  to  get  to  their 
work  by  half-past  five;  and,  if  the  children 
were  obliged  to  go  to  their  work  half  an 
hour  before  the  rest  of  the  family,  the 
whole  family  must  be  disturbed. 

Mr.  HEYWOOD  said,  he  had  lived  in 
a  manufacturing  district,  and  had  observed 
that  there  was  no  greater  eharacteristio  of 
snch  a  district  than  the  large  number  of 
children.  He  considered  it  was  of  great 
advantage  to  the  families  to  hafo  a  demand 
for  the  Ubour  of  their  children,  and  that  it 
wu  iK^t  ii^iiriou  to  ih^  '  '  ^sa. 
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cbildren  that  they  should  have  a  moderate 
degree  of  labour.  Ho  should  therefore 
support  the  original  clause. 

Question  put»  "That  the  words  'no 
child'  be  there  inserted." 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  72; 
Noes  102  :  Majority  30. 

List  of  the  Ates. 

Acland,  Sir  T.  D.  Hamilton,  G.  A. 

Adair,  R.  A.  S.  Heald,  J. 

Adderley,  G.  B.  Hornby,  J. 

Aglionby,  H.  A.  Hudson,  G. 
Arundel    and    Surrey,    Jocelyn,  Visct. 

Earl  of  Lindsay,  hon.  Col. 

Bankes,  G.  Moore,  G.  H. 

Bateson,  T.  Mullings,  J.  R. 

Beckett,  W.  Muntz,  G.  F. 

Beresford,  W.  Napier,  J. 

Bemal,  R.  Newport,  Visot. 

Best,  J.  Packe,  C.  W. 

Blackstone,  W.  S.  Plowdcn,  W.  H.  C. 

Blandford,  Marq.  of  Plumptre,  J.  P. 

Bremridge,  R.  Prime,  R. 

Brocklehurst,  J.  Salwcy,  Col. 

Bromley,  R.  Sandan,  G. 

Brooke,  Lord  Sidney,  Aid. 

Brooke,  Sir  A.  B.  Stafford,  A. 

Brown,  U.  Stanley,  hon.  E.  H. 
Chichester,  Lord  J.  L.       Strickland,  Sir  G. 
Cochrane, A.  D.  R.W.B.     Stuart,  Lord  D. 

Crawford,  W,  S.  Thompson,  Col. 

Denison,  E.  Verner,  Sir  W, 

Duncombe,  T.  Verney,  Sir  H. 

Duncombe,  hon.  A.  Vosey,  hon.  T. 

Duncombe,  hon.  0.  Vyvyan,  Sir  R.  R. 

Duncuft,  J.  Wakley,  T. 

Du  Pre,  C.  G.  Walmsley,  Sir  J. 

Edwards,  H.  Walter,  J. 

Fox,  W.J.  Wawn,  J.  T. 

GaskeU,  J.  M.  Wegg-Prosscr,  F.  R. 

Granger,  T.  C.  Williams,  J. 

Greenall,  G.  WiUoughby,  Sir  H. 

OrosTcnor,  Lord  R.  Wodehouse,  E. 
Gwyn,  H.  tillsbs. 

Hall,  Sir  B.  Ashley,  Lord 

Halsey,  T.  P.  Brothcrton,  J. 

Lord  ASHLEY  said,  that  in  conse- 
quence of  the  position  in  which  he  had 
been  placed  by  the  result  of  the  division 
which  had  just  taken  place,  he  should 
consider  himself  altogether  relieved  from 
the  obligations  which  he  had  entered  into 
with  respect  to  this  Bill.  He  certainly 
could  not  consider  the  decision  which  had 
just  been  come  to  by  the  Committee  a  final 
one,  and  upon  the  first  opportunity  which 
might  arise  he  should  feel  it  his  duty  to  re- 
state the  claims  of  those  parties  to  whom 
his  Amendment  referred. 

Mr.  BROTHERTON  trusted  that  the 
rejection  of  the  Amendment  would  not  have 
80  prejudicial  an  effect  upon  the  Bill  as  the 
noble  Lord  appeared  to  anticipate.  He  be- 
lieved that  the  master  manufacturers  had 
entered  with  perfect  good  faith  into  the 
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compromise,  and  he  was  willing  to  hope 
that  they  would  honourably  carry  it  ont. 

Lord  ASHLEY  said,  that  he  was  only 
anxious  to  guard  himself  so  far,  that  he 
would  not  be  under  any  further  obligations 
with  respect  to  the  compromise  entered 
into  by  him,  and  that  he  should  feel  him- 
self at  perfect  liberty  to  act  as  he  con- 
sidered best  in  the  matter. 

Sir  G.  grey  said,  that  he  had  always 
understood  that  the  noble  Lord  wished  to 
introduce  children  into  the  Bill,  and  he 
had,  in  preparing  his  Amendment,  done 
nothing  in  the  least  degree  inconsistent 
with  any  previous  expression  of  opinion 
upon  the  subject.  The  noble  Lord  had 
told  him  privately  that  he  wished  to  intro- 
duce children  into  the  BiU,  and  he  (Sir  G. 
Grey)  had  stated  that  he  would  not  agree 
to  a  proposal  of  that  kind.  The  noble 
Lord  had  done  what  he  had  fully  expected 
he  would  have  done,  namely,  taken  the 
sense  of  the  House  upon  the  subject,  and 
ho  must  have  known  at  the  same  time 
that  he  (Sir  G.  Grey)  would  have  felt  it 
his  duty  to  oppose  the  Amendment. 

The  House  resumed. 

Bill  reported;  as  amended,  to  be  con- 
sidered on  Monday  next. 

METROPOLITAN  INTERMENTS  BILL, 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

House  went  into  Committee  on  this  Bill. 

Clause  19. 

Mr.  STANFORD  moved  an  Amend- 
ment to  the  effect,  that  fees  for  the  removal 
of  bodies  to  burial  grounds  should  be  sub- 
mitted to,  and  authorised  by,  Parliament. 
The  board,  no  doubt,  might  consist  of  just 
and  honourable  men,  but  the  people  of  this 
country  would  expect  that  their  representa- 
tives in  that  House  should  at  least  suggest 
such  amendments  as  appeared  absolutely 
necessary,  and  that  which  he  had  submit- 
ted to  the  House  seemed  to  him  to  be  one 
without  which  the  Bill  could  not  fail  to 
operate  most  disadvantageously  to  the 
public. 

Sir  G.  grey  said,  that  if  the  fees 
were  not  to  be  chargeable  until  after  they 
received  the  sanction  of  Parliament,  the 
effect  would  be,  that  the  present  Bill  could 
not  come  into  operation  till  next  Session. 
The  table  of  fees  might  not  be  ready  dur- 
ing the  present  Session,  and  the  only  way 
then  in  which  they  could  receive  the  sanc- 
tion of  Parliament  would  be  by  Act  of  Par- 
liament passed  next  year;  therefore,  if  the 
Amendment  were  agreed  to,  it  would  have 
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the  effect  of  altogether  Buspending  the 
operation  of  the  present  measure. 

Lord  D.  STUART  observed,  that  there 
was  the  same  objection  to  this  clause  as 
there  was  to  every  other  clause  in  the  Bill 
— it  gave  absolute  power  to  the  board. 
The  Bill  was  supposed  to  be  a  poor  man's 
Bill,  but  the  clause  now  under  considera- 
tion was  assuredly  a  rich  man's  clause. 

Lord  ASHLEY  denied  that  it  was  a 
rich  man's  Bill.  At  present  the  expense 
of  a  faculty  was  very  great,  and  by  the 
Bill  power  was  given  to  the  board  to  do 
that  for  poor  persons  at  a  small  expense 
which  they  could  not  at  present  effect 
otherwise  than  at  great  cost. 

Sir  B.  hall  desired  attention  to  this, 
that  the  question  of  fees  had  now  been 
raised,  and  he  thought  the  Hojise  ought  to 
be  placed  in  such  a  position  as  that  they 
should  know  what  the  fees  were  likely  to 
be.  What  they  wanted  to  know  was,  the 
probable  expense  of  removing  a  dead  body 
from  any  parish  in  the  metropolis  to  an  ex- 
tramural cemetery. 

Lord  ASHLEY  thought  that  any  state- 
ment on  the  subject  of  fees  had  better 
be  postponed  till  they  reached  the  next 
clause. 

Mr.  roebuck  begged  to  remind  the 
Committee  that  a  fee  for  a  faculty  was 
usually  paid  under  the  influence  of  very 
painfid  feelings,  and  he  hoped — nay  he  had 
no  doubt — ^that  the  clergy  did  not  desire  to 
tax  the  people  for  seeking  to  relieve  the 
severity  of  those  feelings;  but  as  to  the 
public  he  had  no  difficulty  whatever  in  say- 
ing that  there  were  many  very  serious  rea- 
sons why  the  public  should  not  be  taxed  on 
account  of  faculties.  The  feelings  which 
induced  sutriving  relations  to  desire  the 
removal  of  dead  bodies  certainly  did  some- 
times exist,  but  they  were,  on  the  whole, 
rare.  It  seemed  to  him  that  the  general 
rule  should  bo  to  allow  "  the  tree  to  re- 
main where  it  fell;"  the  removal  of  dead 
bodies  was,  generally  speaking,  objection- 
able, and  there  certainly  was  no  reason 
why  the  clergy  should  levy  a  tax  on  account 
of  it.  He  was  of  opinion  that  the  maximum 
fee  might  be  put  into  the  Bill  then. 

Sir  0.  GREY  said,  that  if  so  it  must, 
under  present  circumstances,  be  high,  and 
he  certainly  should  be  unwilling  to  see  a 
high  rate  charged  to  persons  of  small 
means. 

Mr.  roebuck  maintained  that  the 
fee  ought  to  be  extremely  small,  but  that 
general  words  might  be  introduced  into 
the  Billy  imposing  all  the  proper  expenses 


of  removal  on  those  by  whoso  derire  the 
removal  was  effected. 

Mr.  T.  buncombe  thought  it  would 
be  much  better  to  do  away  with  the  faculty 
altogether.  It  was  idle  to  talk  of  remov* 
ing  bodies  from  metropolitan  burial  places; 
they  might  not  bo  for  three  weeks  at  a 
time  in  the  places  where  they  had  been 
deposited.  How  could  it  be  otherwise, 
when  8,000  were  buried  in  one  acre,  when 
136  were  all  that  it  could  fairly  be  made 
to  contain?  It  was  under  such  circum- 
stances a  mockery  to  require  that  people 
should  ask  and  pay  for  the  consent  of  the 
incumbent. 

Sir  0.  GREY  said,  that  not  a  farthing 
of  the  fees  would  go  to  the  clergy. 

Mr.  roebuck  was  willing  that  there 
should  be  a  fee  for  burials  and  removals, 
but  he  would  stop  there  and  give  nothing 
for  consents. 

Sir  G.  grey  said,  that  the  burial 
ground  was  the  freehold  of  the  incumbent, 
and  his  consent  in  law  was  necessary. 

The  CHAIRMAN  called  the  attention 
of  the  hou.  Member  for  Reading  to  the 
circumstance  that  his  Amendment  applied 
to  the  20th  clause  of  the  reprinted  Bill. 

Mr.  STANFORD  said,  he  perceived  it 
was  so,  and  would  for  the  present  withdraw 
his  Amendment. 

Mr.  ROEBUCK  wished  to  know  whe- 
ther the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  dis- 
pense with  the  consent  of  the  incumbent  ? 

Sir  G.  grey  repeated  that  he  could 
not  consent  to  any  proposal  which  would 
interfere  with  the  incumbents'  right  of 
freehold  in  consecrated  ground. 

Mr.  ROEBUCK  moved  as  an  Amend- 
ment that  the  words  "  with  the  consent  of 
the  incumbent "  be  left  out  of  the  clause. 

Amendment  proposed  in  page  7,  line  14, 
to  leaveout  the  words  ''incumbent  or  other." 

Sir  G.  grey  had  no  particular  objec- 
tion to  such  an  Amendment,  because  the 
words  which  followed,  *'  or  other  person 
having  the  control  or  care  of  any  church, 
&c.,"  would  be  sufficient  to  insure  the  ob- 
ject in  view,  namely,  the  consent  of  those 
having  the  right  of  freehold. 

Mr.  ROEBUCK  might  as  well  state  at 
once  that  it  was  his  intention  afterwards 
to  move  the  omission  of  these  words  also, 
and  to  propose  the  insertion  of  the  words 
"  with  the  consent  of  the  Board  of 
Health." 

Sir  G.  grey,  after  the  explanation 
just  given  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member, 
would  object  to  the  Amendment,  for  the 
reasons  he  had  before  given. 
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Mr.  k ACKINNON  asked  how,  in  the 
event  of  a  measure  like  the  present  being 
extended  to  Manchester  and  other  large 
towns,  the  Board  of  Health  in  London 
could  be  consulted  about  the  removal  of 
dead  bodies  ? 

Sir  G.  grey,  with  reference  to  the 
question  of  fees,  thought  words  might  be 
inserted  in  the  next  clause  to  the  effect 
that  the  incumbent  should  have  no  fees, 
though  he  still  would  have  the  privilege  of 
giving  bis  consent  or  withholding  it. 

Mr.  STANPORD  laid,  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Sheffield  proposed  to 
take  the  fee  from  the  incumbent  and  give 
it  to  the  Board  of  Health,  an  irresponsible 
body,  which  that  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man would,  in  other  circumstances,  have 
exerted  all  his  logical  acuteness  and  power 
of  invective  to  denounce.  But,  because 
it  gave  him  an  opportunity  of  taking  some^ 
thing  from  the  clergy,  he  was  ready  to 
give  the  advantage  to  this  irresponsible 
board. 

Mr.  roebuck  would  appeal  to  the 
House  whether  that  was  a  fair  conclusion 
from  what  he  had  said.  He  understood 
tbat  the  fees  provided  bv  the  Bill  were  to 
go  into  a  fund  from  which  the  claims  of 
the  present  incumbents  were  to  be  paid; 
and  he  thought  that  all  sums,  even  those 
got  by  the  removal  of  bodies,  would  be  put 
into  that  fund,  and  appropriated  to  the 
purpose  he  had  just  stated.  There  were 
persons  who  had  a  captious  desire  to  find 
fault,  but  whose  power  and  capacity  for 
doing  so  did  not  equal  their  wishes. 

Mr.  B.  OSBORNE  said,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Reading,  who  had  made  an  obser- 
vation regarding  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Sheffield,  had  eertainly  not 
shown  much  aeuteness  himself  thai  night, 
for  ho  had  moved  an  Amendment  on  the 
19th  clause,  which  it  turned  out  should 
have  been  made  on  the  20th,  and  now  he 
had  made  a  speech  which  should  have  been 
made  on  a  totally  different  clause  also. 

Mr.  SADLEIR  thought  the  Board  of 
Health  should  be  the  responsible  party. 
Respecting  the  remark  made  by  the  hon.^ 
Member  for  Lyraington,  if  the  provisions 
of  the  Bill  were  extended  to  other  large 
towns,  of  course  no  one  would  purpose  that 
in  that  case  the  consent  should  He  with  the 
Board  of  Health.  The  power  would  then 
bo  given  to  some  other  body. 

Mr.  lacy  thought  a  certain  amount 
should  be  paid  by  way  of  fine  for  the  re^ 
moval  of  bodies.  The  public  heahh  might 
be  endangered  if  every  man  were  to  tike 


out  hui  wife,  to  carry  her  to  another  bury« 
ing  place. 

Mr.  AGLIONBY  thought  the  hon.  Oen- 
tleman  need  be  under  very  little  alum  oil 
that  point.  He  was  mistaken  in  supp08in|f 
that  anybody  would  rush  into  the  chureh* 
yard  to  carry  off  his  wife. 

Question  put,  "  That  the  words  pre^ 
posed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Clause." 

The  Committee  divided  :  «^  Ayes  88; 
Noes  48  :  Majority  40. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  20. 

Lord  ASHLEY  said,  in  the  Cemeteries 
Companies  Bill  there  was  no  soale  Of 
oharges,  nor  any  system  of  cheek  or  con- 
trol on  the  amount  of  the  fees.  However^ 
there  was  this  distinction  to  he  obserred, 
and  it  was  a  distinction  of  great  impoir* 
tance  as  to  the  framing  of  the  Bill,  thai 
here  they  had  no  view  whatever  of  profit, 
and  their  object  was  tbat  the  fees  shenld 
be  constructed  on  a  scale  which  was  josi 
sufficient  to  meet  the  necessary  expenMSy 
and  no  more.  It  was  not  required  tliat 
there  should  be  any  profit  whateref  ett 
which  to  declare  a  dividend.  In  compar- 
ing the  fees  of  the  existing  cemeteriee  Wttb 
those  proposed  under  this  BiU,  he  foond 
that  the  fee  of  the  existing  cemeteries  for 
the  grave  of  a  pauper,  including  the  trarial 
service,  and  the  digging  of  the  grave,  and 
everything,  in  short,  except  tbat  which  be^ 
longed  to  the  undertaker,  was  9$,  The 
fee  proposed  by  this  Bill,  and  whidi  be 
hoped  they  might  hereafter  be  enabled  to 
reduce,  was  7*.  Going  to  the  next  elate, 
which  was  the  artisan,  whose  family  de^ 
frayed  his  funeral  expensee^  the  fee  of  the 
existing  cemeteries  might  be  taken  »i 
II.  S$.  Id.,  although  the  general  charge 
very  much  exceeded  that  amount.  Tliey 
proposed,  instead  of  H.  8«.  7<l.,  to  take 
\l.  5i.  Then,  when  they  came  to  the 
private  grave,  which  involved  the  Ireebeid, 
the  demand  in  the  existing  cemeteries  wae 
51.  7$.  6d. ;  they  proj^esed  to  take  42.  li 
weold  be  very  difficult  indeed  to  impose  a 
maximum  of  fee»  of  an  order  above  tbaly 
and  for  this  reason,  that  it  very  often  hap- 
pened the  partiee  wanted  certain  posHiens. 
Some  great  man  wished  to  be  interriMl  ia 
a  particular  spot,  and  his  rc4ativee  wishedl 
to  be  interred  about  that  spot.  Very  often 
in  some  of  the  cemeteries  about  LondoA 
there  was  a  monument,  and  parties  were 
anxious  to  be  interred  about  that  spot. 
However,  that  being  the  case^  and  some 
positidia   being   better  than    others,  be 
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thought  it  very  desirahle  that  in  the  high- 
est department  of  fees  a  discretion  should 
he  allowed  to  the  hoard,  hecause,  if  there 
was  a  great  demand  for  interments  in 
given  mstricts,  how  was  the  hoard  to  de- 
cide ?  If  they  were  not  governed  hy  some 
rule  of  this  description,  they  would  he 
charged  with  johhery.  He  thought  it  far 
hotter  to  make  payment  the  rule,  and  not 
leave  it  to  the  hoard  to  say  whether  this 
party  or  that  party  should  he  interred 
there,  hut  if  there  was  a  demand  for  a  par- 
ticular spot,  to  make  it  a  matter  of  pay- 
ment. He  thought  that  would  take  away 
from  the  hoard  a  great  degree  of  responsi- 
hility.  The  House  would  hear  in  mind 
that  this  tahle  of  fees,  when  constructed, 
was  to  he  submitted  to  Parliament  every 
year.  It  was  to  he  submitted  in  a  report 
to  the  Secretary  of  State,  who  was  to  lay 
that  report  before  Parliament  for  approval, 
80  that  there  would  he  an  opportunity 
every  year  of  revismg  these  fees.  This  con- 
dition would  he  found  under  the  69th  clause. 

Mr.  Alderican  SIDNEY  said,  the  noble 
Lord  was  misinformed  with  respect  to  the 
charges  of  cemeteries.  In  the  first  place, 
the  noble  Lord  stated  that  the  charge  for 
a  pauper  was  9«.  Why,  he  had  been 
making  inquiries  of  parties  conversant 
with  the  matter,  and  he  found  that  in 
churchyards— 

Lord  ASHLEY :  We  are  not  talking 
about  churchyards.  I  am  comparing  these 
fees  with  the  demands  of  cemetery  com- 
panies, not  with  churchyards. 

Mr.  ALmmMAy  SIDNEY  said,  7f.  was 
the  charge  made  under  this  Bill  for  the 
interment  of  a  pauper.  Now,  there  was 
no  charge  whatever  made  for  the  interment 
of  paupers  in  churchyards.  And,  then, 
with  regard  to  artisans,  the  charge  in  the 
Almey-park  Cemetery  was  15t.,  and  in 
another  cemetery  he  was  acquainted  with, 
12f.  4d.  The  noble  Lord  said,  the  charge 
mider  this  Bill  was  to  be  27«.  He  took  it 
for  granted  that  the  artisan  would  think 
there  was  rery  little  liberality  shown  to- 
wards him.  Then,  with  regard  to  the 
third  item,  the  noble  Lord  stated  that  the 
charge  in  cemeteries  for  private  graves 
was  5L  7«.  M,  Now,  the  charge  uni- 
versally made  for  a  private  grave  was 
31.  3«.,  to  which  was  certainly  i^ded  a  fee 
of  21,  2«.,  but  then  the  grave  once  ptir- 
ehased,  the  family  had  a  claim  to  have 
other  bodies  put  in  it,  paying  21.  2s.  only. 
The  charge  of  4{.,  as  proposed  by  the 
noble  Lord,  was  a  great  advance  on  the 
existing  companies. 


Mr.  roebuck  wished  to  know  why 
there  should  be  this  regulation  of  fees. 
The  noble  Lord  said  they  did  not  want  a 
dividend,  but  merely  wanted  to  pay  their 
expenses.  The  expenses,  he  supposed, 
were  first  for  the  salaries  of  the  existing 
incumbents  of  parishes,  and  there  was 
also  the  esrpenses  of  management.  [Lord 
Ashley  !  The  purchase  of  land.]  Pur- 
chase of  land  undoubtedly.  But  the  ex- 
pense of  burying  a  rich  man  was  the  same 
as  the  expense  of  burying  a  pauper.  The 
area  in  which  the  body  lay  was  the  same 
for  a  pauper  as  for  a  prince.  Why  not 
charge  It,  for  eveiy  body  ?  If  they  told 
him  th^t  would  not  be  enough  to  cover 
the  expenses,  then  he  could  understand 
them,  and  then  he  should  say  they  had 
better  come  to  Parliament  for  the  money. 

Mr.  STANFORD  rose  to  move  the 
Amendment  of  which  he  had  given  notice. 
Profit  not  being  the  object  ot  the  board, 
did  not,  in  his  opinion,  constitute  a  sufii- 
cient  guarantee  against  improvident  ex- 
penditure and  extravagant  charges,  and  of 
this  the  conduct  of  tne  Sewers  Commis- 
sion afforded  a  sufilcient  example.  What 
did  the  noble  Lord  mean  by  saying  that 
Parliament  would  have  a  controlling  power 
over  the  proceedings  of  the  board  ?  A  re- 
port would  be  laid  on  the  table  every  year, 
and  hon.  Members  might  make  their  com- 
plaints, but  the  only  substantial  remedy 
would  he  to  repeal  the  Act  itself.  It  was 
the  duty  of  the  Government,  if  they  want- 
ed the  Bill  to  pass — and  he  was  as  anxiouar 
as  any  person  that  it  should  pass  this  Ses- 
sion— to  have  placed  all  these  restrictions 
on  the  Bill.  He  hoped  that  hon.  Mem- 
bers would  support  him  in  the  Amendment 
which  he  now  moved,  namely — 

"  To  add,  in  page  7,  line  12  of  the  Clause, 
these  words,  '  stioh  Fees  or  Sams  havinfi^  been 
first  submitted  to,  and  authorised  by,  Parifa- 
meat." 

Sir  B.  hall  wished  to  call  the  noble 
Lord's  attention  to  the  charges  made  at 
St.  John's  Wood  burying  ground,  which 
was  remarkably  well  conducted.  There 
the  charges  were— for  the  clergyman  and 
use  of  the  ground,  4;.  4d. ;  clerk  and  sex- 
ton, 2i,  6d.;  and  the  bell,  \s. — making  al- 
together Is.  lOd.  for  each  interment.  Now 
the  noble  Lord  stated  that  7s.  wouM,  he 
hoped,  be  the  minimum  charge,  and  that 
the  interment  of  an  artisan  would  not  cost 
more  than  12.  5s.  It  was  said  this  mea* 
sure  would  not  only  improve  the  sanitary 
condition  of  the « people,  but  that  the  ex-^ 
penses  of  interment  would  bo  much  cheaper. 
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In  his  opinion  it  was  a  perfect  farce.  By 
whom  were  the  expenses  of  conveyance  to 
be  paid  ? — out  of  the  fees,  or  by  the  rela- 
tives of  the  deceased  ?  Were  they  to  have 
a  raiboad  or  a  funeral  steamer  for  the  pur- 
pose ?  He  apprehended  it  would  be  a  very 
disgusting  undertaking.  However,  the  pub- 
lic were  entitled  to  have  every  information 
relative  to  the  proposed  financial  affairs. 
Every  one  had  now  power  to  select  any 
ground  for  the  purpose  of  interment;  but 
under  this  Bill  the  matter  was  compulsory 
upon  the  highest  Peer  of  the  realm,  as  well 
as  the  poorest  artisan.  It  was  a  very  ar- 
bitrary measure,  and  there  should,  at  all 
events,  be  a  schedule  of  the  fees  attached 
to  the  Bill,  in  order  that  the  hon.  Members 
might  have  an  opportunity  of  communicat- 
ing with  their  constituents,  and  ascertain- 
ing their  opinions  on  the  subject.  The 
noble  Lord  had  very  candidly  stated  that 
an  artisan  should  pay,  under  this  Bill,  some 
17<.  more  than  he  need  pay  at  present. 

Sir  G.  grey  said,  that  the  hon.  Baro- 
net had,  in  his  innocence,  made  an  extra- 
ordinary discovery  that  extramural  inter- 
ment was  more  expensive  than  intramural. 
He  took  the  maximum  charge  fixed  on  by 
the  noble  Lord,  and  then  selected  a  church- 
yard where  the  charges  were  cheaper  than 
any  other  about  London.  [Sir  B.  Hall  : 
It  is  only  half-a-crown  at  St.  Pancras.] 
He  was  at  a  loss  to  know  how  the  matter 
was  to  be  accomplished  for  a  less  sum  than 
that  suggested  by  the  noble  Lord,  unless 
an  application  was  to  be  made  to  the  Trea- 
sury for  some  of  the  public  funds  in  sup- 
port of  the  movement. 

Mb.  B.  OSBORNE  did  not  know  what 
fee  was  to  be  exacted  for  removing  the 
body  of  the  noble  Lord  the  hon.  Member 
for  Bath  from  the  Opposition  to  the  Trea- 
sury bench.  [Lord  AsMey,  for  the  con- 
venience of  discussion,  was  occupying  a 
seat  amongst  the  M%nisters,'\  Ho  believed 
no  fee  had  been  paid  at  present,  but  he 
had  been  told  that  a  high  fee  was  to  be 
paid  for  removing  the  body.  The  nght 
hon.  Baronet  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department  had  misunderstood 
the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Maryle- 
bone,  for  that  hon.  Baronet  had  very  fairly 
adduced  the  cases  of  St.  Pancras  and  St. 
Marylebone,  two  of  the  largest  parishes 
which  could  be  selected.  The  noble  Lord 
said,  there  would  be  no  profit  accruing 
from  the  proposed  arrangement,  and  he 
recommended  the  plan  on  the  ground  of  its 
economy.  Now,  taking  700  acres  to  the 
sguare  mile —    [An  Hon.  Mbmbeb  :   Only 


640  acres] — or  taking  640  acres  on  the 
average,  or  takiug  that  amount  in  round 
numbers —  [Laughter,^  The  noble  Lord 
should  not  laugh;  or,  if  he  laughed,  let 
him  confute  him  in  his  figures.  Now,  he 
calculated  that  60^.  an  acre  would  cost 
40,0002.  for  a  mile  ;  and  allowing  six 
square  yards  for  each  grave,  and  \5s,  for 
the  interment,  the  amount  realised  would 
be  375,0002.  He  should  like  to  know  into 
whose  hands  the  profit  was  to  go  ? 

Lord  ASHLEY  said,  if  there  were  pro- 
fits they  should  be  applied  to  the  reduction 
of  the  fees.  The  seven  shillbgs  he  had 
already  stated  would  include  charges  for 
religious  services,  diggmg  the  grave,  and 
every  thing  except  the  conveyance  of  the 
bodies.  The  expenses  for  religious  ser* 
vices  very  considerably  increased  the  cost 
of  burial.  Abney-park  had  been  referred 
to,  but  no  religious  services  were  ever  per- 
formed there  unless  specially  required. 

Sir  De.  L.  EVANS  said,  this  was  a 
compulsory  measure,  and  it  was  very  de- 
sirable that  a  schedule  of  the  fees  should 
be  attached  to  the  Bill.  The  noble  Lord 
had  merely  told  the  House  what  he  hoped 
would  be  the  minimum  charges.  That  was 
very  vague.  The  best  way  to  remove  the 
objections  to  the  measure  was  to  prepare  a 
scale  of  fees.  If  they  were  to  remain  un- 
defined, the  measure  should  be  limited  to 
three  years  or  some  other  particular  pe- 
riod. 

Mr.  Alderman  SIDNEY  said,  the  public 
expected  not  only  the  observance  of  greater 
decency  in  the  system  to  be  pursued  under 
this  measure,  but  that  the  interments  should 
be  much  more  economical.  This  was  the 
gist  of  the  matter,  and  it  should  be  stated 
with  accuracy.  If  parishes  were  to  be 
compelled  to  pay  seven  shillings  for  the 
interment  of  every  pauper,  it  would  make 
a  great  difference  in  their  poor-rates. 

Mr.  WAKLE  Y  thought  it  a  duty  which 
the  Government  owed  to  the  House,  that 
the  clause  should  be  postponed,  and  a 
schedule  of  fees  prepared  such  as  could 
substantially  be  adopted.  The  Committee 
were  proceeding  upon  insufficient  data  ; 
they  had  not  the  materials  to  warrant  them 
in  coming  to  a  positive  conclusion.  The 
statements  made  relative  to  the  cost  of 
burials  in  various  cemeteries  were  correct; 
and  he  had  no  doubt  the  cost  was  equally 
low  in  othera.  The  noble  Lord  the  Mem- 
ber for  Bath  said,  he  hoped  the  cost  would 
not  exceed  \L  5s,  for  the  burial  of  an  arti- 
san. But  the  charge  in  many  parishes,  at 
present,  was  not  half  that  amount.     Then 
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the  Board  of  Health  might  select  hnrial 
grounds  twenty  or  thirty  miles  distant. 
The  Committee  would  he  acting  most  un- 
justly towards  the  parishes  if  the  question 
wcre^  not  postponed.  He  should  therefore 
feel  it  to  he  his  duty  to  move  that  the 
further  consideration  of  the  claim  he  post- 
poned accordingly. 

The  CHAIRMAN  said,  that  the  hon. 
Hemher  for  Reading  must  withdraw  his 
Amendment  hefore  that  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
her  for  Finshury  could  he  put. 

Mr.  STANFORD  said,  that  he  wished 
to  withdraw  his  Amendment. 

Amendment  withdrawn. 

Mr.  roebuck  helieved  that  some 
misapprehension  existed  with  respect  to 
the  Bill,  and  that  the  effect  would  he  to 
make  hurials  less  expensive  than  at  pre- 
sent, hut  for  different  reasons  than  had 
heen  assigned.  There  were  expenses  at- 
tendant on  matters  regulated  hy  this  Bill, 
the  grave  and  all  the  ceremonies  of  inter- 
ment. But  there  were  also  the  expenses 
of  the  undertaker.  These  the  community 
felt  to  he  heavy  and  expensive,  and  not  the 
charges  for  hurial  ground  and  cost  of  ser- 
vices at  the  grave.  By  the  regulations  of 
the  27th  clause,  he  hoped  a  much  cheaper 
mode  of  conducting  funerals  would  he  es- 
tahlished,  and  the  puhlic  expectation  he 
satisfied.  The  expenditure  would  he  re- 
duced one-half. 

Sir  B.  hall  asked  whether,  in  addi- 
tion to  the  25s,  f  the  friends  of  an  artisan 
must  also  pay  6s,  2d,  to  the  clergyman  of 
the  parish  under  the  30th  clause  ? 

Sir  G.  grey  thought  his  nohle  Friend 
had  stated  very  distincUy  that  the  maximum 
charge  of  25s.  would  include  every  expense 
attending  the  ceremony  of  interment.  The 
6s.  2d.  would  not  he  iu  addition  to  the  25s. 

Mr.  AGLIONBY  was  favourahle  to  the 
BiU,  hut  thought  the  Committee  had  not 
sufficient  data  on  which  to  come  to  a  con- 
clusion that  should  he  satisfactory  to  the 
puhlic.  Statistical  information  had  heen 
procured,  from  which  a  schedule  of  fees 
might  he  prepared,  to  he  hrought  forward 
at  another  stage  of  the  Bill.  Some  esti- 
mate of  the  expense  attending  the  hoard 
ought  to  he  furnished. 

Mr.  lacy  said,  that  in  the  scheme  of 
the  Board  of  Health  the  estimate  of  expen- 
diture was  112,000^  per  annum,  an  amount 
which  could  not  he  realised  under  the  Bill, 
judging  from  anything  that  appeared  on 
the  face  of  it.  It  seemed  to  have  heen 
thought  prudent  to  avoid  introducing  a 
schedule. 

VOL.  CXI.    [third  series.] 


Sir  G.  grey  saw  no  advantage  in  the 
postponement  of  the  clause,  as  some  sche- 
dule must  he  fixed  in  the  first  instance. 
The  first  cost  would  he  great — ^he  hoped 
not  greater  than  was  anticipated;  and  the 
fees,  on  which  the  hon.  Member  for  Middle- 
sex calculated  so  much,  would  come  in  very 
slowly. 

Mr.  WYLD  said,  that  at  present  every 
parishioner  had  a  common-law  right  to  in- 
terment in  the  parish  churchyard  or  hurial 
ground.  Applying  this  to  paupers,  it 
would  be  seen  that  a  very  large  additional 
cost  would  be  imposed  on  the  parishes — 
probably  not  less  than  18,0002.  for  pauper 
fun  erals 

Mr.  B.  OSBORNE  thought  the  Com- 
mittee should  know  where  the  Board  of 
Health  proposed  to  purchase  land. 

Lord  ASHLEY  said,  the  hoard  not 
being  yet  properly  constituted  under  this 
Act,  could  not  take  any  step  for  the  pur- 
chase of  land.  They  were  not  bound  to 
confine  their  selection  to  one  or  two  plots 
of  ground.  The  probability  was,  that 
for  some  months  to  come  they  would  be 
obliged  to  make  use  of  some  of  the  ex- 
isting cemeteries.  As  to  other  spots  in 
the  neighbourhood  of  London,  though  the 
board  had  directed  their  attention  to  some, 
they  had  not  decided  on  any. 

Mr.  D'EYNCOURT  urged  the  post- 
ponement of  the  Bill  until  the  schedule  was 
prepared. 

Mr.  T.  buncombe  wished  to  ask  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Bath  if  Erith 
had  not  been  selected  as  one  of  the  places  ^ 
for  metropolitan  interments;  also,  whether 
steamers  were  not  to  he  employed  to  cany 
the  bodies  down  the  river  to  the  place 
known  as  "The  Happy  Land?"  He 
considered  the  noble  Lord's  former  an- 
swers as  so  uncandid,  that  he  was  obliged 
to  ask  thus  particularly. 

Lord  ASHLEY  said,  he  should  he 
much  obliged  to  the  hon.  Gentleman  if 
he  would  point  out  anything  which  had 
been  uncandid  in  his  answers.  It  was 
perfectly  true  that  the  Board  of  Health 
had  thought  of  "  The  Happy  Land,"  as 
it  was  cfdled ;  the  ground  at  Erith  had 
heen  the  suhject  of  consideration,  as  well 
as  other  places;  and  an  inspection  of  that 
and  other  sites  had  heen  directed,  but 
nothing  further. 

Lord  R.  GROSVENOR  could  not  un- 
derstand this  extraordinary  jealousy  of  the 
present  Bill  and  the  Board  of  Health. 
The  great  point  was  to  put  a  stop  to  in- 
tramural burials.    With  regard    to    the 
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soiled ulo  of  fees,  who  could  tell  what  it 
would  he  ?  He  should  he  glad  to  see  such 
a  schedule  anuexed  to  the  Act  if  it  would 
lead  to  any  useful  results;  hut  as  no  one 
could  say  what  the  fees  would  he,  it  was 
necessary  to  take  a  very  high  maximum. 
The  whole  question  would  come  hefore 
Parliament  next  year,  and  then  would  he 
the  time  for  the  House  to  call  for  a  sche- 
dule of  fees. 

Lord  D.  STUART  said,  the  Commit- 
tee was  ahout  to  agree  to  a  clause  of  which 
they  knew  nothing  at  all.  They  did  not 
even  know  of  whom  the  Board  of  Health 
consisted.  The  nohle  Lord  the  Memher 
for  Bath,  a  man  of  sanguine  tempera- 
ment, hoped  the  expense  would  not  he 
Tery  great ;  hut,  like  other  framers  of  esti- 
mates, it  was  very  prohahle  he  might  he 
deceived  in  his  calculations.  From  the 
statistics  which  had  heon  given  of  Mai7le- 
bone,  it  was  evident  that  scheme  would  be 
much  hotter  carried  out  hy  the  several  pa- 
rishes; otherwise  one  would  he  paying  for 
the  expenses  of  another,  and  great  discon- 
tent would  be  tlie  result.  That  was  a  very 
good  reason  why  the  clause  should  be  post- 
poned. He  hoped  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Finsbury  would  persevere  in 
his  Motion. 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL  said,  that  his  no- 
ble Friend's  speech  divided  itself  into  two 
parts.  In  the  first  he  stated  that  it  was 
impossible  to  give  a  correct  estimate;  and 
in  the  second  he  said  that  the  Government 
were  bound  to  give  a  very  accurate  esti- 
mate of  the  cost  of  burials.  With  regard 
to  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Fins- 
bury,  it  meant  that  they  were  to  remain 
content  with  the  present  system.  [''No, 
no!"]  If  that  were  not  the  meaning  of 
it,  then  there  was  no  reason  for  postponing 
the  clause.  If  they  were  to  continue  the 
practice  which  was  to  shockiug  to  their 
feelings,  of  casting  only  a  small  covering 
of  earth  over  the  dead  body,  no  doubt  a 
very  small  fee  might  be  sufficient.  But  if 
they  determined  on  putting  an  end  to  that 
practice,  and  that  the  burials  should  take 
place  at  a  distance  from  the  metropolis, 
there  must  be  some  means  of  paying  the 
expenses  of  the  interments.  The  Board 
of  Health  could  in  some  respects  cause  a 
diminution  of  the  expenses  of  interments, 
but  still  th'cre  was  a  large  expense  to  be 
incurred  in  the  purchase  of  ground,  and 
there  was  the  cost  of  the  funeral  service. 
These  expenses  must  be  provided  for  in 
some  way  or  other.  One  way  was,  by 
voting  a  large  amount  of  the  public  money. 


No  person  proposed  such  a  scheme.  An- 
other way  was,  by  levying  a  rate  on  the 
different  parishes  of  the  metropolis.  No 
one  advocated  that  plan.  The  only  re- 
maining mode,  therefore,  was,  by  a  system 
of  fees;  and  then  the  question  arose,  what 
the  amount  of  these  fees  was  to  be.  He  did 
not  think  that  the  Board  of  Health,  or  anj 
other  body,  could  determine,  previous  to 
experience,  what  the  amount  of  fees  should 
be;  nor  did  he  think  that  by  postponing  the 
clause  for  three  or  four  days  they  would 
be  able  to  obtain  sufficient  information  on 
that  point.  That  being  the  case,  he  thought 
it  better  that  a  discretion  as  to  the  amount 
of  fees  should  be  vested  in  the  Board  of 
Health ;  and  as  they  were  not  to  be  a  pri- 
vate company,  which  had  to  make  a  profit 
on  burials,  but  a  great  public  board,  he 
considered  such  discretion  might  be  safely 
left  in  their  hands.  If  they  found  that 
the  fees  they  fixed  on  in  the  first  instance 
were  too  high,  and  left  a  surplus,  they 
would  of  course  reduce  the  fees.  But  as 
a  further  security  he  intended  to  propose 
to  insert  words  by  which  the  fees  to  be 
fixed  were  to  receive  the  approbation  of 
one  of  Her  Majesty's  Secretai'ies  of  State. 
He  would  have  to  give  his  approbation  to 
the  scale  of  fees,  and  they  might  be  at  any 
time  moved  for  in  Parliament.  All  that 
would  be  asked  for  was  as  much  as  would 
be  sufficient  to  pay  the  interest  on  the  sum 
required  for  the  purchase  of  the  ground  in 
the  first  place,  and  to  pay  for  the  funeral 
service  in  the  next  place.  Of  course  there 
must  be  a  larger  fee  demanded  for  a  choice 
of  spots,  and  the  board  would  have  to  take 
that  circumstance  into  their  consideration. 
He  hoped  the  Committee  would  assent  to 
the  clause  with  the  addition  he  proposed. 

Mr.  roebuck  thought  that  the  ques- 
tion  of  fees  could  not  be  left  in  better 
hands  than  those  proposed  by  the  noble 
Lord. 

CoLONBL  THOMPSON  asked  whether 
the  solution  of  the  difficulty  was  not  in  the 
fact,  that  there  was  a  subsequent  clause, 
69,  which  provided  that  an  annual  report 
and  abstract  of  the  accounts  should  be  laid 
before  Parliament  ? 

Mr.  T.  DUNCOMBE  said,  that  the  Bill 
required  a  table  of  the  fees  to  be  publicly 
exhibited,  so  that  there  would  be  no  neces- 
sity for  waiting  till  a  report  was  made  to 
Parliament. 

Mr.  SADLEIR  said,  that  he  would  re- 
sist the  Amendment,  the  practical  effect  of 
which  would  be  to  postpone  the  operation 
of  the  Bill,  to  the  principle  of  which  he 
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was  favourable,  for  twelve  months.  But 
it  had  been  estimated  that  112,000^.  would 
be  required.  If  that  were  so,  taking  this 
clause  in  connexion  with  the  o3rd,  it  was 
probable  that  they  should  have  recourse  to 
the  rate  in  addition  to  the  fees.  He  did 
not  agree  with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Home  Secretary  that  larger  fees  would 
bo  necessary  because  the  interment  was 
to  take  place  at  a  greater  distance.  The 
distance  might  increase  tho  funeral  ex- 
penses,  but  it  had  nothing  to  do  with  the 
fees.  Indeed  he  should  have  thought  that 
the  fees  would  be  somewhat  less  for  extra- 
mural interments. 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL  proposed  the  addi- 
tion of  the  words,  **  with  the  approbation  of 
oue  of  Her  Majesty's  Principal  Secretaries 
of  State.*' 

Mtt.  D'EYNCOURT   moved  the  addi- 

tion  of  those  words  : — 

*'  Provided  always  that  such  fees  or  sums  shall 
not  exceed  tho  soTeral  fees  or  sums  speoified  in 
Schedule  £.  to  this  Act  annexed." 

Mr.  WAKLEY  supported  the  Amend- 
ment, and  begged  of  the  noble  Lord  to 
adopt  it. 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL  said,  it  seemed  to 
him  impossible  to  lay  down  any  fixed  rule 
of  fees,  seeing  that  there  must  necessarily 
be  a  great  diversity  of  charges. 

Question  put,  **  That  tho  Proviso  be 
there  added.  ' 

The  Committee  divided  : — ^Ayes  64  ; 
Noes  171  :  M^ority  107. 

Sir  B.  HALL  inquired  of  whom  the 
board  was  to  be  composed;  the  salaries,  if 
any,  to  be  paid;  the  officers;  and  what  the 
expenses  of  the  board  were  likely  to  be  ? 

Sir  G.  grey  replied,  that  the  board 
would  consist  of  Lords  Seymour  and  Ash- 
Icy  as  unpaid  commissioners,  with  Mr. 
Chadwick  as  paid  commissioner.  It  was 
also  contemplated  to  add  a  second  paid 
commissioner. 

Clause  agreed  to,  as  also  were  Clauses 
21  and  22. 

Clause  23. 

Lord  D.  STUART  wished  for  some 
explanations  as  to  the  wording  of  the 
clause. 

Mr.  BRIGHT  said,  that  as  regarded 
the  present  clause,  they  wore  in  danger  in 
running  in  the  opposite  extreme,  that  of 
economy.  At  present  houses  clustered 
round  all  the  graveyards  ;  but  by  the  pre- 
sent clause  all  graves  should  be  made  200 
yards  distant  from  any  house.  Tho  result 
would  be,  that,  taking  200  yards  on  every 
side  from  tho  grave,  they  would  be  com- 


pelled to  purchase  twice  as  much  land  as 
they  otherwise  would.  In  his  opinion,  50 
yards'  distance  between  a  grave  and  a 
house  would  be  quite  sufficient  for  all  sani- 
tary regulations,  certainly  100  yards  would 
be  quite  ample  for  all  purposes  of  health  ; 
and  therefore  if  some  alteration  were  not 
made  in  the  clause,  he  would  move  an 
Amendment  to  that  effect. 

Lord  ASHLEY  observed,  that  thepr 
had  been  called  to  account  by  several  sci- 
entific gentlemen  for  limiting  the  belt  of 
ground  to  200  yards,  inasmuch  as  tho 
gases  arising  from  decomposition  were 
most  injurious,  and  also  the  quality  of  the 
water  in  the  various  localities  should  be 
preserved  from  contamination.  In  his 
opinion  200  yards  were  the  very  minimum 
that  could  be  named. 

Sir  G.  grey  said,  that  200  yards  had 
been  provided  for  by  the  Cemetery  Act. 

Mr.  BRIGHT  did  not  see  why  200 
yards  should  be  imported  into  this  Bill 
because  it  was  in  the  Cemetery  Act.  He 
hoped  the  clause  would  be  allowed  to  stand 
over  for  the  present,  in  order  that  the  pro- 
per parties  might  be  consulted  on  the  sub- 
ject, and  then,  if  the  200  yards  should  be 
considered  necessary,  of  course  he  should 
withdraw  his  opposition  to  the  clause.  He 
warned  the  Government  agwnst  implicitly 
taking  and  relying  upon  the  opinion  of 
scientific  men,  inasmuch  as  that  class  of 
persons  would  very  probably  involve  the 
metropolis  in  immense  expense. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

House  resumed. 

Committee  report  progress ;  to  ait  again 
To-morrow. 

POPULATION— NATIONAL  CENSUS. 

Mb.  G.  C.  LEWIS  moved  for  leave  to 
bring  in  a  Bill  for  taking  an  account  of 
the  population  of  Great  Britain.  It  bad 
been  for  some  time  the  practice  to  take  a 
census  of  the  population  at  periods  of  ten 
years.  The  census  of  Great  Britain  was 
taken  in  1801,  and  of  Great  Britain  and 
Ireland  in  1811,  and  at  decennial  periods 
up  to  1841.  Previous  to  1841  the  popu- 
lation was  coimted  by  means  of  the  parish 
overseers;  but  in  that  yeat  the  office  of 
registrar-general  was  substituted,  for  the 
purpose  of  obtaining  an  accurate  account 
of  the  population.  It  was  proposed  in  the 
year  1851,  to  use  the  same  machinery  as 
was  used  in  taking  the  census  of  1841. 
The  only  difference  would  be  in  the  super- 
intendence under  which  it  would  be  now 
taken.    It  would  be  taken  under  the  coa- 
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trol  of  the  Secretary  of  State,  by  efficient 
persons  most  fitted  to  obtain  the  necessary 
information.  For  the  last  census,  three 
commissioners  were  appointed — the  regis- 
trar-general and  two  others  ;  but  it  was 
hoped  that  a  better  arrangement  would  be 
now  made.  The  expenses  of  the  last 
census  at  the  central  offices  were  29,000^. ; 
the  expense  of  the  enumeration  for  Eng- 
land was  58,000L  ;  and  for  Scotland, 
19,000^;  and  the  entire  expense  rather 
exceeded  100,000^  The  expense  of  those 
two  processes  was  in  1841  divided  between 
the  national  exchequer  and  the  local  funds. 
The  parishes  paid  the  portion  of  the  ex- 
pense that  consisted  of  the  cost  of  enu- 
meration, and  the  Treasury  paid  the  ex- 
pense of  the  central  office.  The  parishes 
therefore  paid  over  70,0002.  out  of  a  sum 
of  over  100,0002.  By  the  present  Bill  he 
proposed  that  the  sum  now  paid  by  the 
parishes  should  be  repaid  by  a  grant  of 
money  from  Parliament.  So  the  whole 
expense  of  this  census  would  fall  on  the 
national  exchequer,  and  no  part  of  it  would 
be  taken  out  of  the  local  funds.  This 
Bill  would  apply  to  England  and  Scotland, 
and  there  would  be  another  Bill  for  Ire- 
land. 

Mb.  STANFORD  asked  whether  it 
was  in  contemplation  to  distinguish  the 
different  trades  and  employments  ? 

Mr.  G.  C.  lewis  said,  it  was  pro- 
posed to  obtain  the  same  particulars  as 
were  obtained  by  the  last  census. 

Lord  GAL  WAY  asked  on  what  day 
would  the  census  be  taken  in  1851  ? 

Mr.  G.  C.  lewis  replied,  on  the  9th 
of  June,  as  before. 

Lord  GAL  WAY  said,  that  as  a  very 
great  number  of  foreigners  would  probably 
be  in  London  at  that  time,  care  must  be 
taken  not  to  include  them  in  the  census. 

Leave  given. 

The  House  adjourned  at  half  after 
Twelve  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF   LORDS, 

Friday,  June  7,  1850. 

Minutes.]  Public  Bills. — 1'  Municipal  Corpo- 
rations (Ireland). 

2»  Railway  Audit  BiU  (No.  2). 

3*  Naval  Prize  Balance ;  Administration  of  Cri- 
minal Justice  Improvement. 

MILITARY  PENSIONS. 
The  Duke  of  RICHMOND  presented  a 
petition  from  certain  outdoor  pensioners  of 
Chelsea  Hospital,  complaining  of  a  clause 


in  the  Act  9  and  10  Vict.,  passed  in  tbe 
year  1847,  which  prevented  them,  although 
they  were  worn  out  in  the  service,  from 
receiving  money  due  to  them.  The  noble 
Duke  said  that  he  understood  those  desenr- 
ing  poor  men  were  mistaken  as  to  their 
claims. 

Earl  GREY  thanked  the  noble  Dake 
for  giving  him  an  opportunity  of  stating 
the  facts  of  the  case;  for  it  was  of  the 
greatest  importance,  not  only  that  the 
veterans  of  our  Army  should  be  properly 
rewarded  by  this  great  country,  but  that 
they  should  understand  that  they  were 
treated  with  the  greatest  liberality.  By  an 
Act  of  George  II.,  the  out-pensioners  for- 
merly paid  a  poundage  of  5  per  cent  for 
the  payment  of  their  pensions  in  advance. 
The  present  Secretary  at  War  thought 
that  such  poundage  bore  very  hardly  upon 
them,  and,  by  his  advice,  the  Treasury 
brought  in  a  Bill,  which  was  passed  in  the 
year  1847,  by  which  the  payment  of  pound- 
age was  discontinued.  A  clause  was  in- 
troduced into  the  Bill  to  prevent  its  action 
being  retrospective,  and  that  was  the  clause 
of  which  the  petitioners  complained.  The 
fact  was  that  a  great  boon  had  been  con- 
ferred upon  the  pensioners,  by  the  abolition 
of  the  poundage  from  the  date  of  the  pass- 
ing of  the  Act,  and  no  less  a  sum  than 
50,000^.  per  annum  had  been  thereby 
secured  to  them.  Some  persons,  however, 
had  led  them  to.  believe  that  they  had  a 
right  to  get  back  the  poundage  paid  pre- 
viously to  the  passing  of  the  Act,  and  it 
was  for  those  arrears  they  were  seeking. 
It  should  be  understood  that  no  claim  for 
arrears  could  be  sustained,  the  Act  of 
1847  not  being  retrospective  in  its  opera- 
tion. 

THE  CUBAN  EXPEDITION. 

Lord  BROUGHAM  said,  that  he  had 
to  put  a  question  to  the  noble  Marquess 
opposite  upon  a  matter  of  very  grave  im- 
portance. Reports  of  an  alarming  nature 
had  been  circulated  within  the  last  few 
days — reports  which  he  hoped  might  prove 
groundless — that  an  expedition,  consisting 
of  some  6,000  or  8,000  men,  had  sailed 
from  the  shores  of  the  United  States  of 
America  for  the  purpose  of  taking  posses- 
sion— forcible  and  armed  possession — of 
the  greatest  of  the  West  India  Islands — 
the  ancient  Spanish  colony  of  Cuba.  He 
had  no  accounts  of  this  expedition  further 
than  those  which  had  appeared  in  the  pub- 
lic prints,  and  they  stated  that  it  had  ac- 
tually said  from  New  Orleans — 
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The  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNE  :  And 
landed  in  Cuba. 

Lord  BROUGHAM  :  It  had  not  only 
sailed,  but  actually  landed  in  Cuba.  Now, 
he  had  no  idea  whatsoever  that  such  a  pro- 
ceeding would  be  assented  to  for  a  moment 
by  the  President  or  Government  of  the 
United  States.  Indeed,  he  believed  that 
so  far  were  they  from  consenting,  that  they 
had  taken  steps  to  prevent  the  sailing  of 
this  very  armament  upon  a  former  occa- 
sion. But  he  understood  now,  and  to  his 
great  sorrow,  that  these  pirates  had  not 
only  succeeded  in  getting  away  from  the 
shores  of  America,  but  that  they  had  ac- 
tually escaped  the  Spanish  fleet.  That 
those  execrable  pirates,  going  piratically  by 
sea  to  Cuba  for  purposes  of  invasion 
and  robbery,  as  they  had  gone  before  to 
Mexico  by  land,  had  escaped  from  the 
Spanish  fleet.  He  deeply  regretted  that 
they  should  have  so  escaped.  But  he 
hoped  that  they  would  yet  meet  with  the 
condign  punishment  in  Cuba  which  they  so 
richly  deserved.  He  trusted  that  his  noble 
Friend  would  be  able  to  give  the  House 
some  information  upon  the  subject,  and  to 
say  whether  any  communication  had  passed 
between  the  American  Government  and 
our  Minister  at  Washington,  or  the  Ame- 
rican Minister  and  our  Government  at  home, 
with  regard  to  it  ?  And  whether  the  Go- 
vernment of  the  United  States,  which  was 
a  respectable  Government,  and  maintained, 
he  believed,  relations  of  peace  and  amity 
with  foreign  friendly  nations,  was  endowed 
with  sufficient  strength  and  power  to  pre- 
vent its  own  subjects  from  fitting  out  and 
arming  large  expeditions  for  the  avowed 
purpose  of  the  invasion  of  unoffending 
peaceful  foreign  States  ? 

The  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNE  :  My 
Lords,  I  have  only  to  say  in  answer  to  the 
question  put  by  the  noble  Lord  that  I  do 
pot  know  that  I  can  givo  him  any  further 
information  than  he  possesses  already  upon 
the  subject  from  tho  public  prints,  and 
which,  I  fear,  is  true — namely,  that  this 
piratical  expedition  —  piratical  in  every 
sense  of  the  word — was  fitted  out  in  Ame- 
rica for  the  invasion  of  Cuba;  but  that  it 
was  fitted  out,  not  only  without  the  cognis- 
ance, but  with  the  most  entire  disapproba- 
tion, and  under  the  serious  discouragement 
of  the  United  States  Government.  If  Her 
Majesty's  Government  had  not  fully  be- 
lieved, from  the  communications  which  it 
had  received  from  the  American  Govern- 
ment, that  such  was  the  case,  it  would 
speedily  have  made  knpwn  its  sentiments 


upon  the  subject  in  that  quarter.  We 
have  heard  from  Washington  that  the  ob- 
ject of  the  Government  was  to  check  this 
monstrous,  unholy,  and  nnjust  piratical  ex- 
pedition; but  information  has  since  been 
received  at  New  Orleans  that  it  had  landed 
at  Cardenas,  which  town  was  then  in  its 
possession. 

Lord  BROUGHAM  :  My  Lords,  I  am, 
I  confess,  disappointed.  I  should  have 
hoped  that  something  more  than  mere  dis- 
approbation would  be  expressed  by  the 
United  States  Government  when  speaking 
of  the  conduct  of  those  detestable  pirates; 
for,  as  my  noble  Friend  has  said,  and  I 
was  glad  to  hear  him  use  the  designation, 
this  expedition  is  piracy,  and  piracy  of  the 
very  worst  description.  For  ordinary  piracy 
is  confined  to  robbery  and  plunder  upon 
a  comparatively  small  scale;  but  this  is^ 
carrying  fire  and  sword  with  all  the  horrors 
of  open  war,  for  purposes  of  spoliation, 
into  a  peaceable  country  in  alliance  with 
America  and  with  this  country;  or  at  all 
events,  if  not  in  actual  alliance,  certainly 
in  peaceful  relations  of  amicable  inter* 
course. 

The  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNE  :  I 
believe  I  was  understood  to  say,  that  the 
United  States  Government  had  not  only 
looked  upon  this  expedition  with  disappro- 
bation, but  that  they  had  also  taken  steps 
to  prevent  its  setting  out,  and  had  ordered 
their  naval  forces  to  intercept  and  break 
it  up  if  possible. 

Lord  BROUGHAM  said,  that  the  addi- 
tion  now  made  by  the  noble  Lord  was 
more  satisfactory.  But  he  really  could 
not  understand  how  6,000  or  8,000  men 
could  be  armed,  trained,  and  sent  off  from 
a  country  without  the  knowledge  of  the 
Government. 

Tho  Earl  of  ABERDEEN :  I  have  not 
the  least  doubt  of  the  sincerity  of  the 
United  States  Government  in  expressing 
their  disapprobation  of  tho  expedition 
against  Cuba.  But  this,  I  must  say,  is 
a  rather  peculiar  circumstance.  It  is  sup- 
posed that  we  have  a  desire  for  the  posses- 
sion of  this  place.  We  ourselves  have  been 
strongly  suspected  of  having  some  designs 
upon  this  island  of  Cuba;  and  I  recollect 
myself  having  made  a  proposal  20  years 
ago  (when  they  thought  fit  to  suspect  us 
of  having  unlawful  designs  upon  the  island), 
which  I  regret  the  United  States  did  not 
assent  to.  It  was  the  only  thing  which  I 
think  they  could  have  done  more  than  they 
now  have  to  secure  the  independence  of 
Cuba.    The  proposal  ?raj&  tiiiAil  ^k^  \S\^^r^ 
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States  and  France  should  join  with  Eng- 
land to  guarantee  the  possession  of  the 
island  to  Spain.  The  United  States,  how- 
ever, did  not  think  fit  at  the  time  to  join 
with  us  in  that  guarantee.  I  hope  that 
the  forces  in  the  island  will  he  found  suffi- 
cient, as  I  helieve  they  will  he,  to  give  a 
good  account  of  those  buccaneers  who  have 
taken  part  in  this  expedition. 

LoKD  BROUGHAM :  As  a  lawyer  I 
challenge  contradiction  to  this  proposition 
— That  all  civilised  nations  are  bound  to 
give  help  against  pirates,  who  are  the 
enemies  of  all  men,  wherever  those  pirates 
may  he  found;  and  that  the  commander  of 
any  British  cruiser  on  the  coast  at  the  time 
would  be  guilty  of  neglect,  and  would  be 
neglecting  his  duty,  if  he  did  not  give  his 
aid  to  the  Spaniards  against  those  pirates. 
This,  I  contend,  is  the  law  of  nations. 

Lord  STANLEY :  The  proposition  of 
my  noble  Friend  touches  the  question  which 
I  was  just  about  to  put  to  the  noble  Mar- 
quess, and  which  was  this.  Can  he  give 
us  no  information  as  to  the  course  about  to 
be  pursued  by  our  Government  with  regard 
to  this  expedition  ?  And,  as  it  was  known 
for  some  time  that  it  was  intended  to  send 
out  such  an  expedition,  what  instructions 
have  been  given  to  our  naval  commander 
upon  the  West  India  station  with  regard 
to  the  proceedings  he  should  adopt  respect- 
ing it? 

The  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNE  :  I 
can  distinctly  state  to  the  noble  Lord  that 
the  matter  has  more  than  once  formed  the 
subject  of  communication  between  our  Mi- 
nister and  the  American  Government;  and 
I  have,  further,  the  satisfaction  of  assuring 
him  that  the  American  Government  takes 
the  same  view  of  the  matter  that  we  do. 

Lord  STANLEY:  The  noble  Marquess 
does  not  seem  to  have  heard  my  question. 
I  did  not  ask  what  the  American  Govern- 
ment had  done,  but  what  Her  Majesty's 
Government  have  done.  I  asked  whether 
any,  and  if  any,  what,  instructions  had 
been  sent  out  to  our  Admiral  commanding 
on  the  station  in  relation  to  this  expedi- 
tion? 

The  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNE  :  I 
am  certainly  not  prepared  to  answer  a 
question  of  that  kind  without  notice  having 
first  been  given  of  it. 

Lord  STANLEY  :  The  noble  Marquess, 
I  am  sure,  will  do  me  the  justice  to  believe 
that  I  knew  no  more  of  this  question  com- 
ing forward  than  he  did  ;  but  as  the  sub- 
ject is  brought  forward,  and  as  I  imagine 
thai  the  occupation  of  Cuba  is  not  a  sub- 


ject that  will  be  viewed  with  indifference 
by  Her  Majesty's  Government,  I  should 
think  that  some  instructions  have  been 
sent  out  to  our  Admiral  on  the  station  ; 
and  this  House  has  a  nght  to  know  whe- 
ther that  be  so. 

The  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNE  :  All 
I  think  it  necessary  to  say  is  this — that 
the  subject  has  engaged  the  attention  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government. 

Lord  STANLEY:  Have  any  instruc- 
tions at  all  been  sent  out  ? 

Earl  GREY  :  My  Lords,  it  is  contrary 
to  all  practice — contrary  to  the  duties  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government — to  answer 
such  a  question.  For  my  own  part,  I  have 
to  say  decidedly,  that  I  think  it  would  bo 
a  breach  of  our  duty  if  we  were,  in  the 
present  state  of  affairs,  to  give  a  direct 
answer  to  the  questions  which  the  noble 
Lord  has  put,  and  I  feel  rather  surprised 
that  the  noble  Lord,  with  his  official  ex- 
perience, should  persist  in  repeating  it. 

Lord  STANLEY:  The  noble  Earl 
thinks  that  it  is  the  duty  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  to  refuse  to  give  any  infor- 
mation ;  but  I  say  that  it  is  the  right  and 
the  duty  of  this  House  to  ascertain  whe- 
ther the  Government  have  performed  their 
duty  by  taking  any  steps  in  a  matter 
which  deeply  concerns  the  honour  and  the 
interests  of  this  country.  I  say,  for  my- 
self, that  I  have  a  right  to  ask — I  have  a 
right  to  have  an  answer — not  as  to  the 
precise  instructions  that  have  been  sent 
out,  but  whether  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment have  thought  this  matter  worth  their 
atteution,  and  whether  any  instructions 
have  been  sent  out. 

[Lord  Beaumont  here  arose,  but  was 
interrupted  by  Lord  Stani^y;  Lord  Beau- 
mont, however,  persisted  in  his  attempt  to 
speak;  on  which — ] 

Lord  STANLEY  said:  My  Lords,  I 
put  a  question  to  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment— it  is  for  them  to  give  an  answer  or 
not ;  but  let  them  say  whether  they  will 
give  or  withhold  the  information  ? 

The  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNE :  The 
noble  Lord  must  not  consider  himself  the 
sole  arbiter  of  the  will  of  the  House,  or 
the  sole  depository  of  its  dignity.  Does 
the  noble  Lord  mean  to  say  that  no  other 
Peer  is  entitled  to  speak  but  himself? 
The  noble  Lord  behind  (Lord  Beau- 
mont) has  a  right  not  only  to  'make  such 
observations  as  he  may  choose,  but  also  te 
ask  a  question  as  well  as  the  noble  Lord. 
He  did  not  deny  the  right  of  the  noble 
Lord  to  put  this  question ;  but  iie  mast. 
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on  the  other  hand,  allow  him  to  exercise 
his  discretion  as  to  answering  it  or  not. 

Lord  BEAUMONT  :  I  must  say  that  I 
am  surprised  at  the  tone  adopted  hy  the 
nohle  Lord  opposite*  not  merely  in  his  re- 
cent attempt  to  prerent  me  from  making 
remarks  as  he  has  done  on  the  duty  of 
the  Government,  but  also  at  his  pressing  his 
question  upon  Her  Majesty's  Government 
after  the  answer  he  has  already  received 
to  the  question  which  was  originally  put. 
My  nohle  Friend  made  answer  that  the 
subject  was  under  the  consideration  of  the 
Government,  and  I  maintain  that,  in  the 
present  position  of  affairs,  any  other  an- 
swer than  that  would  be  indiscreet ;  and  I 
rose,  therefore,  to  urge  upon  my  noble 
Friend  not  to  allow  any  other  answer  to  be 
given,  because,  with  that  answer,  I  main- 
tain it  is  the  duty  of  the  House  to  be  con- 
tent in  the  present  position  of  affairs. 

Lord  BROUGHAM  :  I  am  not  aware 
that  there  was  any  necessity  for  the  rebuke 
which  the  noble  Lord  opposite  has  just  ad- 
ministered to  my  noble  Friend  near  me; 
and  I  am  sorry  to  see  that  he  suffers  so 
much  under  it;  and  further,  I  am  not  aware 
that  the  duty  of  this  House  is  anything  like 
the  duty  which  my  noble  Friend  opposite 
seems  to  think  it  is — the  duty  of  stopping 
our  inquiries  or  discussions  because  we  are 
bound  to  rest  satisfied  with  the  answer  of 
the  Government.  I,  for  one,  am  perfectly 
satisfied  with  it,  because  all  the  answer 
that  has  been  given  by  those  Members  of 
the  Government  who  are  in  the  secret  is, 
that  there  is  qo  secret  at  all;  in  short,  I 
think  all  that  the  Government  has  said 
amounts  only  to  a  roundabout  and  verbose 
manner  of  saying  a  very  simple  thing — 
that  they  know  absolutely  nothing  what- 
ever on  the  subject.  But  it  is  a  subject 
on  which  they  need  have  much  delicacy. 
The  law  with  respect  to  it  is  as  plain  as 
A  B  C — the  expedition  is  a  piratical  expe- 
dition, and  the  men  composing  it  are  to  be 
treated  as  pirates.  That  there  are  8,000 
of  them  does  not  make  them  less  pirates 
than  if  there  were  two — rather,  that  there 
are  8,000  of  them,  only  renders  them  more 
dangerous.  We  are  all  agreed  as  to  the 
treatment  of  pirates — just  as  it  is  the  duty 
of  every  person  to  seize  a  murderer,  so  it 
is  the  duty  of  every  State  to  act  against 
pirates.  It  was  upon  that  assumption  that 
the  House  approved  of  the  conduct  of  Sir 
James  Brooke  in  the  Indian  seas,  where 
there  were  many  hundreds  of  pirates, 
but  their  numbers  did  not  make  them  the 
less  pirates. 


The  Earl  of  ABERDEEN :  There  is 
one  consideration  which  makes  the  ques- 
tion of  my  noble  Friend  perfectly  natu- 
ral in  present  circumstances.  It  will  be  in 
your  Lordships'  recollection,  that  during 
the  whole  preparation  of  this  expedition  wo 
have  been  on  no  very  friendly  relations 
with  the  Spanish  Government;  and,  there- 
fore, it  is  very  natural  for  him  to  inquire 
'whether,  not  with  regard  to  the  affairs  of 
Spain,  but  a  regard  to  British  interests, 
has  led  Her  Majesty's  Government  so  far 
as  to  take  the  proper  steps  to  co-operate 
against  this  piratical  expedition.  If  it 
could  be  supposed  that  our  alienation  and 
estrangement  from  the  Spanish  Govern- 
ment had  rendered  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment lukewarm  in  exercising  a  duty  of  this 
sort,  then  a  very  grave  responsibility  will 
attach  to  Her  Majesty's  Government  in 
consequence. 

Earl  GREY :  I  do  not  understand  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  representing  this 
as  a  delicate  question  on  this  side  of  the 
House.  Those  who  heard  the  observations 
of  my  noble  Friend  the  President  of  the 
Council  heard  him  condemn  the  proceedings 
of  the  expedition  as  strongly  as  did  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  himself;  and  he 
went  further,  and  informed  your  Lordships 
that  the  expedition  was  equally  condemned 
by  the  American  Government.  The  expe- 
dition is  undoubtedly  of  a  piratical  nature; 
but  there  is  some  difference  between  ex- 
pecting Her  Majesty's  Government  to  state 
that  they  have  had  their  attention  called 
to  the  subject,  and  that  they  are  watching 
the  state  of  affairs  in  the  vVest  Indies — 
there  is  a  difference  between  that,  and  at 
once  answering  the  question  whether  any 
and  w)iat  particular  instructions  have  been 
given  by  Her  Majesty's  Government  to 
the  naval  commander-in-chief  as  to  his 
duty  in  respect  of  what  was  going  on* 
Your  Lordships  must  be  perfectly  aware 
that  to  answer  this  question  at  the  present 
moment  would  obviously  be  attended  with 
extreme  inconvenience.  It  is  not  fitting, 
till  accounts  shall  have  been  received  from 
the  West  Indies,  that  Her  Majesty's 
Government  should  give  any  information 
as  to  the  instructions  given  to  the  naval 
conunander  on  that  station  with  respect 
to  his  interference  or  non-interference  in 
the  matter.  There  can  be  no  doubt  as 
to  our  right  to  check  piracy,  but  it  is  a 
different  question  as  to  the  manner  in 
which  we  are  to  exercise  that  right. 

Subject  dropped. 

House  adJQfomed  to  Monday  next. 
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H  0  U  S  B  .0  F    COMMONS,         ^t**®  ?f  things.  He  thought  it  exceedingly 

desirable,  la  order  to  facilitate  the  change 
Friday,  June  7,  1850.  from  one  state  of  things  to  another.      He 

was  sorry  that  he  could  not  go  on  with  the 
Bill  before,  but  other  business  had  inter- 
fered. He  hoped  the  hon.  Gentleman 
would  not  divide  the  House  on  this  occasion. 

Mr.  SLANEY  was  personally  aware  of 
the  benefits  which  arose  from  the  system 
which  this  Bill  proposed  to  enforce.  He 
considered  that  the  Government  might  ex- 
tend the  machinery  of  the  BiU,  and  there- 
by permit  the  landed  interest  to  borrow 
money  upon  landed  security.  He  could 
bear  testimony  to  the  utility  and  advantage 
which  resulted  from  parties  being  enabled 
to  obtain  advances  to  set  persons  at  work 
in  their  particular  districts  in  drainage  ope- 
rations; and  as  that  was  the  object  of  the 
present  measure,  it  had  his  hearty  sup- 
port. There  was  one  suggestion,  however, 
which  he  wished  to  throw  out  to  the  Go- 
vernment. It  happened  that  parties  were 
earnestly  desirous  to  borrow  money  for  the 
sake  of  permanent  improvements,  and  that 
other  parties  in  the  same  neighbourhood 
were  anxious  to  advance  that  money;  and 
he  thought  that  the  Government  might, 
under  such  circumstances,  enable  the  one 
party  to  borrow,  and  the  other  to  lend,  by 
means  of  similar  machinery  to  that  con- 
tained in  this  BiU.  At  present,  great 
trouble  and  expense  were  occasioned  by 
the  investigation  which  had  to  be  made 
into  the  title  of  the  borrowing  party.  He 
called  upon  the  House  to  relieve  the  bor- 
rower from  the  useless  perplexity  of  the 
law.  There  were  innumerable  parties 
ready  to  advance  money;  but  the  man  who 
wanted  it  for  the  improvement  of  his  es- 
tate and  the  employment  of  his  labourers 
was  precluded  from  borrowing  by  the  ab- 
surd intricacies  of  the  law,  and  he,  there- 
fore, called  upon  the  Government  to  take 
the  matter  up. 

Sir  J.  TROLLOPE  said,  in  answer  to 
the  hon.  Member  for  Tavistock,  he  was  not 
aware  that  a  single  one  of  his  hon.  Friends 
around  him  had  made  any  representation 
to  Government  on  this  subject,  and  he  must 
say,  for  himself,  that  there  were  great  ob- 
jections to  the  principle  of  this  Bill.  Go- 
vernment was  to  advance  money  to  land- 
lords, constituting  them  debtors  to  the 
State,  and  giving  Government,  probably,  a 
great  influence  over  them.  There  were 
also  many  objections  to  the  details  of  the 
Bill,  which  he  would  state  when  the  House 
went  into  Committee.  The  hon.  Member 
for   Tavistock    reproached    landlords    for 


MmuTES.]      PuBuo  Bills.  —  1'  Drainage  and 

Improvement  of  Land  Advances ;  Trustees. 
Repirted,'^}xdgeB  of  Assize. 

The  House  met  at  Twelve  of  the  clock 
in  the  New  House  of  Commons. 

DRAINAGE  AND  IMPROVEMENT  OF 
LAND  ADVANCES  BU.L. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." 

Mr.  TRE lawny  moved  as  an  Amend- 
ment that  they  should  go  into  Committee 
that  day  six  months.  He  looked  upon  the 
BiU  as  but  the  re-enactment  of  protection 
in  a  different  shape,  and  he  would  oppose 
any  attempt  to  tax  the  body  of  the  people 
for  the  benefit  of  any  particular  class.  It 
was  not  discreet,  wise,  or  even  honest,  to 
dispose  of  the  money  of  the  nation  to  the 
landowners;  and  if  the  measure  was  in- 
tended to  give  them  compensation  for  any 
loss  they  had  sustained  by  free  trade,  the 
gain  would  be  contemptible,  while  the  prin- 
ciple would  be  utterly  objectionable.  Be- 
sides, it  was  an  unnecessary  increase  of 
the  functions  of  Government.  They  would 
soon  have  all  trades,  businesses,  and  manu- 
factures thrown  on  the  hands  of  Govern- 
ment, and  calling  for  assistance.  The 
money  already  advanced  had  not  been  re- 
paid, and  for  all  these  reasons  he  would 
give  the  Bill  his  most  strenuous  opposi- 
tion. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  from 
the  word  "  That'*  to  the  end  of  the  Ques- 
tion, in  order  to  add  the  words  "  this 
House  will,  upon  this  day  six  months,  re- 
solve itself  into  the  said  Committee,"  in- 
stead thereof. 

Colonel  THOMPSON  was  not  disposed 
to  press  hard  on  the  object  of  the  Motion; 
but  he  would  second  the  Motion,  in  order 
to  bring  out  some  explanation  on  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  Bill. 

.The  CHANCELLOR  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER  said,  he  was  afraid  his  hon.  and 
gallant  Friend  who  seconded  the  Motion 
had  not  been  quite  so  attentive  to  his  Par- 
liamentary duties  as  he  usually  was,  or  he 
would  have  understood  what  was  the  object 
of  this  Bill.  It  was  no  new  purpose,  it 
was  a  purpose  which  had  been  sanctioned 
more  than  once  by  the  House,  and  which 
be  thought  most  desirable  in  the  present 
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The  CHANCELLOR  op  thb  EXCHE- 
QUER was  very  glad  the  hon.  Gentleman 
had  raised  this  point,  because  he  could 
assure  him  that  he  did  not  at  all  wish  to 
take  from  England  its  fair  proportion.  He 
wished  to  do  justice  to  the  enterprise  of 
the  Scotch  proprietors,  but  at  the  same 
time  there  was  a  great  object  to  be  at- 
tained. It  was  very  desirable  to  extend 
the  drainage  of  land  throughout  the  coun- 
try, and  over  as  wide  a  surface  as  possible. 
Of  the  last  2,000,000^.  the  Scotch  nro- 
prietors  had  rather  more  than  1,600,0002. 
The  money  was  all  appropriated  on  the 
principle  simply  of  priority  of  application. 
The  sum  allotted  to  England  was  37 3,000^» 
and  the  six  northern  counties  got  19 1,0002., 
the  whole  of  the  rest  of  England  and  Walte 
having  only  182,0002.  He  thought  that 
reward  should  be  given  to  superior  energy 
and  sharpness,  but  then  the  great  object 
of  obtaining  the  benefit  of  drainage  through- 
out the  length  and  breadth  of  the  land  was 
not  attained.  Without  any  invidious  dis- 
tiuction,  he  thought  it  desirable  to  extend 
the  benefit  of  this  loan  to  every  portion  of 
the  kingdom.  He  proposed  that  applica- 
tions should  be  sent  in  to  a  given  day;  he 
would  apportion  the  money  to  different 
counties,  and  then  he  would  give  the  pre- 
ference to  priority  of  application  in  each 
of  those  counties;  and  then  if  any  was  left 
it  would  be  advanced  to  parties  either  in 
Scotland,  or  elsewhere,  who  made  applica- 
tion. 

Mr.  DRUMMOND  contended,  that  as 
Scotland  required  draining  to  a  greater 
extent  than  England,  the  proposed  prefer- 
ence to  be  given  to  English  counties  in  the 
application  of  the  fund  was  inexpedient 
and  objectionable.  He  hoped  that  some 
facilities  would  be  given  to  small  owners 
for  the  drainage  of  their  lands,  an  arrange- 
ment which  would  be  of  great  advantage 
to  the  labouring  population,  as  well  as  to 
the  smaller  proprietary  classes. 

Lord  H.  VANE  said,  it  was  expedient 
that  some  measure  of  this  kind  should  be 
passed  in  the  present  Session,  because 
there  was  great  distress  amongst  the  small 
proprietors,  and  it  was  roost  desurable  to 
afford  them  the  means  of  carrying  on  im- 
provements. He  differed  from  the  hon. 
Member  for  West  Surrey  with  respect  to 
the  land  improvements  which  were  going 
on  in  the  country.  His  conviction  was 
that  there  were  greater  exertions  than 
ever  made  to  meet  the  difficulties  of  the 
times.  He  much  doubted  the  policy  of 
making  the  grant  available  for  farm  build- 


coming  to  Government  for  advances  on 
their  estates.  If  he  referred  to  the  last 
loan  of  two  millions,  he  found  that  the 
English  landlords  gave  small  encourage- 
ment to  it,  inasmuch  as  they  got  but  a 
very  small  portion  of  it.  Scotchmen  had 
a  different  view,  for  he  found  that  four- 
fifths  of  it  was  advanced  in  that  kingdom. 
The  landlords  of  England  had  made  their 
improvements  at  their  own  cost,  and  if  the 
tenantry  of  England  were  encouraged  by  a 
fair  tenant-right,  the  greater  part  of  this 
work  would  be  undertaken  by  them ;  but 
he  denied  on  the  part  of  the  landlords  of 
England  that  they  were  petitioners  for  the 
bounty  of  Government. 

Mr.  HUME  said,  he  was  opposed  to  all 
Bills  of  this  nature,  believing,  as  he  did, 
that  all  landowners  who  had  good  security 
to  offer  would  find  no  difficulty  in  obtain- 
ing money;  but  he  had  been  told  that  in 
many  parts  of  the  united  kingdom  diffi- 
culties of  that  nature  did  exist,  and  ho 
therefore  could  not  object  to  the  measure 
now.  Besides,  the  House  had  already 
adopted  the  principle,  and  he  did  not  think 
any  hon.  Member,  after  that  approval, 
could  resist  the  Motion  for  going  into  Com- 
mittee. Still,  though  he  did  not  now  feel 
himself  called  upon  to  oppose  the  princi- 
ple, he  was  bound  to  state  that  there  were 
details  in  the  measure  which  he  never 
could  agree  to.  For  instance,  it  would 
appear  that  some  of  this  money  might  be 
expended  on  farm  buildings,  or  provisions, 
which  he  thought  ought  not  to  be  agreed 
to,  and,  therefore,  when  the  House  got 
into  Committee,  he  should  endeavour  to 
get  it  expunged  from  the  Bill. 

Mr.  ROCHE  wished  it  not  to  go  to  the 
country  that  the  landed  interest  was  the 
only  interest  that  had  loans.  They  had 
been  granted  for  railroads  and  for  other 
purposes. 

Question  put,  "  That  the  words  pro- 
posed to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  Ques- 
tion." 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  73;  Noes 
4 :  Majority  69. 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

House  in  Committee;  Mr.  Bemal  in  the 
chair. 

Clause  1. 

Mr.  F.  MACKENZIE  wished  to  know 
what  arrangements  were  to  be  made  as  to 
the  proportion  of  the  money  under  this 
Bill  to  which  Scotland  would  be  entitled  ? 
He  hoped  that  the  present  grant  would  be 
made  on  the  same  unfettered  principle  as 
the  last  one. 
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ings,  because  the  amount  allowed  would  not 
be  sufficient  for  even  drainage  purposes. 
The  case  of  Ireland,  however,  might  form 
an  exception.  On  that  he  would  give  no 
opinion.  He  also  thought  it  a  prudent 
restriction  to  limit  the  amount  which  could 
be  received  by  any  one  applicant  to  5,0001, 

The  CHANCELLOR  or  the  EXCHE- 
QUER  hoped  that  hon.  Gentlemen  would 
not  discuss  the  principle  of  the  Bill,  but 
would  confine  themselves  to  the  clause  be- 
fore the  House. 

Mr.  K.  SEYMER  said,  that  he  had  ap- 
plied  for  a  sum  of  1,0002.,  which  he  ex- 
pended upon  a  farm,  and  after  doing  so  he 
advertised  to  let  the  land,  but  only  one 
person  offered  to  take  it.  The  farm  was 
now  on  his  hands.  Perhaps  this  fact  would 
oool  the  ardour  of  his  Scotch  friends  in 
making  applications. 

Mr.  ELLIS  did  not  think  there  could 
be  a  better  way  of  applying  the  public 
money  than  to  lend  it  on  good  security  for 
the  purpose  of  improving  and  increasing 
the  produce  of  land.  It  was  much  better 
to  have  two  millions  spent  for  such  a  pur- 
pose than  that  it  should  go  to  Ciolifomia  or 
to  South  America. 

Sir  H.  W.  BARRON  supported  the 
Bill.  Unless  measures  of  assistance  were 
rendered  to  Ireland,  the  country  would 
sink  deeper  and  deeper  into  a  state  of  dis- 
tress and  wretchedness.  He  was  bound 
to  tell  the  House  that,  although  he  had 
borrowed  money  under  the  Irish  Act, 
which  he  had  expended  in  improvements 
on  his  farms,  tho  farms  themselves  had 
been  thrown  upon  his  hands.  The  former 
holders,  who  had  rented  them  at  moderate 
rates,  would  not  pay  the  increased  rent 
which  the  drainage  had  rendered  neces- 
sary, and  the  consequence  was  the  land  had 
been  unoccupied  for  the  last  nine  months. 
The  fact  was,  farming  had  become  unpro- 
fitable, and,  unless  something  were  imme- 
diately done  to  arrest  the  progress  of  de- 
struction that  was  now  going  on,  he  could 
not  answer  for  the  consequences  in  Ire- 
land. Never  had  so  much  distress  been 
felt  amongst  the  agricultural  labourers  of 
that  country — it  was  impossible  for  them 
to  find  work  anywhere;  and,  however  use- 
ful Bills  of  this  nature  might  be  in  a 
limited  sphere,  it  was  hopeless  to  expect 
general  prosperity  or  contentment  amongst 
the  agricultural  interests  of  the  united 
kingdom  till  some  extensive  measure  were 
passed  for  their  especial  relief.  Without 
some  measure  of  relief,  the  landlords  in 
Ireland  were  in  suoh  a  condition  as  not  to 


be  able  to  give  employment  to  the  mass  of 
poor  people  in  that  country.  He  would 
support  the  clause. 

Mr.  TRE LAWNY  hoped  that  nothing 
would  be  done,  and  that  no  further  discus- 
sion would  take  place  calculated  to  foment 
jealousies  between  the  countries  which 
formed  the  united  kingdom. 

Clause  1  agreed  to  ;   as  were 

Clauses  2  and  3. 

Clause  4. 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  that  this  was  the  clause  on 
which  perhaps  the  principal  discussion 
would  arise;  and  so  far  from  wishing  to 
deprecate  that  discussion,  he  was  anxious 
that  the  clause  should  be  fully  discussed. 
Hon.  Gentlemen  were  aware  that  up  to  tho 
present  time  advances  had  been  made  for 
the  purposes  of  draining  only;  but  really 
all  that  the  Government  had  to  do  was  to 
see  that  there  was  adequate  security  for 
the  money  advanced.  In  bringing  this 
clause  under  the  notice  of  the  Committee, 
he  was  bound  to  say  that  they  must  not 
only  look  for  adequate  security,  but  they 
were  at  the  same  time  bound  to  look  to 
the  interest  of  other  parties  not  now  in 
possession  of  landed  estates;  they  were 
bound  to  do  justice  to  those  who  were  to 
come  after  tenants  for  life.  The  most 
difficult  case  with  which  they  had  to  deal 
would  be  that  of  the  tenant  for  life;  and 
he  was  quite  ready  to  say  that  persons  in* 
terested  in  a  property  where  there  was  an 
estate  for  life  ought  not  to  be  charged 
for  improvements  from  which  they  might 
possibly  derive  no  advantage  whatever. 
Against  such  unfairness  he  trusted  that 
the  Bill  would  sufficiently  provide.  As  to 
the  probable  rate  of  advantage,  he  might 
speak  of  that  as  being  6^  per  cent;  thus, 
if  a  man  having  land  which  yielded  him 
100?.  per  annum  borrowed  1001.  for  the 
purpose  of  draining  it,  then  his  income 
would  at  least  be  augmented  to  the  extent 
of  106Z.  IO5.,  and  thus  there  would  be 
aniple  security  for  money  laid  out,  provided 
the  Government  had  a  certificate,  as  he 
intended  they  should  have,  that  the  con- 
templated improvements  on  the  land  would 
be  likely  to  yield  a  return  of  6 J  per  cent. 
So  much  for  the  general  features  of  the 
Bill.  With  respect  to  the  particular  clause 
before  the  Committee,  he  admitted  that  it 
was  open  to  considerable  objection.  He 
believed  that  in  many  cases  it  would  be 
found  advantageous  to  consolidate  tho 
small  farms,  and  to  have  larger  buildings  on 
the  farms  so  consolidated.     Bat  who  was 
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to  decide  upon  that  f  and  were  tbe  country 
Gentlemen  prepared  to  say  that  they  would 
submit  to  the  interference  of  a  Goyem- 
ment  inspector  in  carrying  out  this  clause  ? 
For  himself,  as  an  owner  of  land,  he  would 
do  no  such  thing.  If  farm  buildings  were 
erected  under  this  clause,  it  would  be  ne- 
cessary that  precaution  should  be  taken 
for  keepmg  them  in  repair,  and  also  for 
insurance;  for  it  would  be  very  hard  upon 
the  remainderman  if  he  were  to  be  saddled 
with  an  annuity  when  the  buildings  had  been 
allowed  to  be  dilapidated,  or  when  they  had 
been  burnt  down.  Means  must,  therefore, 
be  taken  to  compel  the  tenant  for  life  to 
keep  the  buildings  in  repair,  and  to  insure 
them;  but  would  it  not  be  necessary  for 
tbo  inspector  under  the  Act  to  see  to  this? 
This  difficulty  in  regard  to  the  necessary 
interference  constituted  in  his  mind  a  great 
objection  to  the  clause,  although  it  might 
perhaps  be  got  over.  It  was  clear  that  the 
interests  of  the  remainderman  could  not  be 
protected  without  some  power  of  interfer- 
ence and  supenrision,  however  unwilling  ho 
was  to  institute  it.  He  had  inserted  the 
clause  in  deference  to  the  opinions  expressed 
by  many  hon.  Members,  and  he  now  left  the 
matter  to  be  discussed  by  the  House. 

Sir  J.  TROLLOPE  would  move  that 
the  whole  of  the  clause  be  expunged  from 
the  Bill;  and  this,  notwithstanding  the  ad- 
vantages which  foUowed  the  warping  of 
land.  In  some  parts  of  Lincolnshire  and 
Yorkshire,  the  waters  from  the  rivers 
being  suffered  to  cover  the  land,  an  alluvial 
deposit  was  left  when  the  water  was  drawn 
off,  which  enabled  the  farmers  to  grow 
wheat  and  potatoes  in  alternate  years  upon 
land  that,  before  it  was  thus  enriched  by 
warping,  was  of  very  little  value.  This 
practice  had  been  so  extensively  adopted 
on  the  banks  of  the  Trent  and  the  Ouse, 
that  the  potatoes  supplied  to  the  London 
market  were  almost  exclusively  grown  in 
that  part  of  the  country.  The  warping  of 
land  being  so  beneficial  might  safely  be 
left  to  private  enterprise;  and  with  regard 
to  any  portion  of  the  loan  being  devoted 
to  farm  buildings,  the  objections  were  so 
numerous  that  he  would  not  enter  upon 
them.  The  hon.  Member  for  West  Surrey 
was  favourable  to  small  farms;  but  his  suc- 
cessor might  wish  to  consolidate  them  into 
larger  holdings,  and  then  what  would  be- 
come of  these  farm  buildings  ?  The  coun- 
try would  be  covered  by  inspectors  to  see 
if  the  buildings  were  kept  in  repair;  and 
tho  objections  urged  by  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  were  so  valid,  that  he  hoped 


to  see  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  voting  for 
his  (Sir  J.  Trollope's)  Amendment,  and 
against  his  own  clause. 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  thb  EXCHE- 
QUER would  agree  to  expunge  from  the 
clause  all  reference  to  "warping,*'  and 
"  farm  buildings  "  would  then  stand  alone. 

Mb.  F.  FRENCH  could  not  agree  to 
leave  out  the  word  "  warping''  in  the  4th 
clause,  although  the  clause  referred  only 
to  Great  Britain;  because,  if  it  were  struck 
out  from  this  clause,  he  had  but  a  small 
chance  of  seeing  it  retained  in  the  8th 
clause,  which  referred  to  Ireland.  The 
process  of  warping  was  not  confined  to 
Lincolnshire  and  Yorkshire;  it  had  been 
most  advantageously  introduced  into  Ire- 
land. Some  streams  had  been  retained, 
and  diverted  upon  land  of  small  value, 
where  they  had  left  a  rich  alluvial  deposit 
of  two  feet  deep.  It  would  be  desirable, 
he  thought,  to  retain  the  word  '•  warping" 
in  the  clause,  because  it  might  be  the 
means  of  introducing  the  practice  in  many 
quarters  where  it  was  at  present  unknown. 

The  words  relating  to  warping  were 
then  struck  out  of  the  clause. 

Mr.  DRUMMOND  thought  it  would  be 
far  better  to  expunge  the  whole  of  the 
clause. 

Sir  H.  VERNEY  was  in  favour  of  re- 
taining  the  clause,  now  that  it  applied 
solely  to  farm  buildings.  Whp  certified 
that  the  drainage  was  kept  in  an  efficient 
state,  and  why  not  object  to  the  inspection 
of  drainage  ?  The  inspector  would  certify 
the  necessity  for  new  farm  buildings,  and 
he  would  see  that  the  works  were  properly 
executed. 

Mr.  W.  miles  thought  that  tho  diffi- 
culty arose  from  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  having  deviated  from  what  he 
himself  believed  to  be  the  proper  course. 
The  advances  for  drainage  had  been  found 
so  beneficial,  that  Government  ought  to 
have  objected  to  any  portion  of  the  loan 
being  appropriated  to  any  other  purpose. 
The  process  of  warping  was  found  te  bo 
advantageous  in  the  part  of  the  country 
alluded  to  by  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  South  Lincolnshire,  because  the  waters 
of  the  Humber  and  the  Ouse  left  behind 
them  a  peculiarly  rich  deposit;  but  he 
knew  of  no  other  part  of  the  country  where 
the  same  advantages  had  been  obtained  by 
this  practice;  and  if  it  were  supposed  that 
by  constructing  riuices  and  canals  for 
warping  elsewhere  on  the  same  plan,  the 
same  benefits  would  be  obtained,  people 
might  be  greatly  mistaken.     Ho  thought 
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that  the  ohjections  made  hj  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  to  the  present  clause 
were  unanswerable. 

Sir  G.  STRICKLAND  said,  that  the 
money  to  be  appropriated  under  this  Act 
was  a  limited  sum,  and  the  question 
was,  how  to  make  the  best  use  of  it. 
Now,  if  the  House  determined  to  em- 
ploy it  in  erecting  farm  buildings  all 
oyer  the  country,  they  would  so  far  limit 
the  outlay  for  drainage  that  they  would 
do  no  good  with  it.  It  would  be  much 
better  for  the  Goyemment  to  lay  out  a 
sum  for  arterial  drainage,  and  leaye  the 
proprietors  of  laud  to  drain  into  it.  It 
was  not  a  becoming  thing  to  see  the 
landed  gentry  of  England  coming  before 
that  House  in  formd  pauperis  to  borrow  a 
little  money  wherewith  to  erect  farm  build- 
ings upon  their  estates.  They  were  not  so 
hi^d  pressed  as  to  be  unable  to  raise  this 
money  for  themselves. 

Captain  PELHAM  approved  of  the 
omission  of  warping;  but  the  question  for 
the  Committee  was,  whether  the  proposed 
arrangements  could  be  practically  carried 
out.  Before  advances  were  made  for  farm 
buildings,  plans  of  the  contemplated  erec- 
tions ought  to  be  submitted  to  Govern- 
ment, and  the  expense  ought  to  be  strictly 
limited  in  each  case.  He  hoped  the  Com- 
mittee would  not  consent  to  expunge  farm 
buildings  from  the  clause.  The  operation 
of  the  Act  would  be  somewhat  complicated 
where  reversionary  interests  existed;  but 
means  might  be  found  to  protect  those. 

Mr.  rice  said,  the  money  could  not  be 
devoted  to  repairs  of  existing  farm  build- 
ings. It  must  be  expended  in  the  erection 
of  new  buildings,  and  these  would  be  con- 
structed under  efficient  inspection. 

Mr.  buck  said,  no  assistance  like  that 
proposed  by  the  present  Bill  would  effec- 
tually remove  all  the  difficulties  under 
which  the  farmers  of  this  country  now  la- 
boured. Mere  buildings  alone  would  not 
extricate  the  farmers  from  the  position  in 
which  they  had  been  placed  by  recent  le- 
gislation. There  were  many  instances  in 
which  neither  the  application  of  capital, 
skill,  nor  labour  could  enable  the  agricul- 
turist to  meet  the  present  fall  in  prices. 
He  thought,  however,  it  would  be  better 
to  confine  the  object  of  the  Bill  to  drain- 
age alone. 

Mr.  SLANEY  said,  that  facility  ought 
to  be  given  for  small  proprietors  to  get  a 
portion  of  these  advances.  Many  of  them 
did  not  know  how  the  application  was  to 
Iw  made;  it  would  be  better  that  it  should 


be  done  through  some  county  officer.  As 
to  farm  buildings,  a  custom  had  prevail- 
ed in  the  north  of  England  and  Wales  of 
building  them  very  much  together  in  small 
villages.  The  increased  liability  to  fire 
had  shown  the  impolicy  of  this  plan;  and 
many  farmers  were  anxious  [to  have  their 
buildings  on  the  middle  of  the  farm,  which 
these  advances  might  enable  them  to  do. 
At  present,  a  person  having  only  a  life  in- 
terest could  not  possibly  spend  anything  on 
improvements;  and  he  trusted  the  case  of 
those  parties  would  be  considered.  The 
cost  of  conveyance  of  landed  property 
ought  to  be  reduced,  for  its  burden  was 
greater  than  that  of  the  local  taxes. 

Mr.  moody  was  of  opinion  that  it 
would  be  improper  to  give  the  power  of 
charging  property  with  the  erection  of  new 
buildings.  He  thought,  generally  speak- 
ing, it  would  be  found  that  the  erection  of 
buildings  would  follow  the  improvement  of 
the  land. 

Mr.  DEEDES  thought  all  interesto 
might  be  sufficiently  protected  if  care 
were  taken  that  good  and  substantial 
buildings  were  erected ;  for  in  that  case 
they  would  last  long  enough  to  be  of  be- 
nefit to  the  reversioner.  But,  seeing  the 
feeling  of  the  House,  he  thought  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  should  consent  to 
withdraw  the  clause;  and  perhaps  on  a 
future  occasion  he  might  be  able  to  urge 
the  matter  with  greater  force. 

Mr.  C.  BRUCE  believed  that  great  ad- 
vantage would  arise  to  the  extensive  new 
farms  which  had  been  brought  into  exist- 
ence under  the  late  Act  if  they  were  allow- 
ed to  apply  to  the  erection  of  buildings  on 
those  farms  part  of  the  money  advanced 
by  Government.  As  he  believed  that  ad- 
vances would  be  made  in  future  years,  he 
hoped  that  this  point  would  then  be  taken 
into  serious  consideration;  but  in  the  mean- 
time he  would  not  insist  upon  the  clause 
being  retained. 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER had  inserted  the  clause  in  the  Bill 
for  the  purpose  of  eliciting  the  opinion  of 
the  House;  but  his  own  opinion  coincided 
with  that  of  the  majority  of  Members  who 
had  spoken,  that  it  would  be  better  to  ex- 
punge the  clause  altogether.  He  would 
therefore  vote  for  the  omission  of  the 
clause. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  put,  '*  That 
the  Clause,  as  amended,  stand  part  of 
the  Bill." 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  45; 
Noes  107 :  Majority  62. 
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Clauses  5,  6,  and  7,  were  then  agreed 
to. 

Clause  8. 

The  CHANCELLOR  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  this  was  a  similar  clause  to 
the  one  that  had  just  heen  struck  out,  only 
that  its  operations  were  applicahle  to  Ire- 
land, and,  as  hofore,  he  would  hear  the 
opinion  of  Members  before  he  came  to  a 
decision  on  the  clause.  It  might  be  that 
the  same  objections  did  not  apply  to  the 
case  of  Ireland  as  to  that  of  the  other  parts 
of  the  empire. 

Mr.  ROCHE,  seeing  that  the  House 
was  inclined  to  assent  to  the  clause,  would 
move  that  in  addition  to  "  farm  buildings," 
there  should  bo  inserted  the  words,  "  in- 
cluding buildings  for  the  steeping,  drying, 
and  cleansing  of  flax,  and  also  such  ma- 
chinery and  apparatus  for  the*  aboyemen- 
tioned  purposes  as  may  come  under  the 
denomination  of  fixtures."  In  the  pre- 
sent unfortunate  state  of  the  people  of 
Ireland,  he  looked  upon  the  proposal  he 
had  now  to  make  as  one  of  very  great  im- 
portance. Viewing  the  subject  entirely  as 
one  of  labour,  ho  found  that  in  Ireland  the 
expense  of  cultivating  an  acre  of  com  was 
21.  Is.  6(2.,  and  an  acre  of  flax,  41.  13s. 
The  quantity  of  flax  imported  from  abroad 
amounted  to  what  would  be  grown  on 
400,000  acres  of  land,  so  that  if  it  was 
cultivated  in  Ireland  there  would  be  ex- 
pended upon  it  in  labour,  a  sum  of 
l,860,000i.,  while  for  the  same  number  of 
acres  of  com  the  expenditure  would  be 
only  830,000?.,  making  upwards  of  one 
million  in  favour  of  flax.  When  they  had 
the  prospect  of  such  results  as  those  from 
the  encouragement  of  the  growth  of  flax 
in  Ireland,  ho  thought  he  was  warranted 
in  bringing  the  matter  before  the  House. 
At  the  present  rate  of  wages  in  Ireland, 
this  would  support  125,000  heads  of  fami- 
lies, or,  at  the  average  rate  now  expended 
in  support  of  paupers  in  one  Irish  work- 
house, it  would  feed  500,000  souls.  He 
was  confident  that  if  due  encouragement 
was  given  by  Parliament,  Ireland  would 
become  a  large  exporter  of  flax;  and  if 
there  could  be  no  doubt  of  the  benefits 
which  would  flow  to  Ireland,  as  little  could 
there  be  that  an  increased  growth  of  flax 
would  be  of  the  greatest  importance  to 
England.  The  prospects  of  Manchester, 
as  regarded  the  price  of  cotton  were  at 
present  very  gloomy;  but  here  was  a  better 
article  to  be  had'  at  a  cheaper  rate,  the 
produce  of  native  industry,  and  for  the 
supply  of  which  they  had  do  reason  to  de- 


pend upon  foreigners.  If,  as  he  had  shown, 
it  was  important  to  extend  the  cultivation 
of  flax  in  Ireland  to  any  great  extent,  it 
would  be  necessary  altogether  to  sepa- 
rate the  two  processes  of  cultivation  and 
preparation,  leaving  the  former  to  the  far- 
mer, and  confining  the  latter  to  a  class 
called  factors.  It  would  be  necessary  to 
bring  into  operation  the  new  system  of 
steeping  and  scutching  at  present  in  vogue 
in  some  parts  of  Ireland,  and  it  was  to  fa- 
cilitate the  erection  of  these  concerns  on 
Irish  estates  that  he  now  proposed  this 
addition  to  the  clause. 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHB- 
QUER  said  that,  considering  the  limited 
sum  he  had  to  appropriate  to  the  purposes 
of  drainage,  he  was  not  prepared  to  ex- 
tend assistance  to  other  objects,  especially 
as  he  found  it  to  be  the  fact  that  in  the 
west  of  Ireland  persons  who  had  used  ma- 
chinery for  scutching  flax  had  dispensed 
with  it,  and  had  adopted  working  by  hand 
as  a  better  and  more  economical  system. 
With  regard  to  granting  loans  for  the  con- 
struction of  farm  buildings  in  Ireland,  he 
was  willing,  as  it  appeared  to  be  the  ge- 
neral wish  of  Gentlemen  connected  with 
that  country,  and  as  there  were  possibly 
circumstances  in  relation  to  Ireland  which 
did  not  exist  in  respect  to  England,  to  as- 
sent to  that  proposition. 

Amendment  withdrawn.  Clause  agreed 
to. 

House  resumed. 

Bill  reported  as  amended. 

RIGHT  OF  PETITIONING— POST  OFFICE 

PATRONAGE. 

Mr.  C.  ANSTEY  presented  a  petition 
from  about  130  of  the  clerks  in  the  Money 
Order  Department  of  the  Post  Office,  com- 
plaining of  a  gross  grievance  they  had  re- 
cently suffered  in  respect  to  the  dispensa- 
tion of  patronage.  It  appeared  that  there 
had  lately  been  a  vacancy  in  the  presi- 
dency of  the  department,  to  whica  the 
chief  clerk  was  promoted,  and  he  had 
stated  to  the  senior  clerk  that  he  should 
recommend  him  to  succeed  him.  Soon 
after,  however,  ho  had  informed  him  that 
Mr.  Rowland  Hill,  the  Postmaster  Gene- 
ral's Secretary,  would  not  recommend  any 
one  of  the  clerks  to  the  vacancy  in  that 
department,  unless  they  all  signed  a  writ- 
ten statement  to  the  effect  that  a  certain 
memorial  they  had  presented  was  untrae. 

Mb.  HAYTER  rose  to  order,  urging 
that  the  hon.  Member  ought  not  to  b^  £ 
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lowed,  on  the  presentation  of  a  petition,  to 
enter  into  all  these  statements. 

Mr.  speaker  said,  that  the  hon.  and 
learned  Memher  had  a  right  to  state  the 
substance  of  his  petition,  and  then  to  read 
its  prayer. 

Mr.  C.  ANSTEY  :  The  clerks  of  the 
department  had  previously  signed  a  docu- 
ment, expressive  of  their  apology  for  any- 
thing that  might  have  offended  the  Post- 
master General,  but  naturally  declined  to 
declare  that  their  memorial  was  false  in 
fact,  because  it  was,  in  fact,  true.  How- 
ever, the  vacancy  was  afterwards  (contrary 
to  the  usual  course  of  practice)  filled  up  by 
a  person  brought  from  Edinburgh,  who 
stood  ten  grades  lower  in  the  office  than 
the  senior  clerks  passed  over,  and  who  had 
been  declared  unfit  on  a  former  occasion 
for  promotion.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member,  having  brought  up  his  petition, 
gave  notice  that  he  would  bring  it  before 
the  House,  and  ho  moved  that  it  be 
printed  *•  with  the  Votes"  for  that  pur- 
pose. 

Mr;  THORNELY  said,  it  was  very  im- 
portant for  the  House  to  consider  whether 
they  would  put  the  country  to  the  expense 
of  printing  for  parties  who  might  consider 
themselves  aggrieved  by  the  conduct  of 
their  superiors,  in  any  of  the  Government 
departments,  no  matter  whether  it  were 
the  Customs,  the  Excise,  or  the  Post 
Office.  It  was  for  the  House  to  consider 
whether  or  no  it  was  right  to  make  Parlia- 
ment a  court  of  appeal  in  matters  like  this. 
For  his  part,  he  did  not  think  it  was,  and 
he  therefore  put  it  to  the  House  if  it  would 
not  be  better  to  leave  the  petition  to  be 
printed  in  the-  ordinary  course  of  business, 
when  it  had  come  before  the  Committee  on 
Public  Petitions? 

Mr.  DISRAELI  hoped  the  House  would 
hesitate  before  they  accepted  the  views  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman  who  had  just  sat  down. 
He  had  always  understood  that  any  party 
who  felt  himself  aggrieved  by  the  conduct 
of  a  public  department  could  appeal  to  that 
House  for  redress,  if  there  was  no  other 
channel  open  to  him;  and  bethought  it 
would  be  exceedingly  dangerous  to  inter- 
fere with  that  principle.  The  right  of  ap- 
peal, indeed,  was  part  of  the  liberty  of  the 
subject. 

Mr.  FORSTER  agreed  with  the  hon. 
Member  for  Buckinghamshire,  that  the 
House  ought  to  hesitate  in  this  matter. 
The  House  held  the  head  of  each  public 
department  responsible  for  all  its  proceed- 
luqgs;  but  if  the  House  interfered  between 


them  and  their  employes,  how  could  they 
insist  on  maintaining  that  rule  ? 

Mr.  J.  STUART  said,  that  was  not 
quite  the  correct  view  of  the  matter.  The 
question  was  not  whether  the  House  would 
interfere,  but  whether  it  would  listen  to  a 
complaint.  He  understood  that  one  ground 
of  complaint  was,  that  the  claims  of  these 
parties  had  been  rejected  because  they  had 
refused  to  work  on  a  Sunday. 

Mr.  W.  patten  thought  it  would  be 
better  to  defer  this  Motion  till  the  petition 
had  been  before  the  Committee  on  Public 
Petitions. 

Mr.  HAYTER  said,  the  great  incon- 
venience which  resulted  from  stating  the 
contents  of  petitions  like  this  was,  that 
they  went  forth  to  the  world  as  if  they 
were  founded  in  truth.  Now,  so  far  from 
that  being  the  case  in  this  instance,  he 
could  assure  the  House  that  many  state- 
ments in  the  petition  were  founded  upon 
error.  He  should  not  properly  discharge 
his  duty  if  he  did  not  say  that  most  of  those 
statements  were  founded  in  error. 

Colonel  THOMPSON  suggested  that 
the  House  was  bound  to  receive  petitions, 
but  not  to  print  them. 

Mr.  W.  brown  considered  that  the 
House  ought  not  to  entertain  such  peti- 
tions. 

Sir  G.  grey  said,  the  hon.  Member 
seemed  to  imply  that  there  had  been  an 
objection  to  the  reception  of  the  petition  ; 
that  was  not  so,  the  petition  having  been 
received,  and  the  only  question  now  was, 
whether  it  should  be  printed  with  the  Votes. 
The  Chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Peti- 
tions had  stated  that  it  would  shortly  come 
before  them,  and  they  would  have  to  de- 
cide whether  it  should  be  printed  or  not, 
before  it  was  competent  for  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber to  bring  a  Motion  on  the  subject  before 
the  House.  That  was  a  practice  which  be 
(Sir  G.  Grey)  thought  it  was  very  desir- 
able the  House  should  follow,  and  he  hoped 
the  hon.  Member  would  abide  by  it  on  the 
present  occasion. 

Mr.  DISRAELI :  But  the  Chairman  of 
Public  Petitions  and  several  hon.  Members 
opposite  have  even  objected  to  the  recep- 
tion of  such  petitions. 

Mr.  BARNARD  hoped  no  limitation 
would  be  imposed  upon  the  right  of  Mem- 
bers to  present  petitions,  or  to  state  the 
substance  of  them,  for  the  present  rule 
was  a  restriction  of  the  liberty  that  former- 
ly prevailed  in  this  respect,  and  under 
which  any  Member  might  originate  a  dis- 
cussion ou  the  presentation  of  a  petition. 
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The  public  were  apparently  content  with 
the  present  moderate  Bjstem,  but  would 
not  be  likely  to  acquiesce  in  its  further 
curtailment. 

Lord  D.  STUART  thought  it  was  very 
desirable  and  important  that  they  should 
know  what  the  rule  of  the  House  was  with 
regard  to  the  printing  of  petitions.  He 
understood  that  if  an  hon.  Member  wished 
to  found  a  Motion  on  any  petition,  it  was 
the  practice  to  allow  him  to  move  that  it 
be  printed  with  the  Votes.  The  petition 
under  discussion  appeared  to  refer  to  a 
subject  of  some  importance;  and,  as  ho 
thought  it  very  proper  that  clerks  in  the 
Post  Office  should  be  enabled  to  state  their 
grievances  to  the  House,  it  seemed  to  him 
that  the  best  way  of  allowing  them  to  do 
so  was  to  print  their  petition  with  the 
Votes. 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL  said,  the  only  ques- 
tion was  whether,  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  having  presented  a  petition,  and 
wished  it- to  be  printed  with  the  Votes,  it 
was  not  desirable  to  do  what  they  had  done 
in  other  cases,  rather  refer  the  petition  to 
the  Printing  Committee  than  to  print  it  at 
once,  on  the  ground  that  it  would  be  print- 
ed by  the  Committee  before  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  would  have  an  oppor- 
tunity of  bringing  forward  the  subject  of 
it  by  notice.  There  was  no  doubt  as  to  the 
rule.  If  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
should  bring  forward  a  Motion  on  the  sub- 
ject before  the  petition  was  printed,  the 
House  would  agree  to  the  Motion  for  its 
being  printed.  The  only  question,  there- 
fore, now  was  rather  one  of  expense.  It 
must  be  in  the  discretion  of  every  hon. 
Member,  whether  he  thought  he  could 
bring  forward  such  a  Motion  as  to  justify 
him  to  ask  for  the  printing  of  a  petition. 

Mr.  THORNELY  said,  it  was  a  Question 
for  the  House  to  consider  whether  tnc  com- 
plaints of  the  clerks  in  the  Post  Office,  in 
the  shape  of  a  petition,  should  be  printed 
or  not. 

Sir  R.  peel  thought  the  usual  prac- 
tice had  been,  if  an  hon.  Gentleman  con- 
sidered the  allegations  of  a  petition  were 
well  founded,  that  he  would  bring  forward 
a  Motion  upon  it,  to  permit  the  petition  to 
be  printed  with  the  Votes;  and  it  would  be 
a  very  unwise  rule  to  lay  down,  that  be- 
cause a  petition  proceeded  from  clerks  in 
any  office,  the  House  would  not  print  their 
petition.  The  question  now  to  be  con- 
sidered was,  not  whether  that  House  was 
to  be  constituted  a  court  of  appeal  in  such 
a  case  against  the  superior  officers  of  aoy 


establishment,  but  whether  they  should  de- 
part from  the  general  usage  of  the  House 
with  regard  to  a  petition  to  which  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  stated  he  would  call 
the  attention  of  the  House. 

Colonel  R  A  WD  ON  referred  to  a  similar 
case  in  the  last  Session  of  Parliament,  on 
which  he  had  consulted  Mr.  Speaker.  It 
had  always  been  in  the  power  of  the  House 
to  prevent  the  printing  of  a  petition,  al- 
though it  was  in  the  power  of  the  hon. 
Member  at  any  time  to  move  it. 

Mu.  BROTHERTON  said,  it  was  con- 
sidered the  better  plan  to  refer  the  peti- 
tion to  the  Printing  Committee,  and  then 
the  Member  was  not  put  under  the  neces- 
sity of  giving  notice  of  a  Motion  which  he 
never  intended  to  bring  forward,  merely  to 
get  the  petition  printed. 

Mr.  C.  ANSTEY  said,  it  was  his  in- 
tention to  bring  the  petition  and  the  alle- 
gations connected  with  the  subject,  under 
the  serious  consideration  of  Parliament; 
but  he  thought  that  the  petition  ought  to 
be  printed,  and  ought  to  be  printed  soon, 
so  that  the  question  might  come  under 
their  consideration  in  the  most  convenient 
shape.  Unfortunately,  if  the  House  now 
decided  against  him,  ho  should  have  the 
power  and  influence  of  the  Chairman  of  Pe- 
titions against  him;  for  the  hon.  Gentleman 
thought  that  this  was  not  a  subject  on 
which  the  House  ought  to  encourage  peti- 
tioners. He  (Mr.  Anstey)  hoped  that  the 
Motion  would  not  be  rejected,  and  that 
they  should  not  set  the  first  departure  from 
what  had  hitherto  been  the  practice  merely 
because  Gentlemen  had  the  honour  of  being 
clerks  in  the  Post  Office. 

Mr.  THORNELY  said,  that  hehad  given 
no  opinion  whether  the  petition  ought  to  be 
printed  or  not. 

Mr.  HORSMAN  said,  it  appeared  to 
him  the  question  was  whether  they  should 
depart  from  the  usual  rule.  Although  it 
was  a  petition  from  clerks  in  a  public  office, 
yet  they  must  remember  that  that  was  an 
important  class,  and  he  thought  it  very 
unwise  that  they  shonld  hesitate  about 
printing  the  petition. 

Mr.  HUME  apprehended  that  if  the 
petition  went  upstairs  it  would  be  printed 
as  a  matter  of  course.  If  it  was  not,  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  would  bring 
forward  a  Motion  that  it  be  printed;  but  he 
took  it  for  granted  that  in  forty-eight  hours 
the  petition  would  be  in  the  hands  of  every 
Member. 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL  said,  if  the  hon. 
Gentloman*B  object  was  to  have  the  peti* 
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tion  printed  with  the  Votes,  in  order  to 
draw  more  attention  to  it,  that  ohject  was 
not  in  conformity  with  the  Motion.  If,  on 
the  contrary,  he  wished  the  petition  to  be 
printed  in  order  to  found  a  Motion  upon  it, 
though  he  (Lord  J.  Russell)  thought  it  an 
unnecessary  expense,  he  did  not  think  the 
House  would  ohject  to  it. 
Motion  agreed  to. 

THE  NATIONAL  GALLERY. 

Colonel  RAWDON  begged  to  put  the 
following  questions  to  the  noble  Lord  at 
the  head  of  the  Government : — Whether 
the  inquiry  which  was  instituted  respecting 
the  state  of  the  pictures  in  the  National 
Gallery,  with  a  view  to  their  better  pre- 
servation, had  terminated ;  and,  if  so, 
would  the  information  be  given  to  the 
House?  2.  Whether  any  proposal  had 
been  made  by  the  Government  to  the 
Royal  Academy,  with  a  view  of  obtaining 
for  the  public  collection  of  pictures  the 
entire  of  the  National  Gallery  building  ; 
and,  if  so,  what  answer  had  been  given  ? 
3.  Whether  any  supplemental  vote  in  the 
present  Estimates  would  be  called  for  to 
carry  out  the  proposition  ?  4.  Whether  it 
was  the  intention  of  Government,  before 
taking  final  steps  for  permanently  locating 
the  pictures  on  the  present  site,  to  insti- 
tute an  inquiry,  by  a  Committee  of  this 
House  or  otherwise,  in  order  to  ascertain 
whether  or  not  it  would  be  expedient  to 
allocate  the  pictures  in  Trafalgar-square  ? 
He  wished  to  direct  the  attention  of  the 
noble  Lord  to  the  following  allegations : — 
That  it  was  in  evidence  before  Committees 
of  that  House  that  the  present  building  in 
Trafalgar-square  was  insufficient  to  its 
purpose  as  a  national  gallery,  and  unwor- 
thy of  this  metropolis  ;  that  half  of  it  was 
not  fireproof ;  that  there  was  not  height 
for  placing  properly  works  of  art  which 
were  now  or  could  bo  put  into  it ;  that 
there  was  no  room  for  arrangement  of 
schools  ;  and  that  individuals  were  deter- 
red therefore  from,  rather  than  invited,  as 
ihey  ought  to  be,  to  become  contribi^tors 
to  our  national  collection. 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL  said,  that  an  in- 
quiry had  been  entered  into  with  respect 
to  the  state  of  the  pictures  in  the  National 
Gallery  with  a  view  to  their  better  preser- 
vation, and  the  gentlemen  appointed  to 
conduct  the  inquiry  had  made  a  report  on 
the  subject.  The  report  described  the 
present  state  of  the  pictures,  and  offered 
suggestions  for  their  better  preservation; 
batita  autibora  requested  time  to  prosecute 


further  inquiries  on  the  subject,  more  par- 
ticularly in  connexion  with  pictures  on  the 
Continent.  The  report  had  been  referred 
to  the  trustees  of  the  National  Gallery, 
and  would  shortly  be  laid  before  the  House. 
In  the  next  place,  he  had  to  state  that,  in 
conformity  with  the  opinion  expressed  by 
a  Committee  of  the  House,  which  took 
into  consideration  the  use  to  which  the 
building  in  Trafalgar-square  was  applied, 
he  had  made  a  proposal  to  the  Royal 
Academy,  which  had  for  its  object  the 
obtaining  of  the  whole  of  the  building  for 
the  exclusive  exhibition  of  the  national 
pictures.  The  Royal  Academy  had  re- 
turned an  answer  expressing  a  general  de- 
sire to  comply  with  the  wishes  of  the  Go- 
vernment in  that  respect.  With  the  in- 
formation now  before  the  Government  re- 
lative to  the  state  of  the  national  pictures, 
it  appeared  desirable  that  before  proposing 
any  vote  on  the  subject,  further  inquiry 
should  be  made  as  to  whether  it  was  desir- 
able finally  to  allocate  the  national  pictures 
in  Trafalgar-square.  For  that  purpose, 
he  would,  early  next  week,  move  for  the 
appointment  of  a  Select  Committee,  com- 
posed, as  far  as  possible,  of  the  Members 
who  served  on  the  former  Committee,  who 
would  be  required  to  state  their  opinion  as 
to  the  best  mode  of  preserving  the  national 
pictures,  and  as  to  whether  Trafalgar- 
square  offered  the  best  site  for  a  National 
Gallery. 

COURT  OF  CHANCERY. 
Mr.  J.  STUART  rose  to  put  a  ques- 
tion to  the  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the 
Government  connected  with  the  adminis- 
tration of  justice  in  the  highest  court  in 
the  kingdom.  A  few  days  ago  the  noble 
Lord  announced  the  resignation  of  Lord 
Cottenham,  by  which  the  Court  of  Chan- 
cery was  deprived  of  the  Judge  who  pre- 
sided over  the  administration  of  justice 
there,  and  the  Cabinet  of  one  of  its  most 
distinguished  Members.  The  noble  Lord 
also  stated  upon  that  occasion  that  a  suc- 
cessor to  Lord  Cottenham  was  about  to  be 
appointed,  who  would  accept  that  great 
office  subject  to  any  regulations  as  to  sal- 
ary which  the  Committee  on  Salaries  now 
sitting  might  think  proper  to  recommend. 
Without  warning,  it  had  been  for  the  first 
time  announced  that  day,  during  the  sit- 
ting of  the  courts,  that  instead  of  an  indi- 
vidual being  appointed  to  preside  in  the 
Court  of  Chancery,  and  instead  of  the 
Cabinet  being  supplied  with  the  aid  of  the 
greatest  officer  in  the  law,  it  was  the  inten- 
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tion  of  Her  Majostj's  Ministers  to  put  the 
great  seal  in  commission.     He  begged  the 
noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Government 
to  consider  the  enormous  inconvenience  to 
the  public  which  must  result  from  the 
arrangement  that  day  announced.     It  was 
proposed  that  the  custody  of   the   seal 
should  be  given  to  a  commission  composed 
of  a  common-law  Judge  and  two  Judges 
at  present  presiding  over  different  branches 
of  equity.     The  effect  of  this  arrange- 
ment would  be,  to  withdraw  these  two 
equity  Judges  for  three  or  four  days  in  the 
week  from  their  own  courts,  which  were 
already  overburdened  with  business.     This 
must  be   eminently  inconvenient  to  the 
suitors  who  resorted  to  those  courts  for 
justice.     Under  these  circumstances,  he 
begged  to  ask  the  noble  Lord  how  long 
the  new  arrangement  might  be  expected  to 
continue,  and  whether  the  members  of  the 
great  profession  of  the  law  generally  and 
the  law  officers  of  the  Crown,  whom  he 
looked  upon  as  at  the  head  of  that  profes- 
sion, laboured  under  such  incapacity  as 
not  to  be  able'  to  supply  the  Government 
with  one  individual  nt  to  fill  the  office  of 
Lord  Chancellor  ? 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL  said  :  I  stated  for- 
merly that  my  noble  Friend  Lord  Cotten- 
ham,  owing  to  the  state  of  his  health,  was 
unable  to  continue  to  hold  the  great  seal, 
and  that  consequently  he  had  announced 
his  intefition  of  resigning  it  as  soon  as  he 
had  given  judgment  in  the  causes  which  he 
had  already  heard.  I  further  stated  that 
any  person  who  might  be  appointed  to  suc- 
ceed Lord  Cottenham  must  accept  office 
subject  to  any  Act  which  Parliament  may 
pass — whether  in  accordance  or  not  with 
the  report  of  the  Committee  on  Salaries— 
for  regulating  the  salary  of  the  office.  I 
assure  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
that  I  am  very  sensible  of  the  great  public 
inconvenience  that  must  result  from  put- 
ting the  seal  in  commission  at  the  present 
moment.  At  the  same  time,  I  had  to 
weigh  that  inconvenience  against  the  evil 
which,  I  think,  would  accrue  if  the  great 
seal  were  intrusted  to  any  individual  be- 
fore the  Government  has  decided  upon  the 
course  to  be  pursued  with  respect  to  the 
future  duties  of  the  Court  of  Chancery, 
the  appellate  jurisdiction  of  the  House  of 
Lords,  and  the  administration  of  the  func- 
tions which  appertain  to  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor as  a  Member  of  the  Government. 
The  result  was,  that  I  advised  Her  Ma- 
jesty to  put  the  great  seal  in  commission ; 
and  I  assure  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
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that  it  shall  continue  in  commission  for  aa 
short  a  time  as  possible.  I  hope  to  be 
able,  in  the  course  of  a  fortnight,  to  com- 
municate to  the  House  the  plan  to  be  pro- 
posed by  the  Government  with  respect  to 
the  matters  which  I  have  mentioned,  and 
with  respect  to  which  I  have  been  in  com- 
munication with  Lord  Cottenham  and  other 
persons,  who,  I  think,  are  competent  to 
give  an  opinion  on  the  subject.  As  I  said 
formerly,  the  subject  is  of  vast  importance, 
and  if  I  ^x  Monday  fortnight  as  the  day 
on  which  I  will  announce  the  result  of  the 
deliberations  of  the  Government,  I  believe 
it  will  be  the  earliest  moment  at  which  it 
will  be  possible  to  do  so. 

AMERICAN  EXPEDITION  AGAINST 

CUBA. 

Mb.  DISRAELI :  I  wish  to  know  whe- 
ther the  Government  has  received  any  of- 
ficial information  of  the  invasion  of  Cuba 
by  a  bucaniering.  expedition  from  the 
United  States  of  America  ?  I  also  beg  to 
ask  whether,  previously  to  the  sailing  of 
that  expedition.  Government  received  in- 
formation that  it  was  probable  such  an 
enterprise  would  be  undertaken,  from  our 
Minister  at  Washington,  or  from  any  of  the 
other  agents  employed  by  Her  Majesty  in 
the  United  States ;  and,  if  so,  wheUior  the 
Government  felt  it  its  duty  to  communi- 
cate the  result  of  such  information  to  the 
Court  of  Madrid  ? 

Viscount  PALMBRSTON  :  It  is  well 
known  that  a  considerable  time  ago— I 
think  it  was  about  two  or  three  months 
agOy  or  more— an  expedition  was  under- 
stood to  be  preparing  in  the  United  States 
for  the  purpose  of  making  a  descent  on 
Cuba.  It  is  also  well  known  that  the  Go- 
vernment of  the  United  States  issued  a 
proclamation,  forbidding  the  expedition, 
and  also  took  measures  at  the  time  which 
put  an  end  to  the  proposed  undertaking. 
I  received,  a  few  days  ago,  a  despatch 
from  the  British  Minister  at  Washington, 
informing  us  that  suddenly,  and,  as  it  ap- 
pears, without  the  knowledge  of.  the  Go- 
vernment of  the  United  States — without 
information  obtained  by  them  beforehand 
— an  account  reached  Washington  that  an 
expedition  had  sailed  from  the  southern 
part  of  the  United  States,  for  the  purpose 
of  making  an  attack  on  Cuba.  First,  a 
detachment,  supposed  to  consist  of  about 
2,000  men,  sailed  on,  as  far  as  my  me- 
mory serves  me,  about  the  6th  of  last 
month;  and  a  further  detachment  of  4,000 
or  5,000  followed  some  days  after.    The 


899     UniversUies  CommUiion^     { COMMONS }      The  Bishop  of  Llandaf.      900 


President  of  the  United  States  immedi- 
ately despatched  a  naval  force  in  search  of 
the  expedition  for  the  purpose  of  intercep- 
ting it,  if  possible,  before  it  landed,  and, 
if  otherwise,  to  take  such  measures  as 
were  fitting  under  the  circumstances  to 
carry  into  effect  the  friendly  intentions  of 
the  Government  of  the  United  States  to- 
wards Spain.  This  information  having 
reached  the  Government  only  a  few  da^s 
ago,  of  course  no  communication  on  the 
subject  qould  be  made  to  the  Court  of 
Madrid  ;  indeed,  the  Spanish  Minister  ar- 
rived in  London  only  a  few  days  since.  I*, 
however,  saw  the  Spanish  Minister  yes- 
terday, and  informed  him  of  the  intelli- 
gence we  have  received. 

UNIVERSITIES  COMMISSION— THE 
BISHOP  OF  LLANDAFF. 

On  the  Question  that  the  House,  at  its 
rising,  should  adjourn  to  Monday, 

Mr.  HORSMAN  said :  I  rise  to  give 
notice  that  I  will  next  week  address  some 
questions  to  the  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of 
tiie  Government  respecting  the  Bishop  of 
Llandaff.  A  memorial  has  been  published, 
signed  by  the  resident  members  of  the 
Senate  of  the  University  of  Cambridge,  on 
the  subject  of  the  Royal  Commission  which 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  has  an- 
nounced that  it  is  the  intention  of  Her 
Majesty  to  issue  for  the  purpose  of  inquir- 
ing into  the  state  of  the  Universities.  The 
first,  signature  attached  to  this  memorial, 
to  which  my  attention  has  recently  been 
drawn  by  the  admirable  reply  given  to  it 
by  the  illustrious  Person  who  fills  the  office 
of  Chancellor  to  one  of  the  Universities,  is 
that  of  the  Bishop  of  Llandaff.  As  this 
memorial  professes  to  be  signed  only  by 
resident  members  of  the  Senate,  I,  of 
course,  conceived,  when  I  saw  the  Bishop 
of  Llandaff*s  name,  that  it  was  a  mistake 
— that  the  right  rev.  Prelate's  attention 
was  so  thoroughly  engrossed  by  the  epis- 
copal duties  of  his  diocese,  that  he  had  not 
ha4  time  to  read  the  memorial;  and  that, 
perhaps,  in  a  moment  of  impatience  at 
having  his  attention  diverted  from  spiri- 
tual concerns,  he  signed  the  paper  with- 
out reflecting  on  the  truth  of  the  statement 
made  at  its  outset.  On  inqniry,  however, 
I  find  that  although  the  bishop  was  appoint- 
ed to  his  diocese  last  year,  he  is  not  resi- 
dent in  Wales;  that  he  never  has  resided 
there;  and  that  at  this  moment  he  is,  as 
I  am  informed,  a  resident  of  the  Uni- 
versity of  Cambridge.  The  first  ques- 
tion I    shall  have   to   ask  of  the  noble 


Lord  next  week  is,  whether  it  is  a  fact 
that  the  Bishop  of  Llandaff  has  never 
been  resident  in  Wales;  and,  if  so,  what 
reasons  the  noble  Lord  can  give  in  jus- 
tification of  such  a  deporture  from  eccle- 
siastical usage  and  the  obligations  of  epis- 
copal duties  ?  At  the  time  of  the  bishop's 
appointment  the  noble  Lord  received  praise 
for  having  taken  especial  pains  to  select 
for  the  office  a  prelate  who  was  familiar 
with  the  language  of  Wales.  Now,  I  find 
that  last  week  the  foundation-stone  of  a 
church  was  laid  in  Wales,  on  which  occa> 
sion  an  address  composed  in  the  Welsh 
language  was  presented  to  the  Bishop  of 
LlandaiF,  who  was  present;  to  which  that 
right  rev.  Prelate  replied  in  English,  stat- 
ing that  he  was  imable  to  speak  Welsh. 
It  is  true  that  the  bishop  had  previously 
gone  through  the  form  or  task  of  preaching 
a  Welsh  sermon;  but  at  the  close  of  tho 
proceedings  he  apologised  for  being  per- 
fectly unable  to  converse  in  that  language. 
As  the  public  was  led  to  believe  that  the 
noble  Lord  was  desirous  of  selecting  a 
prelate  to  fill  t)ie  see  of  Llandafi'  who  was 
well  acquainted  with  the  Welsh  language, 
the  second  question  I  intend  to  ask  is, 
whether  the  supposed  familiarity  of  tho 
present  bishop  with  it  was  one  of  the  rea- 
sons for  his  being  selected,  and,  since  a 
grave  deception  appears  to  have  been  prac- 
tised on  the  noble  Lord,  whether  he  will 
state  by  whom  that  deception  was  prac- 
tised ?  I  will  ask  these  questions  on 
Thursday  next. 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL:  Sir,  the  hon. 
Member  might  have  taken  one  of  two 
courses  with  reference  to  this  matter.  He 
might  now  have  given  notice  of  his  inten- 
tion to  ask  some  questions  with  respect  to 
the  Bishop  of  Llandafi^,  and  there  have 
ended,  or,  having  given  me  notice  privately 
that  he  meant  to  ask  these  questions,  ho 
might  have  made  the  attack  on  the  Bishop 
of  Llandaff  of  which  he  has  just  delivered 
himself;  but,  for  the  hon.  Member  to  come 
forward  and  give  a  notice,  and  to  avail 
himself  of  that  opportunity  to  make  an  at- 
tack on  a  right  rev.  Prelate,  is  not  quite 
in  accordance  with  the  fairness  the  Houso 
has  a  right  to  expect  from,  one  of  its  Mem- 
bers. I  certainly  am  unable,  at  this  mo- 
ment, to  give  an  answer  applicable  to  all 
the  particulars  to  which  the  hon.  Member 
has  adverted.  All  I  can  say  is,  if  it  be 
necessary  to  explain  the  reasons  which  in- 
duced me  to  recommend  Dr.  Oliphant  to 
the  Crown  for  the  see  of  Llandaff,  is  that 
having  heard — in  common  with  the  rest  of 
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tho  world — that  many  complaints  were 
mado  in  Wales,  that  when  bishoprics  in 
Wales  became  vacant,  persons  unacquaint- 
ed with  the  Welsh  language  were  appoint- 
ed to  fill  them  (a  charge  directed,  not 
against  any  particular  Government,  but 
against  successive  Governments),  when  the 
see  of  LlandafP  fell  vacant,  I  made  inquiry, 
not  of  one  or  two,  but  of  many  persons 
who,  I  thought,  were  able  to  give  tne  the 
information  1  desired,  whether  they  were 
acquainted  with  any  divine  who,  with  emi- 
nent learning,  and  those  other  qualifications 
which  are  generally  sought  for  in  a  person 
filling  the  ofiice  of  bishop,  combined  a 
knowledge  of  the  Welsh  language?  I 
deemed  myself  fortunate  in  the  result  of 
that  inquiry,  because  I  found  that  Dr.  OH- 
phant  had  been  the  head  of  a  oollege  in 
Wales,  and  that  for  several  years  during 
which  he  filled  the  office  of  principal  of 
that  college,  he  had  given  satisfaction  to 
the  inhabitants  of  the  diocese  in  which  the 
college  was  placed.  I  found,  likewise,  that 
he  had  acted  as  parish  priest  in  a  benefice  in 
Wales,  and  in  that  manner  had  become  ac- 
quainted with  the  language  and  habits  of 
the  people  of  the  principality.  I  found, 
too,  that  to  this  special  fitness  for  a  see  in 
Wales,  Ihr.  Oliphant  joined  eminent  learn- 
ing. Upon  making  inquiry  of  two  high 
authorities — ^namely,  the  Archbishop  of 
Canterbury,  and  the  Bishop  of  Winchester 
— I  ascertained  that  Dr.  Oliphant  was 
known  to  the  Primate  generally,  and  to 
the  Bishop  of  Winchester  particularly, 
from  the  circumstance  of  his  having  re- 
sided for  a  considei'able  time  in  Winches- 
ter; and  from  both  those  right  rev.  Pre- 
lates I  received  the  highest  testimonials  as 
to  Dr.  Oliphant's  qualifications.  I  heard 
from  the  Archbishop  and  the  Bishop  of 
Winchester,  as  well  as  others  who  knew 
Dr.  Oliphant,  and  who  thought  that  they 
were  in  fairness  bound  to  acquaint  me  with 
the  circumstance,  that  he  had  never  been 
known  to  hold  the  political  opinions  to 
which  I  am  attached;  but  I  felt  that  if  I 
could  obtain  for  Wales  tho  benefit  of  a 
bishop  possessed  ef  the  eminent  qualifica- 
tions which  belonged  to  Dr.  Oliphant,  I 
ought  to  waive  any  consideration  of  that 
kind,  iEtnd,  therefore,  I  recommended  him 
for  tho  appointment  to  the  Crown.  I  had 
never  seen  Dr.  Oliphant  before,  and  1  have 
not  had  much  personal  communication 
with  him  since;  but  all  the  commi!inioa- 
tions  which  have  passed  between  us  hate 
been  directed  to  the  object  of  obtaining 
for  him  a  residenoe  m  hia  diooeaa.    Some 


difficulty  may  have  existed  on  that  point 
with  which  I  am  not  acquainted,  but  I 
shall,  perhaps,  be  better  able  to  explain  it 
in  answering  the  hon.  Member's  question 
on  Thursday.  I  must  state,  however,  that 
there  is  no  reason  for  doubting  that  it  is  the 
intention  of  the  Bishop  of  Llandaff  to  re- 
side permanently  in  his  diocese,  and  that 
all  the  expectations  which  infiuencod  me  in 
recommending  him  to  the  Crown  will  be 
realised.  The  hon.  Member  has  referred 
to  what  I,  as  well  as  he,  saw  in  a  newspa- 
per respecting  the  bishop's  answer  to  an 
address  presented  to  him  m  Wales.  I  ob« 
serve  that  the  bishop,  having  preached  a 
sermon  in  the  Welsh  language,  an  address 
in  the  same  language  was  subsequently 
presented  to  him,  whereupon  he  said  that 
he  was  not  sufficiently  master  of  the  Welsh 
language  to  make  an  impromptu  reply  to  a 
formal  address  of  congratulation  and  kind- 
ness. I  think  that  is  very  likely  to  be  the 
case  with  a  person  who  is  not  a  native  of 
Wales,  and  therefore  cannot  be  expected 
to  speak  the  language  with  the  ease  and 
fluency  of  a  native.  Notwithstanding  all 
the  hon.  Member  has  said,  I  have  not  the 
least  reason  to  believe  that  1  have  been 
deceived  in  the  information  I  received  re- 
specting Dr.  Oliphant.  I  have  no  reason 
to  repent  of  the  advice  I  gave  the  Crown 
to  place  Dr.  Oliphant  in  the  see  of  Llan- 
dafi^,  and  I  believe  that  he  will  prove  an 
ornament  to  the  bench  of  bishops,  and 
likewise  be  of  the  greatest  servioe  as  a 
spiritual  instructor  of  the  pe<^le. 

Mr.  GWYN  begged  to  express  his 
thanks  and  those  of  the  clergy  and  in- 
habitants of  the  diocese  of  Llandaff  for 
the  appointment  of  Dr.  Oliphant.  A 
more  excellent  appointment  it  was  not 
possible  to  make.  He  was  a  prelate  of 
the  greatest  piety,  and  was  acquainted 
with  the  Welsh  language.  Having  been 
present  on  an  occasion  when  Dr.  Oliphant, 
on  laying  the  foundation-stone  of  a  schooU 
preached  a  sermon  in  Welsh,  he  (Mr. 
Gwyn)  could  state  that  it  was  a  sermon 
which  every  one  understood,  and  that  the 
country  people  went  away  expressing  their 
admiration.  It  was  no  fault  of  Dr.  Oli- 
phant's that  he  was  not  resident  at  pre- 
sent; a  house  had  been  bought  for  him, 
and  was  in  course  of  preparation;  and  it 
was  his  intention  to  go  into  residence  as 
soon  as  he  possibly  eould. 

Mr.  HORSMAN  had  said  nothmg  of 
the  personal  qualifications  of  the  Bishop 
of  Llandafi^,  bat  had  asked,  first,  whether 
ainoe  his  appointment  he  woa  not  teaidL«»^ 
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and,  secondly,  whether  ho  was  acquunted 
with  the  Welsh  language  or  not  ?  On 
these  points  he  should  feel  it  necessary  to 
repeat  his  questions  to  the  nohle  Lord  on 
Thursday  next. 
Subject  dropped. 

METROPOLITAN  INTERMENTS  BILL. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

House  in  Committee. 

Clause  27. 

Lord  D.  STUART  observed  that  the 
question  raised  by  the  clause  was,  whether 
tne  conducting  of  funerals  should  be  left  to 
free  competition,  or  whether  authority 
should  be  giyen  to  the  proposed  board  to 
intermeddle.  It  was  no  sufficient  ground 
for  abandoning  the  sound  principles  of  free 
competition,  ^at  in  certain  cases  advan- 
tage had  been  taken  of  relatives  by  under- 
takers. There  might  be  instances  of  ex- 
tortion; but  no  inconsiderable  portion  of  the 
charges  made  by  the  undertakers  consisted 
of  charges  for  scarfs,  &c.,  which  went  to 
the  clergyman;  and  in  1842  the  Bishop  of 
London  had  stated  before  a  Parliamentary 
Committee  that  a  large  portion  of  the 
emoluments  of  clergymen  were  derived 
from  that  source.  But  whether  the  un- 
dertakers were  extortioners  or  not,  was  it 
right  for  Parliament  to  interfere  with  free 
competition  ?  Why  shoilld  not  the  people 
be  left  to  protect  themselves  ?  It  was  oy 
encouraging  free  competition  that  the 
public  interest  would  be  best  promoted, 
and  not  by  reducing  the  number  of  people 
engaged  in  the  trade;  for  the  effect  of  the 
clause  would  be  to  reduce  the  number  of 
undertakers.  The  Board  of  Health  were 
empowered  to  obtain  tenders  for  conduct- 
ing funerals;  but  if  that  board  did  not  in- 
vite a  man  to  make  a  tender,  was  he  to  be 
excluded  from  undertaking  funerals  ? 
Would  not  the  consequence  l^  a  system  of 
favouritism  and  jobbmg  ?  Was  there  any 
fairness  in  such  a  proceeding  ?  Again,  it 
was  proposed  to  enact  that  if  any  under- 
taker offered  to  contract  for  conducting 
funerals,  and  his  offer  was  accepted,  it 
should  be  open  to  any  person  to  call  on 
him  to  perform  a  funeral,  and  that  he 
should  be  bound  to  perform  it.  But  no 
provision  was  made  for  paying  him.  At 
present  an  undertaker  might  make  in- 
fluiries  relative  to  his  customer,  and  might 
aecline  to  execute  the  funeral.  Under  the 
Bill,  however,  those  who  contracted  with 
the  Board  of  Health  would  be  compelled 
to  execute  a  funeral  when  called  upon,  as 
if  tbej  bad  made  a  speciid  contract  with 


the  party  requiring  their  services.  That 
was  an  exceedingly  oppressive  arrange- 
ment. The  whole  clause  might  be  omitted 
without  interfering  with  the  rest  of  the 
Bill;  and  he  was  prepared  to  divide  the 
Committee  on  the  question. 

Mr.  Alderman  SIDNEY  repeated  the 
objection  to  the  clause  that,  whilst  it  com- 
pelled undertakers  who  contracted  to  take 
funerals,  it  made  no  provision  for  their 
being  paid.  With  respect  to  the  charges 
of  undertakers,  all  that  the  House  of  Com- 
mons could  deem  incumbent  on  it  was  to 
protect  the  defenceless;  but  the  inquiries 
he  had  made  led  him  to  believe  that  the 
charges  of  undertakers  were  not  exorbitant 
as  regarded  either  the  pauper  class  or  the 
artisan  population.  In  a  parish  witii  which 
he  was  intimately  connected  in  the  city  of 
London,  where  formerly  the  undertaker 
was  allowed,  under  his  contract,  I4j.  6d, 
for  each  funeral  of  a  pauper,  the  under- 
taker now  found  a  conveyance  and  carried 
the  body  of  the  pauper  a  distance  of  fomr 
miles  for  an  additional  charge  of  only  4t. 
In  the  case  of  a  better  class,  the  under- 
taker found  a  coach  for  six  mourners,  sup- 
plied pall-bearers  and  attendants,  cloaks, 
scarfs,  and  everything,  and  conveyed  the 
corpse  a  distance  of  four  miles  for  31.  10s. 
When  that  was  the  case,  and  parishes 
were  enabled  to  have  tiieir  paupers  con- 
veyed the  same  distance  for  18«.  6d,,  he 
really  did  not  see  the  necessity  for  the 
Board  of  Health  interfering,  as  proposed 
by  the  present  clause. 

Sib  6.  GREY  said,  the  object  of  the 
clause  was  to  invite  tenders  from  under- 
takers, to  distribute  the  business  as  much 
as  possible,  and  to  enter  into  contracts 
with  the  trade  to  perform  funerals  at  cer- 
tain specified  rates.  From  communications 
which  he  had  himself  received  from  mem- 
bers of  that  body,  he  knew  that  there 
would  be  many  willing  in  the  different  dis- 
tricts to  undertake  to  conduct  funerals  at 
a  ffiven  price.  If  the  Board  of  Health  con- 
sidered those  prices  reasonable  they  would 
publish  them,  and  would  state  to  persons 
who  wished  Uieir  relatives  to  be  buried  at 
that  rate  that  Mr.  So-and-So,  an  under- 
taker, had  contracted  witii  them,  and  would 
bury  at  that  rate.  That  was  the  object  of 
the  clause,  it  having  been  deemed  desir- 
able, when  the  places  of  interment  were 
removed  to  a  considerable  distance  from 
the  abodes  of  the  poor,  to  provide,  if  pos- 
sible, some  means  by  which  they  could 
lessen  the  expense  of  funerals  to  those 
parties;  and  be  believed  the  operation  of 
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the  claose  would  be  that  there  would  be 
found  members  of  the  trade  willing  to 
contract  at  a  much  lower  rate  than  was 
charged  at  present.  At  the  same  time 
the  clause  did  not  make  it  compulsory 
upon  the  public  to  employ  the  undertakers 
who  contracted. 

Mb.  WYLD  asked  what  the  effect  of 
the  clause  would  be  upon  parishes  f  At 
present  the  great  mass  of  the  working 
classes  employed  undertakers  who  would 
give  credit;  but  if  this  clause  were  com- 
pulsory, and  the  poor  had  not  the  means 
of  paying  cash  for  the  funerals  of  their  re- 
latives, it  would  at  once  fall  back  upon  the 
parish,  who  would  be  compelled  to  bear 
the  whole  expense.  Was  the  clause  to  be 
permissive  or  compulsory  ? 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  said,  it 
was  both  permissive  and  compulsory — per- 
missive, inasmuch  as  the  public  might  go 
to  any  undertaker  they  pleased;  compul- 
sory, inasmuch  as  the  undertakers  who 
contracted  with  the  Board  of  Health  were 
bound  to  bury  at  the  rates  specified  in  the 
contract. 

Mb.  SADLEIR  said,  that  there  was 
nothing  to  prevent  a  poor  person  ordering 
an  expensive  funeral,  if  the  contract  was 
to  be  on  credit  prices;  and  if,  as  was  most 
likely,  the  undertaker  gave  in  his  prices 
for  ready  money,  the  consequence  would 
be  in  numerous  instances  to  prevent  the 
poor  from  providing  themselves  for  the 
funerals  of  their  relations,  and  throwing 
the  burden  on  the  parishes. 

Mr.  bright  thought  the  incessant 
attacks  which  had  been  made  upon  the 
undertakers  by  the  friends  of  this  Bill, 
both  in  and  out  of  the  House,  were  scarce- 
ly justified.  No  doubt  exorbitant  charges 
were  made  in  connexion  with  funerals;  but 
were  there  not  exorbitant  charges  in  other 
trades  ?  If  every  trade  were  to  be  put 
down  because  of  exorbitant  charges,  what, 
he  should  like  to  know,  would  become  of 
architects,  lawyers,  medical  men,  and  other 
professions  in  which  such  charges  prevail- 
ed? [Mr.  Waklet  denied  that  medical  men 
charged  exorbitantly.]  He  would  with- 
draw the  remark,  then,  so  far  as  the  medi- 
cal profession  was  concerned,  of  which  of 
course  his  hon.  Friend  knew  much  more 
than  he  did.  But  what  he  wished  to  say 
was,  that  the  exorbitant  nature  of  under- 
takers' bills  arose  ftx)m  the  foolish  pride— 
the  vanity  of  people  in  ordering  expen- 
sive funerals.  He  saw  coming  down  to 
the  House  that  day  a  funeral  procession, 
consisting  of  a  hearse,  some  half-a-doien 


mourning  coaches  covered  with  velvet 
trappings  ond  feathers,  a  man  marching  in 
front  with  a  sort  of  platform  on  his  head, 
out  of  which  appeared  to  gpx)w  a  whole 
forest  of  black  plumes — all  was  needless 
pomp  and  foolish  pride — ^there  was  the 
semblance  of  woe,  periiaps,  but  none  of 
the  reality.  What  reason  had  the  person 
who  gave  orders  for  such  a  funeral  as  that 
to  complain  of  the  exorbitance  of  under- 
takers' charges?  The  sect  to  which  he 
belonged  took  a  very  different  course. 
They  never  put  on  mourning  when  any  of 
their  relatives  died — ^they  never  encour- 
aged or  permitted — (he  did  not  mean  to 
say  there  was  any  positive  law  against  it, 
but  opinion  was  against  it) — these  sem- 
blances of  woe,  and  so  far  as  the  under- 
takers  were  concerned,  they  never  suc- 
ceeded in  practising  their  extortion  upon 
them.  But  besides  the  funeral,  a  great 
and  principal  charge  on  the  working 
classes,  when  a  member  of  a  family  died, 
was  the  necessity  the  survivors  felt  them- 
selves to  lie  under  of  dressing  all  the  other 
members  in  black.  He  had  known  cases 
where  parties  had  borrowed  money  for  this 
purpose,  which  had  taken  them  years  to 
repay.  If  persons  of  intelligence  really 
desired  to  put  an  end  to  the  unnecessary 
expenses  of  funerals,  they  should  begin  by 
abandoning  this  foolish  custom.  The  blame 
of  the  heavy  bills  for  funerals  was  due  not 
so  much  to  the  undertakers  themselves,  as 
the  desire  for  vain,  useless,  and  meaning- 
less ostentation,  and  the  ignorant  pre- 
judices of  the  public.  And  this  was  an 
evil  which  he  scarcely  hoped  Parliamentary 
interference  would  ever  remove. 

Mb.  MACKINNON  said,  the  sum  and 
substance  of  the  observations  made  by  the 
hon.  Gentleman  who  had  just  sat  down 
appeared  to  be,  that  much  vanity  was  to 
be  found  in  human  beings,  which  was  per- 
ceptible in  various  shapes,  but  that  in  per- 
sons of  the  hon.  Gentleman's  persuasion 
there  was  none ;  but,  surely,  a  peculiar 
sort  of  dress,  a  difference  of  demeanor,  in 
manners  and  language,  might  arise  from 
vanity  in  those  individuab  by  whom  it  was 
practised-— quite  as  great  vanity  as  might 
be  found  in  the  funerals  of  the  great,  to 
which  allusion  had  been  made.  The  hon. 
Member  had  stated  that  the  Legislature 
had  no  more  right  to  interfere  with  the  un- 
dertakers than  with  architects,  or  with  any 
other  class  of  the  public.  He  (Mr.  Mac- 
kinnon)  denied  that,  because,  when  a  hus- 
band lost  his  wife,  or  a  wife  lost  her  hus- 
band, there  was  a  peculiar,  it  mig|it  h^  «. 
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mawkish  feeling  of  delicacy,  which  induced 
them  to  avoid  whateyer  might  have  the 
appearance  of  a  deficiency  of  respect  for 
the  dead  :  and  hence  they  were  led  to 
sanction  a  more  expensive  funeral  than  was 
porhape  consistent  with  their  means.  But 
he  did  not  think  that  that  could  justly  he 
descrihed'  as  proceeding  from  vanity.  The 
great  advantage  of  this  Bill  would  be>  that 
It  would  check  the  existing  custom,  and 
would  enablo  parties  who  had  the  misfor- 
tune to  lose  their  relatives  to  sav  in  what 
way  they  should  be  buried,  accoi-ding  to 
scale  No.  1,  No.  2,  No.  3,  or  No.  4,  in- 
stead of  leaving  the  matter,  as  at  present, 
to  the  discretion  of  undertakers,  who,  tak- 
ing advantage  of  the  feeling  of  affection 
for  deceased  relaUves,  induced  often  a 
more  expensive  display  than  the  means  of 
the  parties  could  justify. 

The  Eabl  of  ARUNDEL  and  SURREY 
saw  no  reason  why  the  hon.  Member  for 
Manchester  should  attribute  to  vanity,  or 
to  any  other  improper  motive,  the  degree  of 
respect  which  in  all  ages  every  religious  sect, 
except,  as  it  now  appeared,  his  own,  had  been 
in  the  habit  of  paying  to  tho  burial  of  the 
dead.  It  was,  of  courso,  easy  to  impute  to 
vanity  the  trappings  and  display  of  which 
the  hon.  Gentleman  spoke,  just  as  it  was 
easy  to  ridicule  anything.  He  (the  Earl 
of  Arundel)  had  himself  heard  the  strait 
dress  and  peculiar  costume  of  the  sect  to 
which  the  hon.  Member  belonged  attributed 
to  vanity.  So  far  from  regarding  as  vanity 
the  extreme  anxiety  which  he  had  often 
witnessed  in  poor  persons  to  purchase  oven 
the  smallest  quantity  of  black  clothing  to 
pay  respect  to  the  memory  of  their  de- 
ceased relatives,  he  considered  it  as  a  de- 
gree of  reverence  highly  commendable ; 
and  he  believed  that  when  the  feeling  of 
reverence  for  the  dead  totally  ceased,  there 
would  be  very  little  reverence  left  for  the 
living. 

Sir  H.  VERNEY  entirely  concurred  in 
the  remarks  which  had  been  made  by  tho 
hon.  Member  for  Manchester,  and  thought 
he  had  read  a  most  useful  lesson  both  to 
the  House  and  to  the  public.  He  (Sir  H. 
Vemey)  would  say  nothing  with  respect  to 
the  hon.  Member's  friends,  the  under- 
takers, except  that  after  what  he  had  said 
they  might  well  exclaim,  "  Save  us  from 
our  friends !  '' 

Mr.  T.  DUNCOMBE  wished  to  ask  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Bath  what  was 
the  reduction  ho  expected  to  effect  in  the 
price  of  funerals  ?  For  that  was  the  real 
9uc8tion  after  all.     He  hod  semi  a  scale  of 


prices  advertised  by  an  undertaker,  which, 
as  far  as  he  could  judge,  did  not  appear 
exorbitant,  notwithstanding  what  had  been 
charged  against  the  extortionate  practice 
of  that  trade ;  and  he  wished  to  know 
whether  the  noble  Lord's  scale  for  funerals 
— for  the  noble  Lord  was  now  the  official 
undertaker  —  would  bo  lower  or  higher 
than  this.  Mr.  Shillibeer,  in  his  adver- 
tisement, told  them  that  the  Metrop^ditan 
Interments  Bill  was  foimded  on  his  sys- 
tem, that  of  undertaking  funerals  at  fixed, 
moderate,  and  inclusive  charges.  Mr. 
Shillibeer  said,  that  by  applying  to  him 
30  or  40  per  cent  would  be  saved  from  the 
usual  charges  on  first-class  funerals.  Now, 
what  would  the  noble  Lord  do  it  for  ? 
Here  was  Mr.  Shillibeer 's  scale — a  noble- 
man's funeral,  30  guineas ;  a  gentle- 
man's, not  a  nobleman's,  10  guineas ; 
and  an  artisan's,  4  guineas,  and  no  extra 
charge  if  within  teu  miles  of  Loudon. 
Now,  what  was  the  noble  Lord's  scale  ? 
The  noble  Lord,  unlike  Mr.  Shillibeer, 
made  an  extra  charge  out  of  London  ;  for 
they  were  told  that  some  extra  expense 
would  be  incurred  in  taking  the  fimeral 
four  or  five  miles  out  to  some  public  ce- 
metery in  the  country.  Mr.  Shillibeer 
would  undertake  an  artisan's  funeral,  and 
bury  ten  miles  in  the  country,  providing 
the  one-horse  hearse,  postboy,  and  all,  for 
42. — would  the  noble  Lord  do  it  cheaper  ? 
According  to  the  hon.  and  learned  At- 
torney General  this  clause  was  to  be  both 
permissive  and  compulsory — permissive  as 
to  those  who  entered  into  the  contracts, 
and  compulsory  as  regards  the  public. 
But  when  all  the  undertakers  were  knock- 
ed up,  which  was  the  real  object  of  this 
Bill,  and  that  of  the  Committee  of  White- 
hall, the  whole  undertaking  business  would 
be  in  the  hands  of  the  board  and  three  or 
four  undertakers,  and  what  security  would 
they  then  have  that  the  prices  of  funerals 
would  be  confined  even  to  their  present 
limit  ?  The  report  signed  by  Lord  Ashley, 
Dr.  Southwood  Smith,  and  Mr.  Chadwick, 
stated  that  the  whole  burial  business  of 
London  might  be  done,  as  they  thought, 
by  four  persons.  Mr.  Shillibeer  had  of- 
fered to  tmdertake  the  whole  himself,  and 
to  do  the  whole  business  of  the  funerals 
consequent  on  the  60,000  deaths  which 
occurred  annually  in  this  metropolis.  There 
were  now  about  700  furnishing  under- 
takers in  London,  besides  a  large  number 
of  tailors,  cobblers,  upholsterers,  and 
others,  who  undertook  funerals,  and  by 
whoso  intervention  the  charges  to.  the  puh- 
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lie  were  so  enormously  swelled  up.  The 
apothecary,  too,  did  a  little  in  the  same 
vray  occasionally,  and  had  his  favourite  un- 
dertakers, whom  he  recommended,  and 
from  whom,  of  course,  he  drew  a  fee. 
When  they  had  knocked  up  the  under- 
takers, ho  wanted  to  know,  supposing 
they  could  not  find  so  many  Shiflibeers, 
whether  they  must  not  hury  the  dead 
themselves  ?  And,  if  they  were  going  to 
do  that,  let  them  do  it  at  once,  and  holdly. 
He  thought  the  latter  part  of  the  clause 
ought  to  he  expunged,  hecause,  supposing 
a  dispute  to  arise  Between  the  contracting 
undertaker  and  the  relatives  of  the  de- 
ceased, recourse  must  he  had  to  the  Board 
of  Health,  or,  as  they  might  he  more  pro- 
perly designated,  of  Trade,  as  arbitrators, 
and  an  unseemly  wrangle  must  ensue  rela- 
tive to  the  proper  performance  of  the  in- 
terment. He  wished  to  know  what  reduc- 
tion the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Bath 
expected  to  effect  under  the  Bill  in  the 
charge  for  funerals  ? 

Mr.  BRIGHT  wished  also  to  ask  whe- 
ther the  Board  of  Health  intended  to  re- 
strict the  number  of  undertakers,  or  whe- 
ther every  undertaker  might  come  forward 
and  say  that  he  would  furnish  the  funerals 
in  his  district  according  to  a  certain  pre- 
scribed scale  of  fees  ? 

Lord  ASHLEY,  in  reply,  said,  that 
there  was  no  intention  to  limit  the  number 
of  contractors.  He  believed  that  the  board 
would  contract  with  every  undertaker  who 
had  capital  invested  in  the  business.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Finsbury  had  stated  the 
number  of  metropolitan  undertakers  as  up- 
wards of  700.  That,  however,  was  hardly 
the  fact.  Mr.  John  Bedford,  one  of  the  wit- 
nesses examined  by  the  board,  was  asked — 

"  What  proportion  of  this  number  of  700  persons 
whoso  names  are  given  in  the  Directory,  calling 
themselves  undertakers,  can  be  said  to  share  the 
principal  amount  of  business  9 — I  suppose  neariy 
one-tenth,  perhaps  nearlj  100.  Of  that  100,  how 
many  are  principal  houses  ? — Nearlj  20  firom  the 
first  chiss  of  undertakers ;  the  lower  classes  in  the 
trade  are  very  different.  Can  you  give  any  notion 
what  is  the  average  amount  of  capital  employed  by 
the  first  class  of  tradesmen  ? — I  should  say  some 
3,0001,  And  the  average  capital  of  the  next  20  ? 
— Something  like  half  that  amount  of  capital  for 
the  next  20  or  30.  Then  the  remainder,  what  sort 
of  capital  have  they  ? — ^The  large  proportion  are 
poor  indeed." 

The  hon.  Member  for  Finsbury  said  truly 
that  the  great  sources  of  extortion  were 
the  intermediate  tradesmen.  Most  of  these 
were  nothing  more  than  upholsterers,  who, 
being  in  the  neighbourhood,  managed  to 
get  the  order  and  carried  it  to  the  city  to 


those  who  bad  capital  invested  in  the  busi- 
ness, and  who  alone  could  perform  the 
funeral.  It  was  with  these  mtermediate 
parties  that  the  extravagant  charges  origi- 
nated. The  hon.  Member  for  Finsbury 
had  asked  him  to  state  the  scale  of  prices 
for  the  different  classes  of  funerals.  He 
begged  to  say  that  it  would  not  be  possible 
to  give  the  hon.  Gentleman  a  definite  an- 
swer to  that  question  until  they  had  had 
an  opportunity  of  contracting  with  the  un- 
dertakers and  seeing  their  terms;  but  of 
this  he  was  perfecSy  certain,  from  the 
minute  inquiries  he  had  been  enabled  to 
institute,  that,  in  comparison — not  with  the 
scale  of  prices  10  years  ago,  but  with  the 
reduced  scale  which  had  been  put  out  since 
the  agitation  on  this  subject  commenced — 
he  firmly  believed  that  they  would  be  able 
to  find  parties  ready  to  contract  for  funerals 
at  25  or  30  per  cent  cheaper.  Before  sit- 
ting down,  he  begged  to  express  his  hearty 
concurrence  in  the  remarks  which  had  been 
made  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Manchester. 
He  only  wished  that  he  had  spoken  upon 
this  solemn  subject  with  a  little  more  for- 
bearance. If  he  had  considered  the  sub- 
ject a  little  more  maturely,  he  would  have 
found  that  the  idle  folly  which  he  had  con- 
demned was  the  result  of  an  evil  custom, 
rather  than  the  indulgence  of  a  feeling  of 
vanity.  It  ought  to  be  remembered  that 
there  were  moments  when  people  could  not 
enter  into  a  bargain;  when  they  were 
obliged  to  take  whatever  was  placed  before 
them;  and  it  was  also  to  be  borne  in  mind 
that  people  did  not  like  to  be  charged  with 
dealing  irreverently  with  the  remains  of 
their  friends,  and  were  thus  naturally  led 
into  an  evil  custom.  He  hoped,  however, 
that  one  result  of  this  Bill  would  be  to 
abolish  that  pernicious  custom;  and  here 
he  begged  to  say  that  that  good  and  illus- 
trious woman  the  Queen  Dowager,  who 
was  now  "  gathered  to  her  fathers,"  had, 
in  dying,  as  in  living,  conferred  an  in- 
estimable benefit  upon  the  country  by  her 
admirable  example,  in  having  expressed 
her  wish  to  be  interred  with  all  the  sim*- 
plicity  which  became  the  member  of  a 
Christian  community. 

Mr.  WAKLET  said,  that  he  also  fully 
concurred  in  what  had  fallen  from  the  hon. 
Member  for  Manchester.  Still,  he  believed 
that  the  fault  respecting  costly  interments 
did  not  altogether  lie  with  the  undertakers. 
On  the  contrary,  that  body  seemed  to  him 
to  have  been  very  grossly  calumniated. 
He  had  now  been  acting  as  coroner  for  a 
period  of  ten  years,  ana  during  thft  ^luQkV^ 
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of  that  time  he  had  never  heard  of  a 
single  case  of  complaint  against  an  under- 
taker. The  morbid  feding  on  the  subject 
lay  with  the  public,  because,  if  in  street  A 
or  B  a  splendid  funeral  took  place,  the  re- 
lative of  the  deceased  in  a  neighbouring 
street  must  have  an  equally  splendid  fun- 
eral. He  hoped  that  the  discussion  of  to- 
night would  put  an  end  to  that  morbid 
feeling,  without,  at  the  same  time,  destroy- 
ing the  reverence  which  ought  ever  to  be 
shown  to  the  dead.  He  regretted  that  his 
hon.  Colleague  should  have  made  any  re- 
marks respecting  the  medical  profession, 
inasmuch  as  that  hon.  Gentleman  was  in- 
debted to  that  profession  for  his  ability  to 
attend  the  House  upon  the  present  occa- 
sion. There  was,  m  fact,  no  difference 
between  the  practical  physician  and  the 
apothecary.  An  invalid  took  physic  from 
the  latter,  but  as  soon  as  the  undertaker 
walked  in,  the  apothecary  walked  out.  In 
fact,  the  dead  man  was  the  very  worst 
patient  an  apothecary  could  attend.  Now, 
he  was  desirous  of  knowing  what  security 
there  was  in  the  present  clause  that  the 
existing  race  of  undertakers  would  be  the 
parties  to  perform  the  funeral  duties  in  fu- 
ture ?  He  was  anxious  that  in  such 
changes  as  were  now  proposed,  individual 
interests  should  suffer  as  little  as  possible. 
What  objection  could  there  be,  then,  to 
give  to  the  undertakers  of  the  metropolis 
some  sort  of  security  against  loss  ?  He 
had  been  informed  by  that  class  of  men 
that  if  private  speculators  were  allowed  to 
furnish  future  funerals,  they  and  their 
families  would  be  involved  in  irretrievable 
ruin;  and,  therefore,  he  was  desirous  of 
proposing  the  insertion  of  certain  words  in 
the  clause  which  would  give  to  the  under- 
takers a  preference  with  reference  to  the 
contracts.  He  begged  to  move  as  an 
Amendment — 

*'  That  tho  Board  of  Health  may  invite  and  ro- 
oeive  tenders  from  furnishing  ironmongers — ^he 
meant  undertakers — of  throe  years'  standing  in 
their  business." 

Me.  T.  buncombe  explained.  He 
had  not  said  that  the  apothecary  was  in 
partnership  with  the  undertaker,  but  he 
oelieved  that  in  some  cases  funerals  had 
been  conducted  by  apothecaries.  His  hon. 
Colleague  had  observed    that  the  worst 

Satient  an  apothecary  could  have  was  a 
ead  body;  he  (Mr.  Duncombe)  hoped  that 
his  hon.  Colleague  did  not  mean  to  extend 
that  observation  to  coroners. 

Sib  G.  grey  hoped  the  Committee 
would  not  entertain  tho  Amendment,  which. 


even  with  reference  to  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man's own  views,  was  a  contradiction  in 
terms,  unce,  purporting  to  benefit  the  un- 
dertakers of  London,  it  absolutely  excluded 
from,  that  benefit  all  undertakers  who  had 
not  been  in  business  three  years. 

Mb.  WAELEY  would  not  press  the 
Amendment;  but  he  hoped  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  Bath  would  give  an  as- 
surance that  if  he  continued  a  member  of 
the  Board  of  Health,  he  would  take  care 
that  the  undertakers  should  have  the  pre- 
ference in  making  these  contracts. 

Amendment  withdrawn. 

Sib  G.  grey  hoped  that  his  noble 
Friend  would  give  no  such  assurance,  sim- 
ply on  the  ground  that  it  would  be  quite 
wrong  for  an  individual  member  of  a  board 
to  say  in  his  place  in  Parliament  what 
should  be  the  decision  of  tho  board  with 
respect  to  particular  powers  about  to  be 
conferred  upom  them. 

Mb.  NEWDEGATE  said,  that  unless 
great  precaution  was  exercised,  the  system 
of  contract  might  be  grossly  perverted,  and 
produce  the  very  evils  of  which  complaint 
was  now  made.  He  thought  it  would  bo 
best  for  the  parish  to  make  arrangements 
and  contract  for  the  interment  of  its  own 
poor.  Then  there  would  be  a  wide  com- 
petition, and  cheapness  would  be  more  likely 
be  secured.  He  disliked  the  system  of 
classification  which  was  adopted  by  the 
Bill.  A  great  deal  had  been  said  about 
the  vanity  displayed  by  persons  in  the  con- 
dut  of  their  funerals;  but  would  there  not 
be  as  much  vanity  in  having  a  funeral  be- 
longing to  Class  1,  or  Class  2,  or  Class  3  ? 
For  his  part  it  seemed  to  him  that  this 
classification  woidd  act  as  a  premium 
on  vanity,  and  he  must  say  that  he  felt 
strong  objections  to  the  clause. 

Mb.  COBDEN  said,  it  was  not  very  often 
that  he  rose  to  endorse  any  opinion  utttered 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  North  Warwick- 
shire, but  he  certainly  did  coincide  with 
him  on  the  present  occasion.  Complaints 
had  been  made  of  the  ostentation  of  those 
who  employed  undertakers.  This  arose 
from  our  being  a  people  of  caste.  Each 
caste  was  trying  to  emulate  the  caste  above 
them;  and,  while  attempting  to  discourage 
this  system,  the  Government  were,  by  put- 
ting into  the  present  clause  different  de- 
grees of  caste,  encouraging  the  very  thing 
they  deprecated.  The  clause  contained  a 
list  of  payments  for  the  interment  of  mas- 
ters and  serfs,  the  very  thing  which  ought 
to  be  rendered  obsolete.  What  would  be 
the  effect  of  this  ?     Why,  that  every  onot 
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would  be  ashamed  to  hare  his  friend  in- 
terred in  the  lowest  class  of  charges. 
Where  was  the  necessity  of  taking  any 
care  of  the  higher  classes  at  all  ?  Sorely 
they  could  bury  their  dead.  He  contended 
that  the  poorer  class  was  the  only  party 
for  which  the  House  ought  to  care,  because 
if  the  upper  classes  were  cheated  a  little, 
they  would  not  thereby  be  ruined.  He 
wanted  to  know  why  the  Board  of  Health 
should  not  make  some  provbion  that  they 
would  keep  a  register  of  the  certain  prices 
at  which  funerals  would  be  conducted  with 
decency  and  solemnity  for  the  lower 
classes  ? 

Sm  B.  HALL  said,  that  great  alarm 
had  been  excited  among  the  tradesmen  of 
Marjlebone,  in  consequence  of  what  they 
conceived  to  be  the  excessively  high  price 
at  which  an  artisan  was  to  be  interred,  ac- 
cording to  the  statement  recently  made  by 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Bath.  He 
wished  to  ask  the  noble  Lord  what  would 
be  the  whole  expense,  from  the  time  the 
contracting  undertaker  entered  a  house  to 
the  time  the  earth  was  thrown  upon  a 
body,  for  the  interment  of  a  mechanic  re- 
siding in  any  part  of  London  ?  Suppose  a 
person  died  in  the  neighbourhood  of  St. 
Pancras,  and  was  buried  in  any  cemetery 
the  noble  Lord  pleased,  what  would  be  the 
cost  in  such  a  case  ? 

Lord  ASHLEY  said,  it  was  quite  im- 
possible for  him  to  answer  the  question  at 
present.  He  could  only  repeat  that  the 
reduction  upon  exisdng  charges  would  be 
very  considerable  indeed.  He  begged  to 
add  a  word.  On  the  previous  evening  the 
hon.  Baronet  had  informed  the  Committee 
that  the  fees  paid  upon  interments  in  St. 
John's  Wood  church,  were  only  7«.  lOd., 
an  amount  which  the  hon.  Baronet  con- 
trasted with  the  258,  which  it  was  stated 
would  be  the  maximum  fees  upon  inter- 
ment under  this  BilL  In  the  nrst  place, 
the  hon.  Baronet  took  no  account  of  the 
fact  that  the  maximum  in  question  was 
susceptible  of  very  great  reduction;  and, 
in  the  second  place,  the  hon.  Baronet  was 
wrong  in  his  own  figures.  He  (Lord  Ash- 
ley)! in  the  course  of  the  day,  had  made  in- 
quiries in  the  parish  refeired  to,  and  he 
had  found  that  the  hon.  Baronet  in  his 
statement  had  entirely  left  out  of  his  cal- 
culation the  very  heavy  fee  paid  for  the 
ground,  the  churchwarden's  fee,  which  in 
that  parish  amounted  to  no  less  than  II.  8«., 
making  with  the  7 8.  lOd.  stated  by  the 
hon.  Baronet,  1/.  158,  6d,  instead  of  the 
maximum  of  IL  58,  under  the  Bill—* 


Sib  B.  HALL :  Was  the  ground  fee 
stated  by  the  noble  Lord  for  parishioners 
or  for  non-parishioners  ? 

Lord  ASHLEY :  For  parishioners.  For 
non-parishioners  the  fee  waa  21,  2«. 

Sir  B.  hall  could  only  say  that  he 
had  received  his  information  from  the  offi- 
cers of  the  parish.  There  was,  however, 
as  he  had  since  learned,  an  additional 
charge  of  4«.,  making  the  fees  11 «.  lOd. 
With  regard  to  St.  Pancras,  he  had  over- 
stated the  facts.  A  pauper  buried  in  that 
parish  paid  4f.  6d. ;  a  parishioner  7«.  6d., 
and  there  was  a  further  fee  for  the  m>und 
of  3«.,  making  108,  6d,  in  all.  Ho  had 
before  him  a  copy  of  a  bill  to  the  directors 
of  St.  Pancras  for  the  interments  ending 
December  quarter,  1849,  one  of  the  items 
of  which  was  **  67  poor,  at  2«.  6d.,"  which 
was  the  sum  he  had  stated. 

Mr.  SADLEIR  moved  a  proviso  to  the 
effect  that  no  contract  should  be  entered 
into  by  the  board,  the  expenses  of  which 
were  to  be  more  than  61,  The  object 
which  he  had  in  moving  the  proviso  was 
this.  He  understood  that  the  system  fol- 
lowed in  burying  the  humbler  classes  in 
this  metropolis  was  one  partly  of  cash  and 
partly  of  credit,  and  he  wished  to  preserve 
the  continuance  of  this  system,  which  was 
considered  to  be  a  great  boon  by  the  hum- 
bler classes.  He  named  the  sum  of  51., 
because  he  understood  that  under  the 
operation  of  this  measure  a  very  respect- 
able tradesman  could  be  interred  for  that 
sum  with  all  becoming  solemnity,  whilst 
the  funeral  of  a  labourer  or  artisan  could 
be  performed  for  IZ.,  II,  10«.,  or  21,  Now 
if  the  clause  passed  without  the  proviso, 
the  contractor  would  stipulate  for  cash  pay- 
ments as  his  protection  against  a  poor 
person  ^sailing  upon  him  to  furnish  an  ex- 
pensive funeral.  The  friends  of  the  de- 
ceased might  not  be  prepared  with  ready 
cash,  and  the  consequence  would  be  that 
the  expenses  of  the  funeral  would  fall  upon 
the  parish  in  many  cases. 

Sir  G.  grey  said,  he  did  not  see  the 
necessity  of  placing  any  restriction  of  the 
kind  on  the  Board  of  Health. 

Proviso  negatived. 

Mr.  bright  then  proposed  a  proviso 
to  the  effect  that  the  Board  of  Health 
should  be  bound  to  give  its  sanction  to  un- 
dertakers other  than  those  who  had  ob- 
tained contracts  to  undertake  the  per- 
formance of  funerals,  at  the  same  rate  as 
the  contracting  undertakers.  Suppose  that 
there  were  1^  undertakers,  and  that  it 
wa9  estimated  forij  could  perform  aft  thA 
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busineas,  sixty  would  be  extinguished,  al- 1 
though  the  forty  might  not  execute  the ' 
work  cheaper  than  the  100.     He  did  not ' 
think  it  necessary  that  there  shonld  be  any  | 
limitation  of  the  number,  and  therefore  he  : 
consi'lered  that  if  any  umlertakcr  chose  to  ! 
signify  to  the  Board  of  Health  that  he  was  i 
willing  to  undertake  the  performance  of 
funerab  on  the  terms  published  by  them, 
such  undertakers  should  receive  the  autho- 
risation and  sanction  of  the  board  for  so  do- 
ing. Otherwise  the  public  would  be  led  to  the 
inference  that  there  was  some  advantage 
in  going  to  the  contracting  undertakers, 
from  their  connexion  with  the  Board  of 
Health,  and  an  injustice  ^ould  be  done  to 
the  undertakers  who  were  not  contractors. 
He  much  doubted  Whether  this  measure 
weuLl  ever  be  a  popular  one;  but  the  adop- 
tion of  this  proviso  would  at  all  events  re- 
move one  objection  to  it. 

Sir  G.  grey  said,  that  there  was  no- 
thing to  prevent  other  undertakers  from 
]>erfurming  funerals  at  as  low  or  lower 
charges  than  the  contractors.  There  was 
nothing  to  prevent  their  entering  into  com- 
petition with  the  contractors,  and  they 
would  have  this  advantage,  that,  knowing 
the  price  of  the  contracting  undertakers, 
they  might  undersell  them  if  they  thought 
proper. 

Mb.  BEIGHT  thought  the  undertakers 
who  were  supposed  to  be  in  alliance  with 
the  Board  of  Ilealth  would  possess  an  ad- 
vantage which  might  operate  somewhat  in- 
juriously upon  others  engaged  in  the  same 
trade. 

Mr.  Alderman  SIDNEY  said,  if  it  was 
intended  by  this  Bill  to  restrict  the  trade  of 
undertakers,  he  thought  the  Committee 
was  bound  to  repudiate  such  an  obnoxious 
principle;  for  he  did  not  see  why  a  parti- 
cular class  of  tradesmen  in  London  should 
be  debarred  by  Act  of  Parliament  from 
that  competition  which  existed  in  all  other 
trades. 

Lord  ASHLEY  said,  that  the  object 
was  to  distribute  the  business  as  widely  as 
possible. 

Colonel  THOMPSON  could  not  per- 
ceive the  diifcrence  between  these  and  any 
other  contracts.  Would  not  the  fair  and 
reasonable  course  be  for  the  board  to  give 
information  of  the  terms  they  would  give 
for  burials,  according  to  certain  specifica- 
tions, and  then  accept  the  best  contract 
that  was  offered  ? 

Sir  Db  L.  EVANS  wished  to  know  if 
the  tenders  were  to  bo  publicly  advertised 
for? 


Sir  G.  GRBY  said,  that  the  Bill  implied 
that  they  would  be  sought  by  public  adver- 
tisement. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  opposed 
the  Amendment,  on  the  ground  that  if 
every  one  might  come  in  and  do  the  work 
which  one  man  had  contracted  to  do,  there 
would  be  no  contract  or  competition  at  all, 
and  no  one  would  enter  into  such  a  con- 
tract. 

Mb.  BRIGHT  said,  that  what  ho  want- 
ed was  the  sanction  of  the  Board  of  Health, 
if  he  might  so  express  it,  to  all  under- 
takers, and  not  to  particular  undertakers 
only,  who  were  willing  to  perform  these 
funerals,  ^e  would  not  divide  the  Com- 
mittee. 

Proviso  negatived. 

Lord  D.  STUART  felt  the  clause  to  be 
so  objectionable  that  he  must  divide  the 
Committee  against  it.  Many  attempts  had 
been  made  to  amend  it,  but  all  had  been 
fruitless.  The  feelings  of  the  poor  ought 
to  be  considered,  as  well  as  those  of  the 
rich  and  great.  He  had  on  the  preced- 
ing night  said,  and  he  now  repeated  it, 
this  was  not  a  poor  man's  Bill,  for  its 
effect  would  be  to  violate  the  feelings  of 
the  poor  in  the  matter  in  which  they  were 
most  susceptible.  There  were  few  things 
that  poor  people  regarded  with  greater  hor- 
ror than  the  burial  of  their  deceased  rela- 
tives by  charity.  Surely  that  feeling  de- 
served respect  and  consideration,  yet  by 
this  clause  hundreds  of  poor  persons,  who, 
if  they  had  the  advantage  of  a  little  credit 
for  a  funeral,  might  be  able  to  proceed  aa 
they  did  at  present — paying  a  small  sum 
down,  and  the  balance  by  instalments — 
would  be  forced  by  this  clause  in  its  pre- 
sent state  to  that  resort  which  was  the 
most  abhorrent  to  their  feelings — a  pau- 
per's funeral.  Upon  this  ground  he  ob- 
jected to  the  clause,  and  he  opposed  it  also 
as  being  a  gross  and  objectionable  inter- 
ference by  the  Government  with  the  free- 
dom of  trade,  and  with  matters  in  which 
they  had  no  business  to  interfere. 

Question  put,  '*  That  the  Clause,  as 
amended,  stand  part  of  the  Bill." 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  104; 
Noes  25 :  Majority  79. 

Clause  28. 

Mr.  STANFORD  moved  that  the  fol- 
lowing words  be  added  : — 

"  Proyidcd  always,  that  nothing  herein  enacted 
shall  bo  construed  to  authoriae  or  empower  any 
officer  or  servant  of  the  said  board  to  enter  any 
house  or  room  for  the  purpose  of  removing  any 
dead  body,  or  for  any  other  purpose  of  this  Act, 
against  the  will  of  any  relative  of  the  deodnsed.'* 
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Sm  6.  GREY  ^praben^  there  conld 
be  no  ueceasitf  for  Uie  pnrnao.  The  re- 
inovftl  oould  not  take  pkce  ogainBt  the  Till 
of  the  relatives. 

Sib  W.  clay  bdieved  th&t  there  wera 
jicraons  nut  of  Hoon  who  wonM  be  gU*l  Vi 
have  ft  distinct  twenranee  that  it  vas  not 
to  be  oompuhory,  and  that  the  officer  was 
to  have  no  power  bi  interfere  except  un  tho 
ojtprcsacd  n-quoat  of  the  rchitiTS  ur  ezecn- 
tor  having  charge  of  the  funeral. 

Sir  G,  grey  harl  not  the  slightcat  h?- 
sitati'in  in  giving  the  assurance,  but  should 
have  thought  tho  language  of  tho  clause 
made  it  unnecessary.  It  was  not  intended 
to  give  any  power  of  enlcring  a  house,  or 
removing  a  body,  without  the  consent  ff 
iho  executor  or  relatives,  the  parties  in 
fact  whose  duty  it  was  to  see  to  the  decent 
burial  of  the  deceased. 

Proviso  withdrawQ.  Clause  agreed  to; 
OS  was  Clause  29. 

CUuse  30. 

Sib  G,  GRSY  said,  that  since  the  BUI 
was  first  introduced,  he  had  inserted  two 
amcndmeuta  in  this  clauso.  Rcprcscuta- 
tions  had  bccu  niado  to  him  that  if  uo  fee 
was  allowed  on  the  burial  of  those  bodies 
which  were  interred  at  the  expense  of  tho 
union  or  parish,  with  tho  exception  of 
those  cases  where  Iho  deceased  parties  had 
bccu  members  of  tho  Church  of  England, 
there  would  be  no  miulator  in  attendance 
to  perform  tho  service  over  them.  Ho 
therefore  proposed  to  insert  iu  this  clause, 
and  again  in  tho  38tji  clause,  the  following 
words  : — "  And  whore  such  body  is  buried 
at  the  expense  of  aoy  union  or  parish,  a 
sum  not  exceeding  one  shiUiog.  '  The 
only  other  amendment  was  in  line  24,  tho 
effect  of  which  would  be  to  prevent  any 
fco  being  taken  in  respect  of  the  romoval 
of  a  body. 

Siu  B.  IIALL  said,  that  this  clause  and 
tho  two  following  ones  were  new  ones;  and 
before  they  were  discussed  by  the  Com- 
mittee ho  wished  to  bear  the  reason  of  the 
altoi'ations  that  had  taken  place.  In  the 
original  Bill  It  was  proposed  that  an  average 
of  years  should  be  taken,  upon  which  the 
conipcnsatiou  to  the  present  and  future  in- 
cuujiieuta  should  be  fixed.  That  had  boen 
nbandoDcd;  and  the  proposition  now  was 
that  a  fee  of  6(.  2d.  should  be  paid,  upon 
every  bunal  to  tho  present  and  all  future 
incumbents. 

SiK  G.  GREY  said,  he  had  thought  that, 
upon  the  whole,  this  was  tho  best  mode  of 
atfordiMg  cuuiponaatioo.     The  oUter  plan 
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I  pmpoied  that  an  average  should  ho  taken, 
'  for  three  or  five  yews  before  tho  olosing  of 
I  any  burial  ground,  of  the  receipts  in  that 
I  p^iah  fniu  burial  fees,  and  that  a  sum 
I  should  be  awanled  ti>  the  existing  incum- 
I  bents  during  their  inoumbencies,  and  con- 
tinued til  tlie  future  incuinbents,  subject 
to  any  deduction  that  might  ho  directed  hy 
the  bishop.  There  were  great  diflicultics 
witii  regard  fa)  this  cora|iensation.  No 
diiubt  it  was  perfectly  just  and  oi]uitaMc 
that  sumo  compensation  should  ho  made; 
and  as  regonled  tho  existing  iiieunilients, 
he  bod  n-it  heard  any  objection  mode.  In 
many  of  the  London  parishes  the  incnuw 
of  the  clergyman  was  derived  in  a  groat 
nieasuro  from  these  burial  fees.  In  tlio 
course  of  hi«  commumcation  with  those  re- 
presenting tho  in  tcrcstsofthoclergy,  ho  had 
found  them  ready  to  make  a  fail'  conces- 
sion of  their  interests  to  their  public  good. 
The  clause  now  proposed  gave  them  a  less 
amount  of  compensation  than  they  would 
have  received  umler  the  former  clause. 
The  principle  on  which  the  compensation 
was  fixed  was  identical  with  that  embodied 
in  the  different  Cemetery  Acts,  but  the 
amount  was  much  less.  Tho  principle  had 
been  recognised  and  aJupted  by  Parlia- 
ment in  all  those  Acts,  tho  law  being  that, 
in  respect  to  every  body  brought  to  any  of 
these  cemeteries  from  any  parish  in  Lon- 
don, the  clergyman  of  that  pai'isli,  in  some 
cases  the  clerk  end  churcli wardens  also, 
should  receive  certain  fees,  varying  in 
amount  at  the  diUcrciit  cemeteries.  An 
average  had  beon  tnkcii  of  the  receipts  in 
a  given  time  on  account  of  burial  foes  for 
the  great  majority  of  tho  parishes  in  Lon- 
don: it  amounted  only  to  8j.  2d.i  6<.  2d. 
was  the  average  of  a  more  limited  number; 
and  6(.  2d.  was  the  amount  with  which  he 
beUeved  the  great  body  of  the  clergy  would 
be  satisfied,  though  it  did  not  reach  the 
average,  and  in  many  cases  fell  very  far 
short  of  the  incomes  they  were  now  re- 
ceiving. But  there  was  this  uew  principle 
embodied  in  the  clause;  that  the  paymeut 
of  the  chaplain  for  pciiormiug  the  duty  at 
the  burial  ground  was  to.  be  deducted  from 
the  amount  of  fees  pavable  to  tho  several 
clergy.  The  duty,  therefore,  would  bo 
performed  at  tho  same  charge  as  was  now 
the  average  of  a  large  number  of  parishes 
in  London.  He  thought  this  the  moat 
equitable  mode  of  apportioiung  this  com- 
pensation. No  additional  chargo  was 
thrown  upon  tho  public,  in  respect  of  the 
payment  of  thechaplain,  or  tho  iuctmibont; 
at  the  samo  time  there  was  a  provision  that 
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a  8am  not  exceeding  tbe  same  amount 
Bhould'be  paid  at  the  request  of  parties  to 
a  minister  of  any  religious  denomination, 
who  attended  to  perform  the  burial  serrice 
at  the  place  of  interment. 

Colonel  THOMPSON  hoped  the  ques- 
tion of  compensation  would  be  decided 
simply  with  reference  to  the  skOut  in  quo. 
If  the  Church  insisted  on  forcing  an  exam- 
ination into  whether  she  was  the  Church 
with  which  the  State  had  made  a  compact 
or  not,  the  case  would  be  altered.  But  it 
was  time  enough  to  act  on  this  when  it 
came  to  pass;  and  till  then,  the  only  way 
the  matter  was  to  be  viewed,  was,  that  the 
Church  was  about  to  lose  certain  sources 
of  revenue  she  had  heretofore  enjoyed, 
and  for  these,  it  was  the  shortest  and 
fairest  way  that  compensation  should  be 
given. 

Mr.  LUSHINGTON  moved  an  Amend- 
ment to  the  effect  that  the  compensation 
to  be  awarded  under  the  30th  clause  to  in- 
cumbents and  others  shall  not  be  perpetual, 
but  shall  be  limited  to  such  incumbents 
and  others  only  as  shall  be  in  actual  pos- 
session of  their  respective  tenures  at  the 
period  of  the  passing  of  this  Act.  Al- 
though he  did  not  mean  to  oppose  compen- 
sation to  the  existing  incumbents,  in  order 
to  strengthen  his  case  ho  would  set  out  by 
endeavouring  to  show  that  payment  of  fees 
for  burials  to  the  clergy  was  not  justifi- 
able by  law.  As  to  the  right  to  compensa- 
tion he  could  not  concede,  nor  did  the  Le- 
gislature recognise,  it  in  such  a  case.  The 
proprietors  of  Gatton  and  Old  Sarum  were 
not  compensated  after  the  Reform  Bill,  nor 
innkeepers  and  postmasters  after  the  estab- 
lishment of  railways.  In  WiUis*8  Reports^ 
18th  George  11. ,  there  was  a  case  where 
Mr.  Justice  Abdy  pronounced  a  claim  for 
burial  fees  on  the  part  of  an  incumbent  to 
be  untenable,  and  laid  it  down  that  it  was 
the  clear  duty  of  a  parochial  priest  to  bury 
the  dead  according  to  the  6oth  canon,  by 
which  he  was  liable  to  suspension  in  case 
of  refusal,  as  well  as  according  to  common 
law,  by  which  he  was  made  liable  in  a  tem- 
poral court  for  any  nuisance  arising  from 
his  neglect;  that  neglect,  in  Linwode's 
opinion,  was  simony.  Sir  Henry  Spelman 
called  the  claim  of  burial  fees  ''  abomin- 
able," and  other  harsh  names;  and  Milton, 
in  quoting  him,  used  words  so  intemperate, 
that  he  (Mr.  Lushington)  was  prevented 
repeating  them  by  his  regard  for  prelacy. 
It  was  but  a  custom — an  oblation  to  the 
pastor  by  the  relatives  of  the  deceased, 
ae  nowcame  to  apointupon  which  consider* 


able  stress  had  been  laid.    It  was  stated, 
that  the  alterations  made  in  the  Bill  were 
founded  on  the  practice  of  the  cemetery 
companies.     When  one  of  those  companies 
purchased  a  large  piece  of  land,  they  de- 
sired to  have  a  portion  of  it  consecrated  by 
the  bishop  of  the  diocese;  but  the  bishop 
told  them  that  he  would  not  consecrate  any 
portion  of  their  cemetery  unless  a  h\^ 
wall  were  raised  between  it  and  that  por- 
tion of  the  ground  which  it  was  proposed 
to  leave  unconsecrated;  and,  farther,  that 
he  would  not  do  it  unless  they  agreed  to 
pay  certain  fees  upon  every  burifd  to  the 
existing  incumbents,  as  well  as  to  all  others 
who  mi^t  succeed  them.  When  the  ceme- 
tery at  Kensal-green  was  opened,  the  pro- 
prietors of  that  ground,  at  the  instance  of 
the  bishop,  agreed  to  pay  to  the  incumbents 
of  parishes  and  their  successors  Ss,  for 
every  burial  in  a  vault,  and  2s,  M,  in  the 
open  ground,  and  a  further  fee  of  2$,  6d. 
to  the  incumbent  of  tho  parish  of  Maryle- 
bone  for  every  such  interment.      It  was 
subsequently  thought  by  the  bishop  that 
this  was  rather  a  bad  bargain,  and  when 
other  cemeteries  came  into  existence  they 
were  compelled  to  pay  still  higher  prices — 
the  Western  Cemetery  to  pay  105. ,  and 
another  cemetery  subsequently  established 
20;.,  and  all  this  for  the  sake  of  increasing 
the  incomes  of  the  clergy !     He  would  put 
a  case  the  force  of  which  he  had  no  doubt 
would  be  felt  by  the  House.     He  did  not 
like  to  anticipate  unpleasant  casualties,  but 
suppose  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  the 
Member  for  Brighton  were  to  die  at  this 
place,   he  could    not   be  buried  in    the 
cemetery  at  Brighton  unless  the  incum- 
bent  of    the    parish    were  paid  a  sum 
of  21,  2s,     When  the  incumbents  asked 
for    compensation,  he    (Mr.   Lushington) 
desired  to   know,   was  no  compensation 
due  to  the  public  —  no  compensation  to 
those  who  in  the  late  pestilence  lost  so 
many,  of  their  friends  and  relations  ?     It 
was  well  known  that  when  propositions 
were  made  for  the  removal  of  interments 
from  the  metropolis,  the  main  opposition 
was  offered  by  the  clergy,  and  mainly  on 
account  of  the  fees  which  accrued  to  Uiem 
from  the  practice  of  intramural  burial.   He 
would  ask  emphatically  was  there  no  com- 
pensation due  to  those  who  had  suffered  by 
the  pertinacious  refusals  which  the  clergy 
gave  to  any  proposition  for  putting  an  end 
to  intramural  burials  ?   Then,  with  respect 
to  the  Dissenters,  he  was  bound  to  say  that 
when  the  members  of  the  Church  made 
those  payments,  they  only  assisted  an  es- 
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tablishment  with  which  they  were  them- 
selves in  oommunion.  Now  the  condition 
of  the  Dissenters  was  the  very  reverse  of 
this.  He  was  acquainted  with  a  gentleman 
of  the  bar,  who  was  a  rigid  Dissenter;  his 
wife,  a  member  of  the  Church,  was  dead, 
and  had  been  buried  in  consecrated  ground; 
but  her  widowed  husband,  however  desirous 
he  might  be  to  direct  that  his  remains 
should  repose  beside  hers,  could  secure  to 
himself  no  such  melancholy  satisfaction; 
for,  he  being  a  Dissenter,  the  burial  service 
of  the  Church  could  not  be  read  at  his  in- 
terment. It  happened  to  him  to  mix  very 
freely  in  various  classes  of  society  in  this 
metropolis,  and  he  could  undertake  to  say, 
that  in  almost  every  class  there  existed  a 
certain  degree  of  disaffection  to  the  Church 
of  England,  which  was  expressed  in  the 
most  violent,  often  in  the  most  furious 
manner.  In  the  year  1817,  when  the 
cholera  morbus  raged  in  Bengal,  numerous 
bodies  floated  down  the  Ganges,  and  vul- 
turea  were  seen  perched  upon  them  and 
tearing  their  flesh  with  their  obscene  talons. 
There  were  those  who  might  refer  to  the 
habits  of  eastern  birds  of  prey  to  illustrate 
their  ideas  of  western  voracity,  but  he 
should  not  seek  to  establish  any  analogy  of 
that  kind,  because  he  was  willing  to  pay 
due  respect  to  every  class  of  men;  but, 
from  the  language  used  out  of  doors,  he 
should  not  be  astonished  if  Her  Majesty's 
Ministers  were  accused  of  committing  Her 
Majesty's  subjects  to  the  rapacious  clutch 
of  an  insatiate  hierarchy.  Such  or  similar 
language  was  frequently  used,  and  he  must 
say,  that  if  they  wished  to  secure  the  fail- 
ing attachment  of  the  Dissenters,  they 
would  agree  to  the  Amendment  which  he 
had  proposed. 

Amendment  proposed,  page  11,  line  9, 
after  the  word  "compenaate"  to  insert 
the  words  "  the  present." 

Sir  B.  HALL  said,  the  proposition  he 
and  hon.  Gentlemen  who  thought  with  him 
wished  to  place  before  the  House  was,  that 
compensation  should  be  given  only  to  the 
existing  incumbents,  and  not  to  those  that 
came  after  them.  Now,  he  wished  to  put 
the  matter  before  the  House  on  this  broad 
principle,  whether  the  people  of  that  me- 
tropohs,  those  that  were  to  come  after  the 
present  generation,  should  pay  for  the  in- 
terment of  their  relatives  and  friends  large 
sums  of  money,  and  to  a  class  of  gentle- 
men for  doiLg  nothing.  At  first,  in  the 
former  Bill,  it  was  intended  to  give  com- 
pensation in  perpetuity  to  clergymen,  aa 
at  presenty  on  an  average  of  fife  yean; 


but  it  being  thought  that  the  incomes  of 
clergymen  would  hereafter  become  ioo 
large  under  that  regulation,  a  clause  (the 
31  St)  was  introduced,  which  empowered 
the  Commissioners  of  the  Treasury,  or  other 
official  persons,  having  the  sanction  of  the 
Bishop  of  London,  to  reduce  the  incomes 
of  incumbents  lest  they  might  become  too 
great.  He  was  prepared  to  show  to  the 
House,  that  the  incomes  which  would  be 
derived  by  them  under  the  present  Bill, 
would  be  much  larger  than  were  contemplat- 
ed in  ihe  former  Bill,  by  175  per  cent,  on 
an  increase  of  the  population  at  the  rate 
of  45  per  cent.  On  a  former  occasion,  he 
asserted  that  the  Bill  altogether  was  re- 
dolent of  the  Bishop  of  London  and  Mr. 
Chadwick;  and  he  had  it  from  unquestion- 
able authority,  that  the  Amendments  now 
sought  to  be  introduced  by  the  Govern- 
ment emanated  from  the  bishop  and  metro- 
politan incumbents,  with  a  view  to  main- 
tain and  increase  their  incomes.  A  notice 
appeared  in  a  Sunday  journal,  which  ho 
was  in  the  habit  of  reading,  and  which 
journal  might  be  considered  a  very  fair  ex« 
ponent  of  Ministerial  views  and  intentions 
m  reference  to  the  Bill,  in  which  that  mea- 
sure was  characterised  as  a  most  perfect 
piece  of  legislation;  and  it  being  so  per^ 
feet,  he  thought  it  marvellous  that  the 
Government  should  have  altered  it.  What 
induced  them  to  make  the  alteration  f 
What  but  the  agitation  that  had  taken 
place,  because  the  Bill  had  caused  great 
dissatisfaction  amongst  the  labouring 
classes,  who  could  only  see  that  if  iho 
management  were  given  to  a  Goverment 
Board,  they  were  certain  to  be  charged 
hearier  fees  than  heretofore.  It  was  all 
very  well  to  say  the  agitation  had  been  got 
up  by  interested  parties,  by  funeral  under- 
takers. He,  however,  believed  the  clause 
they  were  then  discussing  had  been  the 
cause  of  the  greatest  opposition,  and  created 
not  alone  the  greatest  discouragement,  but 
also  the  greatest  disgust.  He  had  asserted 
that  the  Bill,  as  amended,  spoke  strongly 
of  the  interference  of  the  Bishop  of  Lon* 
don;  and  what  was  the  official  announce- 
ment ?  That  the  Bishop  of  London  headed 
a  deputation  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Home 
Department,  and  suggested  the  changes. 
One  ehange  was,  that,  instead  of  having 
their  incomes  fixed  at  an  average  of  five 
years,  they  should  have  a  fixed  fee  of  6«.  2d. 
on  every  interment  that  took  place  in  con- 
secrated ground.  What  would  be  the  effect 
of  that  alteration  ?  Why,  that  as  popula- 
tion inoreasedy  so  would  their  incomes  in- 
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crease  in  an  equal  ratio.  On  a  former 
occasion,  when  he  cite<l  the  population 
of  St.  Pancras  and  Marylebone  par- 
ishes, he  was  told  by  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
roijot  the  Home  Secretary  that  he  had 
selected  these  parishes  as  telling  more  for 
his  case.  But  he  begged  then  to  say  that 
he  cited  them  not  only  because  they  were 
parishes  which  he  had  the  htmour  to  repre- 
sent, but  also  because  they  comprised  a 
sixth  of  the  population  of  the  metropolis, 
and  were  assessed  at  some  two  millions 
sterling.  In  1801  he  found  the  population 
of  the  parish  of  Marylebone  was  64,000, 
whilst  in  1841  it  rose  to  148,000.  In  1801 
the  population  of  St.  Pancras  was  31,179, 
and  in  1841  it  increased  to  145,238,  or,  on 
the  whole,  more  than  200  per  cent.  Now, 
if  they  fixed  the  fee  at  the  rate  of  popula- 
tion given,  they  would  find  it  would  in- 
crease in  the  same  ratio.  He  would  next 
take  the  case  of  deaths.  In  1845,  in 
Marylebone,  the  number  of  deaths  was 
3,200,  which,  at  6*.  2d.  each,  would  give 
587?.  In  1846  they  reached  3,472,  which, 
at  65.  2d,  would  give  1,070?.  In  St.  John's 
Wood,  in  1823,  there  were  interred  1,260 
bodies,  which,  at  69,  2d.,  would  give 
388?.  IO5.  In  1846  there  were  interred 
there  2,063,  and  that  number,  at  6«.  2d., 
amounted  to  666?.  19^.  4<?.,  showing  an 
increase  of  278?.  19*.  4d.  The  object  of 
the  clergy  in  going  to  his  right  hon.  Friend 
was  evident.  The  bishop  as  pastor  pas- 
tonvm  had  made  as  good  a  case  as  he  could 
for  tlie  shepherds,  requiring  that  a  positive 
fee  should  be  fixed  for  them;  but  when  the 
representatives  of  the  flock  in  Parliament 
demanded  a  schedule  in  order  that  the 
flock  might  not  be  fleeced  by  the  shep- 
herds, the  Government  said  that  nothing 
of  that  kind  could  be  granted.  [The  hon. 
Baronet  then  entered  into  a  number  of  de- 
tails with  regard  to  the  burial  grounds  of 
St.  Giles's  and  other  parishes,  to  show  how 
insufficient  was  the  space,  and  what  nu- 
merous evils  had  arisen  from  that  cause.] 
Let  the  House  consider  the  position  in 
which  tho  Church  was  placed,  the  schism 
which  existed  within  her  communion,  and 
the  propositions  recently  made  and  h&ppily 
rejected  in  the  House  of  Lords,  for  the  pur- 
pose of  giving  power  to  the  clergy;  and 
hst  them  ask  themselves  whether  respect 
would  be  paid  to  the  dignitaries  of  a  Church 
who  asked  that  the  community  should  be 
taxed  in  perpetuity,  for  those  who  would 
not,  under  the  provisions  of  the  Act,  do 
anything  in  return  ? 
Mr.  NEWDfiGATE  said,  the  lion.  Bar 


ronet  the  Member  for  Marylebone,  and  the 
hon.  Member  for  Westminster,  had  made 
a  severe  attack  on  the  clergy;  and  the  latter 
hon.  Member  had  read  some  disgusting 
details  of  what  he  said  had  taken  place  in 
some  of  the  churchyards  of  the  metropolis. 
So  foul  seemed  his  collection  that  his 
courage  failed  httn,  and  he  did  not  infifet 
the  whole  of  it  upon  the  House.  When 
the  hon.  Baronet  laid  the  blame  of  the 
crowded  state  of  the  churchyards  to  the 
clergy,  he  ought  to  have  recollected  that 
they  were  not  so  much  in  fault  as  the  in- 
habitants themselves,  and  those  who  repre- 
sented them,  whose  duty  it  was  to  have 
moved  in  the  matter,  and  attempted  to  re- 
medy the  abuse  by  legislation.  The  hon. 
Baronet  ought  also  to  have  recollected  that 
the  fees  were  only  the  means  of  paying  the 
clergy;  and  when  he  complained  that  the 
fees  would  increase  as  the  population  in- 
creased, he  ought  not  to  have  forgotten 
that,  as  the  population  increased,  the  duties 
of  the  clergy  must  also  increase.  It  seemed 
to  him  that  the  clause  was  a  proper  provi- 
sion for  the  future  spiritual  duties  of  tho 
Church.  The  attack  of  the  hon.  Baronet 
on  the  clergy  was  for  a  state  of  things 
which  they  could  not  remedy.  Was  not 
that  the  case  ? 

Siii  B.  HALL  said,  if  the  clei^gymen 
had  made  representations  to  the  parochial 
authorities  that  the  burial  grounds  were 
insufficient,  the  evils  might  have  been  re- 
medied.    But  nothing  of  that  kind  had 

Mr.  NE  WDEGATE  :  But  if  these  evils 
were  notorious,  representations  were  unne- 
cessary, and  it  was  the  duty  of  the  vestries, 
and  the  Members  representing  these  bo- 
roughs, to  sec  to  their  removal.  He  was  net 
so  conversant  with  the  p08iti6n  of  the  Lon- 
don clergy  in  this  respect  as  he  was  with 
that  of  the  clergy  in  some  other  towns. 
In  Birmingham  there  were  cures  of  souls 
where  tho  remuneration  did  not  exceed 
150?.,  more  than  half  of  which  small  sti- 
pend depended  on  burial  fees.  It  was  not 
coirect  to  say  that  these  payments  were 
for  the  act  of  buriftl;  but  they  were  offi- 
cial fees,  not  for  the  mere  performance  of 
the  act,  aiiy  more  than  fees  to  some  law 
officers  were  payments  for  the  mere  act  of 
signature,  where,  upon  no  other  man's  sig- 
nature but  that  of  such  officer,  such  fees 
would  acme;  any  more  than  fees  for  burial 
could  acme  to  any  but  the  clergymen  of 
the  parish;  they  were  a  part  of  the  stipend. 
Objection  might  be  made  to  the  form  of 
payment^  but  unless  otiker   means  iren^ 
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provided,  the  depriving  the  clergy  of  them 
would  he  simply  robhing  them  of  a  part  of 
their  income.  He  thought  the  hon.  Baro- 
net had  not  scrupled  to  pervert  the  cir- 
cumstances for  the  sake  of  making  an  un- 
fair attack  on  the  clergy. 

Mr.  HUME  said,  the  question  was,  whe- 
ther the  burial  fee  was  a  vested  right  or 
not,  and  whether  the  incumbent  had  any 
legal  title  to  it.  He  thought  it  had  been 
proved  that  the  clergy  had  no  legal  title 
to  a  fee  upon  interments,  and  he  should  be 
glad  to  hear  the  hon.  and  learned  Attorney 
General  say  whether  there  was  any  truth 
in  the  statement  that  by  law  the  claim 
could  not  be  maintained.  The  moment 
that  burials  ceased  in  the  present  church- 
yardsy  the  clergy  became  sineenrists  so  far 
as  they  were  concerned,  and  therefore  their 
claim  to  compensation  could  not  be  sup- 
ported. Ho  contended  that  the  clergyman 
of  a  parish  was  bound  to  bury  without  any 
fee,  and  if  he  refused  he  was  liable  to  pun- 
ishment. He  thought  it  was  fair  to  give 
present  incumbents,  compensation;  but  he 
denied  the  justice  of  extending  it  to  their 
successors. 

Sib  De  L.  EVANS  contended,  in  op- 
position  to  what  b^ul  been  said  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  North  Warwickshire,  that  the 
metropolitan  Members  were  not  to  be 
blamed  for  not  remedying  the  abuses  that 
prevailed  in  churchyards.  The  interests 
of  the  clergy,  in  fact,  stood  in  the  way  of 
any  effectual  remedies  being  applied.  Had 
the  bishops  applied  their  influence  to  the 
removal  of  the  enormities  that  existed,  they 
would  have  ceased  long  ago.  As  to  the  pro- 
posal of  the  hon.  Members  for  Westminster 
and  Marylebone,  he  should  like  to  hear 
what  was  unreasonable  in  it.  They  had 
what  was  called  a  "perpetual  annuity"  in 
the  fir3t  Bill ;  and,  though  the  phrase  had 
been  ingeniously  withdrawn,  the  reality 
had  not.  There  were  52,000  burials  in 
tho  metropolis  annually;  and,  assuming 
that  all  these  took  place  in  consecrated 
ground,  no  less  a  sum  than  17,t)002.  per 
annum  would  bo  received.  From  this  sum 
the  stipend  of  the  chaplains  would  be  de- 
ducted, and  the  surplus  would  go,  in  all 
time  cominff,  to  the  incumbents  of  the 
various  parishes.  ,  Now,  he  asked,  on  what 
good  ground  could  they  pifopofte  buoh  a 
compensation  as  this  ? 

Lord  ASHLEY  said,  that  he  must  say 
a  few  words  in  favour  of  the  clergy,  and  in 
favour  of  the  demand  which  they  madie. 
In  the  first  place,  he  would  state  to  the 
House  that  when  the  cholera  exbted  to  the 


fullest  extent  in  this  country,  the  Board  of 
Health  was  called  upon  to  act  in  an  arbi- 
trary way  in  a  great  many  instances,  and 
compelled  tho  poorer  clergy  to  close  their 
graveyards:  they  agreed  to  do  so  without 
a  murmur,  although  involving  serious  loss, 
for  which  they  could  never  receive  the 
slightest  compensation.      Then,   if  they 
looked  at  the  cumpeusation  now  offered, 
they  would  find  that  it  was  considerably 
less  than  the  annuity  based  u]K)n  the  five 
years*  average  which  was  pro[*08ed  in  tho 
first  draught  of  the  Bill.     Even  supposing 
that  the  compensation  was  to  be  the  amount 
of  fees  deriving  from  tho  burial  of  52,000 
pet^sons  per  annum,  it  would  taot  be  much 
more  than  16,0001.  \  but  it  was  manifest 
that  they  would  not  receive  the  fees  upon 
the  whole  of  these,  for  a  considerable  pro- 
portion of  the  interments  would  go  into  the 
unconsecrated  ground,  and  into  the  ground 
set  apart  for  Roman  Catholics,  and  therefore 
all  these  would  have  to  be  deducted  from 
the  sum  of  16,000i[.     The  clergy,  when 
they  proposed  the  system  of  fees,  likewise 
proposed  that  a  deduction  should  be  made 
for  the  services  of  the  chaplains.     This 
would  amount  to  2,000^.  or  3,0002.,  and 
therefore  not  more  than  13,0002.  a  year 
would  be  left  for  compensation.      Now, 
taking  the  estimate  made  in  1 11  parishes^ 
the   sum   to  which  the  clergy  would   bo 
entitled  as  a  fee  was  7s.  dd.,  while  the  fee 
which  th^  had  appropriated  to  themselves 
was  6$.  zi.f  subrect  to  the  deduction  he 
had  mentioned  tor  payment  of  the  chap- 
lains.    There  were  good  reasons  why  they 
preferred  this  mode  of  payment  to  that  of 
the  annuity.     There  was  a  precedent  in 
the  case  of  the  cemetery  companies;  and 
then  they  had  this  advantage,  that  they 
received  their  payments  out  of  the  inter- 
ments in   consecrated  ground   only,  and 
therefore  were  not  exposed  to  the  charge 
of  receiving  the  cbntributioiis  of  Roman 
Catholics  and  Dissenters.     So  far  as  he 
could  gather  the  opinions  of  the  Commit- 
tee, there  seemed  to  be  no  very  strong 
opposition  to  the  compensation  of  the  ex- 
isting clergymen;  but  decided  objectiona 
had  been  expressed  to  the  perpetuation  of 
the  scheme.     Now,  these  fees  were  hot  to 
be  considered  as  mere  payment  for  parti- 
cular services;  they  were  to  be  taken  as  a 
stipend  for  the  peiformance  of  the  general 
services  which  the  clergy  had  to  perform, 
there  being  in  many  instances  little  or  no 
emolument  beyond  what  was*  derived  from 
churchyard  fees,  while  in  others  fifty  per 
cent  of  the  oiesgjmvjx^B  income  wfwi  de- 
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rived  from  that  source.  The  clergymen 
of  the  various  parishes  would  still  have 
the  charge  of  tho  poor,  and  the  duty  of 
visiting  from  house  to  house.  All  the 
duty  taken  from  them  was  that  connected 
with  the  hurial  of  the  dead — their  other 
clerical  duties  remaining  the  same  as  he- 
fore;  and  that  was  the  ground  on  which 
it  was  thought  right  to  grant  the  continu- 
ation of  the  fees.  As  the  population  in- 
creased, the  duties  of  the  clergyman  would, 
of  course,  also  increase;  and  therefore  he 
thought  there  was  no  weight  in  the  align- 
ment which  had  heen  founded  on  that  cir- 
cumstance. 

Mb.  HUME  wished  to  hear  from  the 
Attorney  General  what  was  the  state  of 
the  law  regarding  fees  ? 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  said, 
the  authorities  quoted  hy  the  hon.  Mem- 
her  for  Westminster  were  not  at  all  in 
point.  No  fee  could  he  recovered  either 
hy  the  common  law,  or  the  canon  law,  for 
a  duty  not  discharged  hy  the  individual; 
hut  there  was  a  custom  for  claiming  a  fee 
on  account  of  duty  performed  hy  a  party 
himself. 

Question  put,  **  That  the  proposed  words 
he  there  inserted." 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  88; 
Noes  126 :  Majority  38. 


List  of  Ae  Ayes. 


Adftir,  H.  £. 
Adair,  R.  A.  S. 
Aloock,  T. 
Arkwrigfat,  G. 
Baldwin,  C.  B. 
Bass,  M.  T. 


Freestuo,  OoL 
Glyn,  G.  C. 
Grosrenor,  LordR. 
Hardcastle,  J.  A. 
HarriiB,  R. 
Hastio,  A. 


Berkeley,  hon.  H.  F.  Hastie,  A. 

Berkeley,  C.  L.  G.  Ileadlam,  T.  E. 

Bonverie,  hon.  £.  P.  Henry,  A. 

Bright,  J.  Heywood,  J. 

Brotherton,  J.  Hobhouse,  T.  B. 

Borko,  Sir  T.  J.  Hume,  J. 

Carter,  J.  B.  Hutt,  W. 

Clay,  J.  Jackson,  W. 

Clay,  Sir  W.  Jolliffe,  Sir  W.  G.  H. 

Cobden,  R.  Kershaw,  J. 

Colebrooke,  Sir  T.  £.  Mahon,  The  O'Gorman 

Colvile,  C.  R.  Matheson,  J. 

Corbally,  M.  £.  Matheson,  Col. 

Crawford,  W.  S.  Melgund,  Viact. 

D'Eyncourt,  rt.  hon.  C.  Molesworth,  Sir  W. 

Duff,  G.  S.  Morris,  D. 

Dufl^  J.  Mostyn,  hon.  E.  M.  L, 

Duncan,  Visot.  Mowatt,  F. 

Duncan,  G.  Nuffent,  Lord 

Duncombe,  T.  O'Flaherty,  A. 

EUice,  £.  Oswald,  A. 

Ellis,  J.  Pearson,  C. 

Evans,  Sir  Do  L.  PeoheU,  Sir  G.  B. 

Evans,  W.  Pelham,  hon.  D.  A. 

Forster,  M.  Perfect,  R. 

Forftesone,  boo.  J.  W.  PiUungton,  J. 


Ricardo,  0. 
Rice,  £.  R. 
Robartes,  T.  J.  A. 
Romilly,  Col. 
Sidney,  Aid. 
Smith,  rt.  hon.  R.  V. 
Smith,  M.  T. 
Smith,  J.  B. 
Stansaeld,  W.  R.  C. 
Stuart,  Lord  D. 
Talbot,  C.  R.  M. 
Tenison,  E.  K. 
Thomely,  T. 
ToUemache,  hon.  F.  J. 


Trelawny,  J.  S. 
Villiors,  hon.  C. 
Wakley,  T. 
Walmsley,  Sir  J. 
Wawn,  J.  T. 
Willcox,  B.  M. 
Williams,  J. 
Wilson,  M. 
Wrightson,  W.  B. 
Wyld,  J. 

TXLUIBS. 

Hall,  Sir  B. 
Lushington,  C. 


Sir  B.  hall  said,  that  the  hurial  fee 
now  charged  in  the  parish  St.  Pancras 
was  2s.  6d.;  hy  increasmg  it  to  6s.  2d. 
would  he  adding  175  per  cent  to  the  pre- 
sent income  of  the  clergyman,  so  far  as 
regarded  hurial  fees.     The  population  of 
that  parish,  according  to  the  last  census, 
was  118,000,  and  it  was  supposed  now  to 
reach  130,000;  so  that,  in  a  few  years* 
the  income  derived  from  those  fees  would 
he  trehled.     At  St.  John's  Wood  church, 
the  hurial  fee  was  4«.  4cd. ;  so  that  the  in- 
crease there  would  he  45  per  cent.     It 
was  a  perfect  farce,  therefore,  to  talk  of  a 
deduction  from  the  clergyman's  income. 
Unless  GoYemment  were  determined  to 
make  the  Church  and  the  clergy  unpopu- 
lar hy  exacting  from  the  people  these  large 
sums  of  money,  what  the  nohle  Lord  should 
do  was  to  secure  to  these  large  parishes 
the  advantageous  position  they  at  present 
held,  and  in  respect  to  the  smaller  parishes, 
where  the  fees  were  high,  to  reduce  them 
to  the  sum  named  in  the  clause,  or  even  to 
a  lower  amount.     He  and  his  hon.  Friends 
who  acted  with  him  on  this  occasion  did 
not  desire  to  act  with  any  unnecessary 
pertinacity  against  thisBiU;  hut,  seeing  as 
they  did  that  the  Government  were  perti- 
nacious in  their  determination  to  impose 
this  heavy  tax  upon  the  metropolitan  con- 
stituency, and  were  resolved  to  carry  out 
the  Bill  without  making  any  concessions 
whatever,  it  was  the  duty  of  himself  and 
his  Friends  to  persist  in  dividing  the  House 
again  and  again  until  they  succeeded  in 
obtaining  what  they  considered  to  be  just 
to  those  whose  interests  they  represented. 
He  should  therefore  propose  that  instead 
of  the  sum  of  6s.  2d.  being  the  amount  of 
the  fee  to  be  paid  to  the  incumbent,  it 
should  be  is.  4a. 

Amendment  proposed,  page  11,  line  15, 
to  leave  out  the  words  **  six  shillings  and 
two  pence,"  and  insert  the  words  "four 
shillings  and  four  pence." 

Sir  G.  grey  said,  he  had  been  in- 
formed  that  there  was  a  graduated  scale  of 


929 


MetrcpoUUm 


{Jum7i 


IrUermenti  BilL 


930 


fees  charged  in  the  parish  to  which  the 
hon.  Baronet  had  referred,  and  that  4;.  4cd. 
was  the  lowest  fee  in  the  scale,  the  aver- 
age amount  of  the  fee  which  had  heen  re- 
ceived during  the  last  fire  years  heing 
6;.  dd,,  or  7$,  higher  than  what  was  now 
proposed  to  he  paid  to  the  incumhent. 

Sir  B.  hall  said,  that  the  fee  of 
4;.  4cd.  was  paid  for  ahout  70  per  cent  of 
the  persons  who  were  huried  in  Maryle- 
bone;  and  the  2$.  6d.  fee  was  received  for 
about  the  same  proportion  in  the  parish  of 
St.  Pancras. 

Lord  R.  GROSVENOR  thought  that 
as  the  clause  now  stood  a  great  number  of 
incumbents  would  be  losers. 

Mr.  HUME  asked  why  the  House 
should  not  have  before  them  a  list  of  what 
was  paid  in  each  parish?  Let  an  aver- 
age be  taken  of  what  had  been  paid. 
Let  the  present  incumbents  have  fidl  com- 
pensation. What  he  objected  to  was  a 
perpetual  annuity  to  those  who  did  no  duty 
for  the  same,  to  which  they  were  not  en- 
titled by  law,  and  which  tended  to  make 
the  Church  odious  in  every  point  of  view. 
He  wished  to  know  whether  the  average 
was  made  upon  the  deaths  or  the  rates, 
without  respect  to  the  number  of  deaths. 

Sir  G.  grey  said,  the  average  was 
made  with  reference  to  the  deaths. 

Sir  W.  JOLLIFFE  could  not  offer  any 
opinion  as  to  whether  6«.  2d,  or  4f .  4a. 
was  the  just  amount ;  but  he  thought  that 
it  was  most  unjust  to  make  compensation, 
not  in  proportion  to  present  value,  but  to 
what  it  might  be  when  the  population  was 
doubled. 

Mr.  bright  said,  that  if  the  average 
were  struck  upon  the  whole  number  of 
burials  it  would  come  to  one  sum,  and,  if 
made  according  to  the  number  of  parishes 
without  reference  to  the  actual  number  of 
burials,  it  would  come  to  an  entirely  dif- 
ferent sum.  The  House,  he  must  say, 
was  asked  to  do  what  would  bring  a  great 
amount  of  odium  upon  the  clergy  of  Lon- 
don, and  likewise  pn  the  measure  itself; 
and,  taking  both  these  circumstances  into 
account,  he  thought  the  Government  would 
only  be  acting  a  wise  part  if  they  post- 
poned this  clause  for  the  present  with  a 
view  to  its  being  reconsidered.  The  day 
of  reckoning  for  the  Church  was  not  fax 
distant,  and  would  prove  a  still  heavier  un- 
dertaking, if,  in  the  interim,  the  Govern- 
ment did  not  take  the  side  of  the  people 
and  of  justice,  instead  of  allowing  them- 
selves to  be  browbeaten,  as  he  believed 
they  now  were,  by  the  Bishop  of  London. 
VOL.  CXI.     [thibd  series.] 


Sir  B.  HALL  said,  that  before  ho  di- 
vided, he  wished  to  know  if  there  was  any 
objection  to  postpone  the  clause  ? 

Sir  G.  grey  did  not  see  what  was  to 
be  gained  by  postponement,  and  declined. 

Sir  B.  hall  :  Then  I  withdraw  the 
Amendment,  and  move  that  the  Chairman 
report  progress. 

The  CHAIRMAN :  The  hon.  Baronet 
cannot  withdraw  his  Amendment  without 
the  consent  of  the  Committee. 

Mr.  HUME :  Then,  Sir,  I  move  that 
you  repoi*t  progress. 

Question  proposed,  **  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Clause." 

Whereupon,  Motion  made,  and  Question 
put,  **  That  the  Chairman  do  report  pro- 
gress, and  ask  leave  to  sit  again.  ' 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  52  ; 
Noes  144 :  Majority  92. 

Mr.  Alderman  SIDNEY  sud,  that  the 
burial  fees  in  the  district  with  which  he 
was  acquainted  were — in  St.  Bride's, 
3«.  4td.;  in  St.  Sepulchre's,  4«. ;  and  in 
St.  Bartholomew  the  Great,  Is,;  and  these 
charges  included  the  cost  of  digging  the 
grave,  and  registering  the  death.  In  fact, 
the  charge  of  6s,  2d.  was  greatly  in  ex- 
cess of  the  average  of  the  fees  paid  to 
clergymen  for  burials ;  the  matter  required 
further  consideration.  He  should,  therefore^ 
move  that  the  Chairman  leave  the  chair. 

Mr.  HUME  said,  that  there  ought  to 
be  a  table  of  the  fees  at  present  charged 
laid  before  the  House,  and  a  calculation 
made  founded  upon  it. 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL  said,  that  at  the 
rate  hon.  Gentlemen  were  going  on,  dis- 
cussing every  line  of  every  clause,  the  Bill 
would  take  six  weeks  to  get  through  Com- 
mittee, if  every  other  Bill  were  postponed 
in  its  favour.  However,  he  would  not  op- 
pose at  that  hour  the  Motion  that  the 
Chairman  should  report  progress,  and  have 
leave  to  sit  again  at  twelve  o'clock  on 
Monday. 

Hr.  HUME  opposed  the  sitting  at  twelve 
on  Monday,  he  having  to  attend  a  very 
important  Committee  of  the  House  at  that 
hour  on  the  same  day. 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL  did  not  see  how  it 
would  be  possible  to  get  on  with  the  Bill 
otherwise.  If  they  left  it  to  take  its  chance 
with  the  other  business  before  the  House 
at  five  o'clock,  it  would  take  the  whole  of 
the  present  Session  to  get  it  through  Com- 
mittee, unless  hon.  Gentlemen  would  give 
more  facilitv  to  the  passing  of  the  clauses. 

Sir  B.  HALL  had  to  attend  a  meeting 
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t>f  his  constituents  upon  this  very  subject 
at  twelve  on  Monday.  He,  therefore, 
should  oppose  a  twelve  o'clock  sitting.  If 
Government  brought  in  a  measure  of  such 
a  description,  they  must  expect  the  repre- 
sentatives of  the  people,  who  would  have 
to  pay  the  taxes,  to  sift  its  provbions  care- 
fully. Nothing  like  a  factious  opposition 
had  been  given  to  the  Bill. 

Mr.  D'BYNCOURT  also  opposed  the 
sitting  at  twelve  o'clock  on  Monday,  he 
having  to  attend  a  Committee  of  the 
House  at  that  hour. 

Mr.  LUSHINGTON  said,  that  his  con- 
stituents were  exceedingly  disgusted  with 
the  precipitation  with  which  the  Bill  was 
being  passed  through  the  House. 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL  proposed  that  the 
Committee  should  be  adjourned  to  twelve 
o'clock  on  Tuesday. 

House  resumed. 

Committee  report  progress,  and  ask 
leave  to  sit  again. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  this  House  will,  upon  Tuesday 
next,  at  Twelve  of  the  clock,  again  resolve 
itself  into  the  said  Committee." 

Mr.  BOUVERIE  opposed  the  sitting  at 
twclvo  o'clock.  He  moved  that  the  words 
"  twelve  o'clock"  be  struck  out. 

Amendment  proposed,  **  To  leave  out 
•the  words  *  at  Twelve  of  the  clock.'  " 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL  said,  that  the  effect 
of  striking  out  these  words  would  be,  that 
Tuesday  being  a  day  on  which  Motions 
'took  precedence  of  Orders,  the  Committee 
would  be  thrown  completely  out.  He, 
therefore,  hoped  the  Motion  would  not  be 
"pressed. 

Questiou  put,  *'  That  the  words  proposed 
to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  136;  Noes 
•23:  Majority  113. 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Committee  to  sit  again  on  Tuesday  next, 
at  Twelve  of  ^he  clock. 

The  House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  before 
One  o'clock,  till  Monday  next. 
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INCUMBERED  ESTATES  (IRELAND)  ACT 
AMENDMENT  BILL. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing read. 

The  Mabquebb  of  WESTMEATH  then 
moved  the  Second  Reading  of  this  Bill,  on 
the  ground  that  under  the  Incumbered 
Estates  Act  no  man  owing  a  single  shil- 
ling could  bo  certain  that  his  estates  would 
not  be  swept  away  from  him  under  the  sys- 
tem of  confiscation  which  it  sanctioned 
and  established.  At  the  time  that  Bill 
passed  their  Lordships'  House  it  was  not 
intended  to  let  it  come  into  operation  unless 
in  those  cases  wherein  the  estate  was  in- 
cumbered to  half  the  gross  value.  But  an 
alteration  was  made  in  it  by  the  other 
House  of  Parliament,  whereby,  if  any 
man  had  a  charge  upon  an  estate  to  the 
amount  of  1012.,  he  could  apply  to  the 
Court  of  Chancery  for  a  receiver,  and 
thereby  bring  the  whole  estate  under  the  ja- 
rsidiction  of  the  commissioners.  Under  this 
system  the  owner  of  an  estate,  if  he  were 
abroad,  would  have  no  notice  of  the  pro- 
ceedings instituted  against  him  untd  he 
returned  home,  and  when  he  returned  he 
might  have  the  satisfaction  of  finding  that 
his  estates  were  sold,  or  rather  confiscated, 
during  his  absence.  The  commissioners 
were  not  content  with  administering  this 
law  in  all  its  severity,  but  had  actually  set 
aside  the  law  of  the  land  in  their  anxiety 
to  give  effect  to  it.  On  leases  renewable 
for  lives  the  commissioners  were  required 
to  give  to  the  tenants  six  months'  notice 
before  they  proceeded  to  sell;  but  in  a  re- 
cent case,  on  the  estate  of  Lord  Portar- 
lington,  they  called  upon  the  tenants  to 
come  forth  within  a  month,  and,  if  they 
did  not,  ^ave  notice  that  they  would  fore- 
close ana  sell  the  property.  Were  experi- 
ments of  this  kind  fit  to  be  tried  in  a  coun- 
try like  Ireland?  The  Irish  landlords 
were  treated  like  dogs — like  dogs  placed 
upon  the  table  of  the  anatomist  for  ana- 
tomical purposes.  But  such  treatment 
could  not  be  continued  with  safety;  such  a 
burlesque  of  justice  could  not  be  tolerated. 
It  was  from  a  full  knowledge  of  the  mis- 
chievous operation  of  the  Incumbered  Es- 
tates Act  that  he  now  moved  the  second 
reading  of  this  Bill  to  amend  it.  Having 
shown  that  the  existing  law  bad  led  to  the 
sale  of  many  estates  at  prices  infinitely 
below  their  real  value,  the  average  pri6e 
not  being  more  than  seven  years  or  seven 
and  a  half  years'  purchase,  he  proposed  to 
enact  by  his  Bill  that  "  a  moderate  mini- 
mum" of  fifteen  years'  purchase  should  be 
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fixed  as  the  price  below  which  no  estate 
could  be  sold  under  the  authoritj  of  this 
law.  He  thought  that  Her  Majesty's 
Ministers  ought  to  accede  to  such  a  propo- 
sition. If  they  did  not^  their  object  must 
be  confiscation,  and  nothing  else,  for  the 
existing  law  was  going  in  a  hand  canter, 
or,  he  should  rather  say,  at  full  gallop,  to 
confiscate  all  the  land  of  his  ui^ortunate 
eountry.  He  also  proposed  to  introduce  a 
clause  into  his  Bill  whereby  the  owner  of 
any  estate  which  was  bought  under  it 
would  have  protection,  as  was  now  the 
case  in  bankruptcy,  until  his  estate  was 
sold.  He  could  not  suppose  that  any  man 
who  cared  anything  about  justice  could 
oppose  so  reasonable  a  proposition. 

The  Earl  of  CARLISLE  assured  the 
House  that  Her  Majesty's  Goyemment 
was  not  wanting  in  sympathy  for  the  land- 
lords of  Ireland;  but  still  he  must  not  con- 
ceal from  it  that  it  was  not  in  the  contem- 
plation either  of  the  Government,  or,  as 
he  beliered,  of  the  Legislature,  to  repeal 
or  dispense  with  any  of  the  leading  provi- 
sions of  the  Incumbered  Estates  BilL  He 
would  not  discuss  with  the  noble  Marquess, 
on  that  occasion,  the  policy  of  the  Bill, 
cither  as  it  passed  their  Lordships,  or  as  it 
passed  the  House  of  Commons,  where  an 
Amendment  was  attached  to  it  very  un- 

Eilatable,  as  it  appeared,  to  some  of  their 
ordships.  It  was  very  true  that  some 
estates  had  been  sold  under  the  Act  at  not 
very  advantageous  prices,  but  then  others 
had  been  sold  at  rates  which  were  con- 
sidered unexpectedly  high.  Notwithstandr 
ing  what  had  fallen  from  the  noble  Mar- 
quess, he  was  quite  certain  that  the  com- 
missioners would  not  allow  a  man's  estate 
to  be  sold  and  swept  away  from  him  by 
surprise.  He  knew  that  great  abuses,  and 
he  might  even  say  great  hardships,  existed 
in  Ireland  owing  to  the  facility  with  which 
receivers  were  appointed  to  estates  where 
the  debts  were  small;  and  the  mode  of 
remedying  those  abuses  and  those  hard- 
ships was  now  under  the  consideration  of 
the  Government.  That  evils  had  resulted 
from  the  operation  of  the  Incumbered  Es- 
tates Act  was  not  to  be  denied;  but  they 
were  not  of  the  af^gpravated  character 
which  the  noble  Marquess  represented  them 
to  bo.  He  should  therefore  discourage  the 
further  progress  of  this  Bill. 

Ths  Ddkb  of  RICHMOND  observed, 
that  when  an  estate  was  sold  for  seven  and 
a  half  years'  purchase,  a  primd  facie  oase 
was  established  against  a  law  whieh  so 
ruthlessly  took  awaj  ftu  ^^Me  ttom  a  nan 


!  and  his  children.  If  the  noble  Marquess 
pushed  his  Bill  to  a  division,  he  should  cer- 
tainly vote  in  favour  of  it. 

I  The  Earl  of  GLENGALL  said,  that 
the  Act  now  in  operation  amounted  to  no« 
thing  less  than  downright  plunder  and  rob- 
bery of  the  most  infamous  description.  He 
could  tell  their  Lordships  that  if  the  law  as 
it  stood  was  not  altered,  and  that  speedily, 

'  the  people  of  Ireland  would  meet  in  Dublin 
and  redress  their  wrongs  themselves.  They 

:  would  not  submit  to  have  their  property 
confiscated  for  the  soke  of  a  dirty  theory 

;  got  up  by  the  Manchester  school.     He 

I  would  remind  their  Lordships  of  the  differ- 
ence which  had  been  made  in  the  Bill  after 
it  left  their  Lordships,  and  that  when  it  re- 
ceived its  final  assent  at  the  hands  of  iheir 
Lordships  there  were  not  above  twenty 
Peers  present.  This  was  the  way  in  which 
this  scandalous  Bill  became  law,  and  it 
would  be  a  disgrace  to  their  Lordships  as 
long  as  it  remained  on  the  Statute-book. 
Estates — he  did  not  talk  of  house  property, 
but  land — ^had  been  sold  at  from  one  and  a 
half  to  fourteen  years'  purchase.  The 
noble  Earl  at  the  head  of  the  Woods  and 
Porests  had  told  their  Lordships  that  some 
of  the  estates  sold  well;  and  this  statement 
was  no  doubt  corroborated  by  the  letters  of 
the  Irish  correspondent  of  the  principal 
newspaper  of  this  town.  But  the  letters 
in  question  conveyed  false  impressions; 
they  were  written  according  to  order,  and 
in  diem  the  whole  tiiith  was  not  told.  He 
could  assure  their  Lordships  that,  upon  an 
average,  landed  property  had  been  sold  at 
from  eight  to  nine  years'  purchase.  Let 
their  Lordships  consider  what  was  the  value 
of  the  property  being  dealt  with  under  the 
Act  in  question.  There  were  now  in  the 
hands  of  the  commissioners  upwards  of 
15,000,0002.  worth  of  knded  propcrtv  to 
be  dealt  with  in  the  manner  favourea  by 
these  gentlemen.  The  commissioners  paid 
the  purchase-money  into  the  Bank  of  Ire- 
land. The  creditors  were  then  obliged  to 
go  into  the  Court  of  Chancery  to  prove 
their  titles.  The  consequence  was  that 
years  might  elapse  before  the  creditors 
could  receive  their  money,  whilst  the 
owners  were  sometimes  cast  out  within  a 
few  days  upon  the  road-side.  He  knew 
one  case  of  a  gentlemau  whose  estate  was 
ordered  to  be  sold.  He  sent  his  son  over 
with  6,0002.  to  purchase  it;  but  he  could 
not  get  into  the  room  when  the  sale  was 
gmng  on,  and  the  estate  was  actually  sold 
for  1,450Z.  Such  a  state  of  things  was 
unendurable.    They  were  disgusted  with 
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MaDcbester  theories,  and  thcj  would  not 
have  them  tried  upon  them  any  longer. 
One  gentleman's  estate  had  been  sold  for 
another  man's  debt.  He  defied  the  Go- 
Temment  to  carry  the  Incumbered  Estates 
Act  into  full  effect.  They  would  have 
a  rebellion  in  Ireland  if  they  attempted 
it;  and  they  would  deserve  it.  Charles  I. 
and  James  II.  had  lost  their  thrones  and 
their  crowns  for  a  less  cause  :  and  Straf- 
ford's case  was  nothing  to  the  villany 
that  was  exercised  upon  those  proprietors 
whose  estates  were  brought  within  the 
operation  of  the  Act.  The  Amendment 
made  by  the  House  of  Commons  in  the 
Bill  after  it  had  left  their  Lordships' 
House  was  a  mere  swindle.  It  was  brought 
back  to  their  Lordships'  House  just  at  the 
close  of  the  Session,  and  there  were  only 
three  or  four  Peers  present — not  one  of 
them  an  Irish  Peer — ^when  it  was  agreed 
to.  UntU  the  Act  should  have  been  re- 
pealed, there  would  be  no  end  to  the  injus- 
tice done  in  Ireland. 

The  Marquess  of  LONDONDERRY  had 
risen  only  for  one  purpose,  that  of  entreat- 
ing his  noble  Friend  not  to  use  language 
such  as  their  Lordships  had  just  heard — 
language  which  in  Ireland,  at  the  present 
time,  might  be  attended  with  consequences 
of  a  very  fatal  description.  He  implored 
him  not  to  talk  about  the  people  of  Ireland 
meeting  in  Dublin  to  resist  the  laws  by 
force.  He  (the  Marquess  of  Londonderry) 
trusted  that  the  loyid  spirit  of  the  Irish 
people  would  rise  up  against  any  attempt 
to  resist  the  laws  by  violence.  But  when 
their  Lordships  heard  a  noble  Lord  pos- 
sessed of  large  property  complaining  of  the 
effects  of  a  certain  law,  and  giving  as 
proofs  of  its  unjust  operation  such  facts  as 
estates  of  value  being  sold  for  seven  and  a 
half  years'  purchase,  they  surely  would  not 
refuse  to  give  lawful  redress.  For  his  own 
part  he  felt  assured  that  if  the  Government 
went  on  with  the  measure,  there  would  soon 
be  not  one  man  in  Ireland  who  would  not 
complain  of  injustice. 

Lord  CAMPBELL  explained  how  the 
Bill  had  been  amended  by  the  Commons, 
and  subsequently  passed  by  their  Lord- 
ships, and  said,  one  would  suppose,  from 
what  had  occurred  in  the  debate  of  that 
evening,  that  this  Bill  was  intended  to  re- 
peal the  Incumbered  Estates  Act ;  but 
that  was  not  so  ;  the  carrying  of  this  poor 
paltry  Bill  would  not  repeal  more  than  one 
or  two  of  the  clauses  of  that  Act,  and 
would  by  no  means  satisfy  those  who 
thought  it  necessary  to  bold  meetings  at 


Dublin,  and  resist  by  force  the  tyranny  of 
the  Imperial  Parliament.  This  very  slen- 
der and  inexpedient  Bill  would  not  repeal 
the  act  of  legislation  of  which  those  per- 
sons complained,  but  only  a  small  and  in- 
considerable portion  of  it.  It  did  not  even 
touch  the  question  whether  the  test  should 
be  applied  to  the  gross,  rather  than  to  the 
net,  value  of  the  estate.  It  merely  ex- 
empted from  the  jurisdiction  of  the  com- 
missioners those  estates  which  were  sub- 
ject to  receivers,  or  were  in  the  hands  of 
incumbrancers. 

Earl  FITZWILLIAM  said,  that  his 
noble  Friend  (Lord  Campbell)  had  made  a 
very  excellent  speech  to  a  different  pur- 
pose from  that  which  he  had  intended;  for 
he  had  attacked  the  noble  Marquess's  Bill 
because  it  did  not  attempt  to  repeal  alto- 
gether the  Incumbered  Estates  Act;  and, 
after  acknowleding  that  there  were  hard- 
ships existing  under  that  Act,  he  refused 
to  allow  a  Bill  to  be  entertained  which 
would  go  far  to  redress  these  hardships 
without  entrenching  upon  those  great  prin- 
ciples of  the  original  measure  which  his 
noble  and  learned  Friend  supported  so 
strongly.  He  said  that  the  change  pro- 
posed to  be  made  was  so  small,  that  it  was 
not  worth  making.  The  House  of  Lords 
had  originally  confined  those  estates  which 
were  to  bo  liable  to  the  operation  of  the 
Act,  to  those  which  were  incumbered  to 
the  amount  of  one-half  of  the  "  gross" 
value.  The  House  of  Commons  altered  it 
to  one-half  the  ''  net"  value.  But  the 
noble  Marquess  assured  the  House  that 
there  were  estates  brought  under  the  ope- 
ration of  the  Act  in  which  neither  of  these 
conditions  were  fulfilled  ;  but  that  a  re- 
ceiver having  been  appointed  under  the 
Court  of  Chancery,  over  a  portion  of  any 
estate,  an  attempt  was  made  to  bring  such 
estate  forthwith  under  the  operation  of  the 
Act,  doing  away  thereby  with  the  precau- 
tionary effect  of  the  clause  relating  to  the 
value.  Now,  under  such  circumstances, 
although  his  noble  and  learned  Friend 
seemed  to  think  that  no  one  would  sup- 
port the  Bill  of  the  noble  Marquess,  he 
(Earl  Fitzwilliam)  would  most  certainly 
give  him  the  benefit  of  his  vote,  if  their 
Lordships  went  to  a  division. 

Lord  BEAUMONT  observed  that  his 
noble  and  learned  Friend  on  the  woolsack 
(Lord  Campbell)  had  either  never  read  the 
Bill  of  the  noble  Marquess,  or  else  he  did 
not  understand  it.  The  noble  and  learned 
Lord  had  led  the  House  to  believe  that, 
by  passing  this  BiU,  those  estates  to  which 


937    Inctmbered  EsUOes  (Ireland)    {June  10}         Act  AmendmeiU  Bill         938 


receivers  srere  appointed  would  be  exempt- 
ed from  its  operation.     But  that  was  not 
the  fact.    The  case  of  the  noble  Marquess, 
as  stated  in  his  Bill,  was  this  :  By  reciting 
certain  extracts  from  the  various  Acts  re- 
lating to  this  subject,   he  showed    that 
where  there  were  very  large  estates,  with 
very  small  encumbrances  affecting  only  a 
portion  of  them,  then  the  estates  could  be 
sold  under  the  operation  of  the  existing 
law.     Now,  this  had  not  been  the  inten- 
tion of  the  Legislature.     The  object  of  the 
Legislature  was  to  relieve  estates  seriously 
incumbered;  and  that  there  might  not  be 
an  improper  use  made  of  the  law,  it  was 
provided  by  their  Lordships  that  no  estate 
could  be  sold  unless  it  was  incumbered 
to  half  its  gross  value.     An  Amendment 
was  made  in  the  House  of    Commons, 
whereby  it  was  provided  that  no  estate 
could  be  sold  unless  it  was  incumbered  to 
half  its  net  value;  and  that  Amendment 
was  not  repealed  by  the  present  Bill.     An- 
other Amendment,  however,  had  been  made 
in  the  House  of  Commons,  which  enacted 
that  any  estate  or  landed  property  could 
be  sold,  on  which,  or  on  any  part  of  which, 
a  receiver  had  been  obtained,  no  matter  how 
small  the  portion  on  which  such  receiver 
had  been  placed,  and  no  matter  how  small 
the  incumbrance  on  the  whole  estate  might 
be.     This  was  the  enactment  which  the 
present  Bill  sought  to  repeal :  that  was  the 
length  and  breath  of  the  measure.     He 
thought  that  their  Lordships  could  not  by 
any  possibility  refuse  their  assent  to  a  Bill 
like  the  present,  which  was  not  only  an 
act  of  justice  in  itself,  but  was  well  calcu- 
lated to  facilitate    the    working    of  the 
Incumbered    Estates    Act.      At  present 
nearly  all  the  land  in  Ireland  might  be 
brought  under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  com- 
missioners, if  there  were  such  a  facility  in 
procuring  the  appointment  of  receivers  as 
they  had  just  heard  of.     The  competition 
of  estates  to  bo  sold  in  the  land  market, 
would  be  such  as  to  reduce  prices  to  a  mere 
nominal  sum,  the  glut  would  be  excessive, 
and  a  sufficient  number  of  bidders  could  not 
by  any  possibility  be  found.    If  a  receiver 
could  be  so  easily  obtained,  the  enactment 
of  their  Lordships  was  entirely  evaded, 
and  all  the  land  of  Ireland  might  immedi- 
ately be  sold.     The  plain  mode  of  amend- 
ing the  Act  would  be  by  reinserting  the 
original  clause  of  their  Lordships;  but  he 
was  afraid  that  there  was  no  chance  of 
doing  that  at  present.   The  next  best  thing 
which  they  could  do  would  be  to  accept 
this  Bill,  for  the  whole  extent  of  it  was 


simply  this — it  prevented  the  sale  of  large 
estates  smally  incumbered.  He  asked  the 
Government  whether,  when  they  passed  the 
Incumbered  Estates  Bill,  they  wished  all 
the  land  in  Ireland  to  be  sold  ?  If  the  Go- 
vernment had  no  such  wish,  it  was  bound 
in  principle  to  pass  this  Bill.  He  should 
certainly  give  it  his  support:  first,  because 
he  believed  that  it  was  never  the  intention 
of  the  Legislature  to  bring  all  the  estates 
of  Ireland  under  the  Incumbered  Estates 
Act;  next,  because  he  believed  that  it 
would  facilitate  the  working  of  that  Act; 
and,  thirdly,  because  it  was  required  by 
common  justice.  He  regretted  the  noble 
Lords  (the  Marquess  of  Westmeath  and 
the  Earl  of  Glengall)  should  have  strayed 
away  so  entirely  from  the  Bill,  and  should 
have  used  such  strong  language,  and  he 
trusted  they  would  see  the  necessity  of 
withdrawing  expressions  of  so  violent  a 
nature. 

Lord  CAMPBELL  explained.  If  his 
noble  Friend  meant  to  say  that  the  In- 
cumbered Estates  Act  subjected  and  re- 
quired— 

Lord  BE  AUMONT :  "  Subjects  "—not 
requires. 

Lord  CAMPBELL  :  Subjected  and  re- 
quired all  lands  in  Ireland,  under  receivers, 
to  be  sold,  he  certainly  misunderstood  the 
Act  altogether,  and  also  the  effects  of  the 
present  Bill.  At  present,  in  a  case  where 
there  were  receivers  appointed  by  the 
Court  of  Chancery  over  an  estate,  the 
commissioners  might  inquire  whether  the 
circumstances  were  such  as  that  it  might  op 
might  not  be  sold.  [**  Oh,  oh ! "]  Yes,  such 
was  the  fact.  But  surely  the  commissioners 
would  be  most  unfit  to  be  entrusted  with 
the  great  powers  which  they  possessed,  if 
they  did  not,  before  ordering  a  sale,  first 
inquire  whether  their  power  ought  in  such 
a  case  to  be  exercised  or  not.  Was  it  to 
be  supposed  that  if  a  receiver  were  ap- 
pointed over  a  small  portion  of  a  large 
estate,  that  it  would  be  at  once  sold  by  the 
commissioners  without  any  inquiry  into  the 
circumstances  ?  It  was  only  where  the  re- 
ceiver swept  away  all  the  profits,  that  the 
commissioners  interfered  and  ordered  a 
sale. 

The  Earl  of  WICKLOW  regretted  that 
the  arguments  of  those  who  were  in  favour 
of  the  measure  had  been  rather  against 
the  Incumbered  Estates  Bill.  He  was 
very  much  in  favour  of  the  Incumbered 
Estates  Bill.  He  pressed  the  Government 
to  bring  forward  a  measure  of  the  kind, 
and  nothiQf^  tb»^i  \^  iwi^^  ^)FtfsvKt^^\)a^ 
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lessened  his  opinion  in  favour  of  that  Bill. 
Bat  it  had  come  into  operation  at  a  most 
unfavourable  time.  He  believed  that  if 
the  Act  had  passed  three  or  four  years 
ago,  its  operations  would  have  been  highly 
beneficial ;  but  coming  into  operation  last 
year,  when  land  in  all  parts  of  the  united 
kingdom,  but  especially  in  Ireland,  was 
depreciated  in  value,  it  was  not  so  bene- 
ficial. He  should  oppose  any  measure  for 
the  repeal  of  that  Act.  But  he  had  heard, 
with  an  astonishment  he  could  not  express, 
the  opinion  of  the  Lord  Chief  Justice.  He 
it  was  who  appointed  a  Committee  of  their 
Lordships*  House  to  investigate  this  sub- 
ject. They  went  through  a  careful  in- 
quiry, and  yet,  in  the  various  enactments 
that  were  proposed,  it  never  for  one  mo- 
ment suggested  itself  to  the  mind  of  the 
noble  Lord  to  propose  any  such  provision 
as  that  which  it  was  the  intention  of  his 
noble  Friend  now  to  enact.  It  was  well 
known  that  the  noble  Lord  opposite  intro- 
duced a  clause  which  was  considered  by 
many  to  be  a  great  improvement  of  the 
Bill,  that  estates  should  not  be  sold  unless 
they  were  incumbered  to  half  their  gross 
value.  The  other  House  altered  it  to  the 
net  value.  A  compromise  was  come  to 
between  the  Government  and  the  other 
House,  and  this  extraordinary  amendment 
was  agreed  to,  of  which  none  of  their  Lord- 
ships had  any  idea,  that  if  any  estate  was 
put  into  the  hands  of  a  receiver,  it  should 
not  be  exempt  from  the  provisions  of  the 
Bill.  However,  if  Her  Majesty's  Minis- 
ters would  assure  him  that  the  Bill  which 
the  noble  President  of  the  Council  said 
the  other  night  was  likely  to  be  brought 
into  the  House  of  Commons  should  contain 
a  provision  for  the  removal  of  this  anomaly, 
he  should  at  once  advise  his  noble  Friend 
to  withdraw  this  Bill ;  but  if  they  would 
not  give  that  assurance,  he  should  give  his 
conscientious  support  to  this  Bill. 

The  Earl  of  CARLISLE  said,  he  had 
certainly  thought  it  his  duty  to  call  their 
Lordships'  attention  to  the  adjustment  that 
took  place  last  Session  respecting  the 
amendments  of  the  Incumbered  Estates 
Bill  ;  and  bearing  in  mind  the  circum- 
stances of  that  adjustment,  he  certainly 
did  think  it  would  be  a  loss  of  time  for  the 
Legislature  to  attempt  to  disturb  it.  When 
he  mentioned  that  adjustment,  he  could 
not  admit  that  there  was  any  breach  of 
contract ;  there  was  no  contract,  there 
could  have  been  none.  After  the  Bill  left 
their  Lordships*  House,  it  was  well  known 
ie  was  a  matter  of  doubt  whether  the  Com- 
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mens  would  consent  to  exempt  all  the 
tates  on  which  the  incumbrances  did  not 
amount  to  one-half.  Being  at  liberty  to 
reject  it,  they  were,  of  course,  at  liberty 
to  amend  it.  When  the  Bill  came  back, 
he  was  not  aware  there  was  any  surprise. 
He  believed  the  amendments  were  printed; 
there  was  a  discussion  on  them,  and 
though  their  Lordships  did  not  approve  of 
the  amendments,  yet  they  did  not  think 
them  so  objectionable  as  to  reject  them. 
He  had  stated  that  he  believed  it  was  a 
loss  of  time  to  attempt  to  disturb  that  ad- 
justment; but,  having  heard  from  so  many 
of  their  Lordships,  especially  from  those 
who  had  property  in  Ireland,  the  strong 
opinion  entertained  that  this  very  slight 
alteration  of  the  Incumbered  Estates  Act 
should  be  adopted  ;  having  himself  ad- 
mitted the  inconvenience  which  attended 
the  appointment  of  receivers  in  many  eases 
in  Ireland,  he  did  not  feel  himself  called 
upon,  having  made  no  Motion,  to  divide 
against  the  Bill;  and  he  was  willing  that 
it  should  go  down  to  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, there  to  be  discussed,  in  conjunction 
with  other  measures,  for  the  appointment 
of  receivers,  and  that  the  whole  question 
should  be  considered. 

The  Marquess  of  WESTMEATH  was 
much  gratified  by  the  concession  the  noble 
Lord  had  made.  He  held  in  his  hand  a 
notice  given  to  the  tenants  of  an  estate, 
from  which  it  appeared  the  commissioners 
had  taken  upon  tnemselves  to  set  aside  the 
law,  and  stated  their  intention  to  proceed 
to  the  sale  of  an  estate  on  a  notice  of  one 
month,  although  the  law  for  the  protection 
of  individuals  required  six.  The  noble 
Marquess  then  read  the  notice  in  question, 
which  was  dated  the  1st  of  June,  which 
directed  the  tenants  to  pay  up  their  rents 
and  to  take  out  renewals  of  their  respec- 
tive leases  on  or  before  the  1st  of  July 
next,  and  in  default  of  their  so  doing  the 
commissioners  would  proceed  to  seU.  Was 
that  confiscation  or  was  it  not?  Here 
were  commissioners  doing  that  in  one 
month  which  the  law  required  should  be 
done  in  six  months,  and  yet  they  were  up- 
held by  Her  Majesty's  Government.  The 
noble  Earl  ( .he  Eari  of  Wicklow)  thought 
that  his  speech  was  against  the  Incumber- 
ed Estates  Act,  and  that  he  wished  it  re- 
pealed. He  had  no  such  intention.  But 
the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Campbell)  had  de- 
scribed what  that  Act  was,  that  it  gave  the 
commissioners  power  to  determine  whether 
such  or  such  a  man  should  be  bM  up  or 
nol,  \\i^^  Nf «A  \A  ^y,  they  were  judge  and 
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jniy,  and  had  power  girmi  them  to  maBii- 
eate  the  landlords,  and  thus  fill  their  poli- 
tical stomachs. 

The  MABQ17E8S  of  LANSDOWNE,  con- 
curring entirely  in  the  propriety  of  the 
yery  considerate  oonrse  of  his  nohle  Friend 
(the  Earl  of  Carlisle),  wished  at  the  same 
time  to  have  it  distinctly  onderatood  he  did 
not  in  the  least  admit  that  the  slightest  im- 
putation rested  on  the  Incumbered  Estates 
Commissioners.  The  last  alleffations  made 
by  the  noble  Marquess  who  had  just  spoken 
were  not  in  the  slightest  degree  connected 
with  the  £iU,  and  contained  a  grave  charge 
against  the  commissioners,  which  he  {&e 
Marquess  of  Lansdowne)  belieyed  to  be  ut- 
terly unfounded.  If  the  Bill  of  the  noble 
Marquess  in  any  way  eonreyed  that  charge, 
he  would  hare  divided  against  it;  but  be- 
*cau8e  it  did  not  necessarily  imply  any  such 
charge,  and  because  he  (the  Marquess  of 
Lansdowne)  admitted  it  might  be  expedient 
that  the  whole  of  the  subject  should  be  re- 
viewed and  compared  together — ^that  sub- 
ject being  the  propriety  of  selling  an  estate 
where  a  receiver  was  appointed,  and  where 
the  incumbrances  amounted  to  one-half  the 
value — he  had  no  objection  to  the  Bill 
being  sent  to  the  other  House. 

Lord  STANLEY  said,  it  was  true  that 
this  Bill  contained  no  imputation  upon  the 
conduct  of  the  commissioners,  though  it 
did  propose  that,  in  a  certain  degree,  the 
discretion  of  ihe  commissioners  should  be 
limited.  He  had  risen  to  say,  that  he 
hoped  the  noble  Marquess  would  not  con- 
sider the  House  precluded,  by  adopting 
the  principle  of  this  Bill,  from  considering 
the  expedioicy  of  a  still  further  limitation 
of  the  powers  of  the  commissioners.  Last 
year,  when  the  BUI  was  under  considera- 
tion, they  had  two  objects  to  attend  to : 
first,  as  to  the  circumstances  which  ought 
to  bring  an  estate  under  the  operation  of 
the  Act;  and,  next,  whether  it  was  expedi- 
ent to  limit  tiie  discretion  of  the  commis- 
sioners with  regard  to  the  price  which 
should  be  set  upon  estates.  It  was  clear 
that  the  object  of  the  Bill  was,  in  the  first 
place,  to  satisfy  the  claims  of  the  creditor; 
and  next  that  the  proprietor  should  be  in 
the  same  condition  as  nearly  as  possible  as 
if  the  claims  of  his  creditors  were  dis- 
charged in  the  ordinary  manner,  for  if  that 
were  not  done,  they  would  be  inflicting  a 
grievous  wrong  upon  the  party.  If,  for  in- 
stance, they  were  to  sell  an  estate  worth 
2,0001,  a  year,  on  which  there  was  an  in- 
cumbrance of  1 0,0002. ,  at  the  rate  of  ten 
or  twelve  yean'  puvehaae»  they  wonld  sat- 


isfy no  doubt  the  demands  of  the  incum* 
braneers,  but  they  would  leave  the  owner 
almost  without  a  shilling.  When  these 
points  were  urged  last  year,  it  was  stated 
that  the  discretion  of  the  commissioners 
would  be  sufficient  to  guide  the  pricea— - 
that  it  was  not  to  be  supposed  they  would 
permit  estates  to  be  brought  forward  m, 
such  a  way  as  to  glut  the  market,  or  to 
allow  the  estates  to  to  be  sold  for  anything 
below  a  fair  and  reasonable  amount  of  pur- 
chase money.  Now,  what  was  a  fair  and 
reasonable  amount  of  purchase  money  ? 
Would  any  of  their  Lordships  say  that  ten, 
eight,  seven,  or  even,  as  in  one  case,  one 
and  a  half  year's  rent  would  be  a  fair  and 
reasonable  amount  of  purchase  money  for 
their  estates?  He  wished,  therefore,  to 
say,  without  imputing  any  corrupt  motive, 
that  the  commissioners  had  not  exercised 
that  discretion  which  last  year  they  were 
led  to  expect  from  them;  and  as  this  was 
a  serious  matter,  he  wished  to  know  from 
Her  Majesty's  Oovemment  whether  they 
would  have  any  objection  to  lay  upon  the 
table  of  the  House  an  account  of  the  dif- 
ferent estates  sold,  the  estimate  of  their 
annual  income,  together  with  the  actual 
amoimt  of  such  income,  and  the  number 
of  years'  rental  at  which  each  estate  had 
been  sold.  He  believed  if  that  paper  were 
produced  it  would  show  that  the  average 
purchase  money  of  all  the  estates — he  did 
not  speak  of  chief  rents,  such  as  one  of 
1601,  charged  upon  an  estate  of  8,0002.  a 
year,  the  security  for  the  payment  of  whieh 
was  as  good  as  it  could  be  in  any  quarter 
of  the  world,  and  which  he  was  aware  had 
sold,  not,  as  might  have  been  expected,  for 
30  years,  but  for  18,  20,  and  in  some  in- 
stances for  22  years'  purchase.  He  was 
speaking  only  of  freehold  estates,  and  with 
respect  to  them,  he  believed  it  would  befound 
that  they  had  been  sold  for  10  or  12  years' 
purchase  of  the  actual  annual  rent.  He 
would  ask  their  Lordships  with  what  feel- 
ings they  would  view  the  prorisions  of  a 
Bm  which,  because  one-fifth  of  their  pro- 
perty was  under  mortgage,  should  force 
the  whole  of  their  estates  into  the  market, 
and  sell  them  at  10  years'  purchase.'  He 
asked  for  the  papers  he  had  alluded  to,  in 
order  to  see  if  the  commissioners  had  exer- 
cised a  proper  discretion  in  the  matter; 
and  if  it  should  be  proved  that  they  had 
sold  various  estates  at  from  eight  to  ten 
years'  purchase,  then  it  would  be  the  duty 
of  Parliamient,  unless  indeed  they  had 
given  in  their  sanction  to  the  principle  of 
eonfiseation — it  woidd  be  the  boundeiL  d«.Vi 
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of  Parliament  to  place  some  fbrOier  re- 
striction upon  a  discretion  which  was  so 
fiXGrcised 

The  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNE  said, 
the  Government  had  no  wish  to  preclude 
any  noble  Lord  from  proposing  any  further 
restrictions  that  he  might  think  proper. 
But  if  it  were  intended  to  lay  down  the 
principle  that  no  sale  should  take  place 
except  for  a  certain  number  of  years'  pur- 
chase, then  noble  Lords  must  first  come 
forward  and  define  what  year's  purchase 
meant,  because  otherwise  such  a  restric- 
tion would  be  about  the  most  inconvenient, 
the  most  impracticable,  and  the  most  un- 
just limitation  that  could  be  enacted.  Every 
person  acquainted  with  the  sale  of  estates 
in  Ireland,  knew  that  an  estate  sold  nomi- 
nally for  15  years'  purchase,  might  often 
be  of  less  value  than  an  estate  sold  for  10 
years'  purchase;  and  with  regard  to  the 
information  which  the  noble  Lord  opposite 
sought  to  obtain,  he  must  say  that  much 
more  information  would  be  necessanr  before 
a  proper  opinion  could  be  formed  of  the 
propriety  of  the   sale  of  each  individual 
estate :  such  as  the  way  in  which  it  was 
cultivated,  the  amount  of  rent,  the  state  of 
the  poor-law,  the  number  of  paupers  on 
the  estate,  and  the  amount  of  capital  pos- 
sessed by  the  farmers.     When  these  par- 
ticulars were  obtained,  then,  perhaps,  they 
would  be  in  a  condition  to  judge  of  the 
conduct  of  the  commissioners. 

Lord  STANLEY  said,  nothing  was 
more  likely  to  swamp  the  information  he 
wished  to  obtain,  than  to  overload  it  by  a 
mass  of  matter  which  was  wholly  irrelevant. 
He  presumed  that  the  annual  rent  of  each 
estate  was  mentioned  when  it  was  put  up 
to  auction,  and  all  he  wished  to  know  in 
each  case  was  the  name  of  the  estate,  the 
extent  of  incumbrances,  the  annual  rental, 
and  the  number  of  years'  annual  rental  at 
which  it  was  sold;  and  he  trusted  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government  would  have  no  ob- 
jection to  furnish  this  information. 

The  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNE :  Let 
the  noble  Lord  make  a  Motion,  and  we 
shall  consider  it. 

On  Question,  Resolved  in  the  AffirmcUive* 
Bill  read  2%  and  committed  to  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  whole  House  on  Friday  next. 

AUSTRALIAN    COLONIES    GOVERNMENT 

BILL. 

Lord  BROUGHAM  rose  to  present  a 
petition  from  certain  persons  interested  in 
the  Australian  colonies  against  the  Aus-^ 
trahan    Colonies    Goyemment    Bill,    and 


praying  to  be  heard  by  themselves  or  by 
counsel  against  the  said  Bill;  and  to  more 
that  the  petitioners  be  heard  at  the  bar,  as 
desired.     The  petitioners  objected  to  the 
franchise,  as  fixed  at  too  high  an  amount, 
and  not  sufficiently  comprehensive;  to  the 
proposed  legislative  council,  as  vicious  in 
principle,  consisting  of  discordant  mate- 
rials, and  alien  from  the  principles  of  our 
constitution;  to  the  proposed  federal  insti- 
tutions, as  premature,  and  likely  to  pre- 
duce  complexity,  confusion,  expense,  and 
discord ;   and,  finally,  after  stating  their 
view  as  to  confiding  the  management  of 
the  waste  lands  to  a  local  authority,  they 
complained  of  the  management  of  local 
affairs   by  a  colonial  administration  here 
as  the  greatest  grievance  of  all.     There 
were  numerous  exceptions  to  the  rule  of 
abstaining  from'  hearing   private  parties 
upon  public  Bills:  he  could  adduce  at  least 
a  dozen;  and  some  of  them  were  upon  ge- 
neral and  most  important   and  constitu- 
tional measures.     There  was  one  in  1808, 
where  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  on  the 
woolsack  (Lord  Campbell)  was  heard,  on 
the   Peruvian  Bark  Bill.     In   1810   the 
barley-growers     and    agriculturists    were 
heard  against  a  Bill  to  prohibit  distillation 
from  grain;  and  in  1811  the  same  parties 
and  the  distillers  were  heard  against  the 
repeal    of    the    Spirits    Drawback    Bill. 
Again,   the   owners  of  horses,  waggons, 
and  carts,  were  heard  upon  the  General 
Turnpike  Bill.     In  181o  there  was  an- 
other instance  upon  the  Factory  Appren- 
tices Bill.     In  1808  he  (Lord  Brougham) 
appeared  for  the  merchants  of  London  and 
other  towns,  upon  the  subject  of  the  Orders 
in   Council.       The   slavedealers  and  the 
slaveowners    had    been    heard    by  their 
counsel.     Mr.  Burge  was  heard  as  agent 
for  Jamaica  in  1 839 ;  and  so  was  Mr.  Roe- 
buck upon  the  Canadian  Bill.     Substitute 
**  Australia" for  "Canada,"  and  the  latter 
case  would  be  the  same  as  that  now  before 
the  House. 

Then  it  was  moved — 

"  That  the  said  Petitioners,  and  also  the  hon. 
Francis  Scott  (whose  Petition  was  presented  on 
Thursday  last),  be  heard  by  Counsel  as  desired." 

Earl  GREY  said,  if  it  were  consistent 
with  the  practice  of  their  Lordships'  House 
to  hear  counsel  at  the  bar  on  a  Bill  in  pro- 
gress, he,  for  one,  would  not  object  to  it  on 
the  occasion  of  considering  the  present 
Bill,  even  though  it  would  lead  to  a  con- 
siderable waste  of  their  Lordships'  time  if 
the  precedent  were  once  established.  But 
in  matters  of  great  importance,  he  thought 
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the  J  oagHt  to  adhere  to  the  long-recognised 
practice  of  that  House;  and  if  there  were 
one  point  on  which  that  practice  was  clear 
and  certain,  it  was  in  not  hearing  counsel 
on  general  measures  unless  in  cases  where 
the  particular  interests  of  the  petitioners 
were  directly  involved.  In  all  the  cases 
to  which  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  had 
referred,  the  facts  were  so.  In  fact,  in 
the  case  to  which  the  noble  and  learn- 
ed Lord  had  alluded,  in  which  he  had 
been  himself  heard  as  counsel,  he  admitted 
that  he  had  been  cautioned  bj  Lord  Eldon 
to  confine  himself  to  the  point  of  the  al- 
leged injury  dono  to  the  private  interests 
of  his  clients;  and  yet,  as  he  told  them, 
even  with  this  caution  he  had  gone  on  for 
hours  to  declaim  on  every  possible  subject 
—a  description  which  he  (Earl  Grey)  had 
no  doubt  was  perfectly  accurate.  A  very 
important  debate  occurred  in  1825,  when 
Lord  Carnarvon  presented  a  petition  from 
Members  of  the  Koman  Catholic  Associa- 
tion, praying  to  be  heard  by  counsel  at  the 
bar  of  their  Lordships'  House  against  the 
Bill  for  the  Suppression  of  Illegal  Socie- 
ties, by  which  their  association  was  sought 
to  be  suppressed.  Lord  Liverpool  op- 
posed the  Motion;  and  one  whose  name  he 
(Earl  Grey)  had  the  honour  to  bear,  as  well 
as  others,  strongly  supported  it;  but  on  all 
sides  the  general  rule  was  admitted  and 
adhered  to,  that  counsel  should  not  be 
heard  unless  the  interests  of  the  individuals 
petitioning  were  directly  affected.  That 
rule  did  not,  however,  at  all  apply  in  the 
present  case.  In  the  Bill  before  their 
Lordships,  not  one  single  alteration  was 
made  in  the  existing  laws  that  had  not 
been  petitioned  for  by  the  colonists  them- 
selves. It  retained  all  the  laws  now  in 
force,  without  making  any  alteration  in 
them  whatever,  except  with  regard  to 
points  that  had  been  repeatedly  petitioned 
for  by  the  colonists.  Now,  in  the  case  of 
the  Canadian  Bill,  where  Mr.  Roebuck  had 
been  heard  as  counsel,  it  should  be  recol- 
lected that  the  facts  were  entirely  differ- 
ent. It  was  a  Bill  for  the  extinction  of 
the  Canadian  constitution;  and,  besides, 
it  was  calculated  to  effect  material  and 
direct  injury  to  the  inhabitants  of  Quebec. 
It  might  be  said  that  the  Australian  colo- 
nists had  asked  for  more  than  this  Bill 
contained;  but  that  could  not  alter  his 
argument;  because  all  points  not  touched 
upon  by  the  Bill  were  left  as  they  at  pre- 
sent stood.  The  small  number  of  signa- 
tures to  this  petition  was  also  a  matter 
that  could  not  be  overlooked.     Only  five  or 


six  were  those  of  persons  interested  in  the 
colony;  while,  on  the  other  hand,  it  was  to 
be  recollected  that  there  had  not  been  a 
single  petition  against  the  Bill  from  New 
South  Wales,  though  it  was  notorious  to 
every  one  in  the  colony  that  the  Bill  had 
been  presented  and  would  be  passed 
through  Parliament  this  year.  Notwith- 
standing this,  there  had  not  been  a  single 
petition  from  the  colony  praying  that  the 
bill  might  be  altered  in  any  particular,  or 
that  it  should  not  pass;  but,  on  the  con- 
trary, several  petitions  had  arrived  from 
Port  Phillip,  praying  that  the  Bill  might 
be  passed  as  speedily  as  possible.  With 
regard  to  the  oUier  signatures  to  this  peti- 
tion, many  of  them  were,  he  believed, 
those  of  most  respectable  individuals;  but 
with  the  exception  of  three  or  four,  they 
had  no  property  in  the  colony;  and  alto- 
gether the  petition  contained  only  some- 
where about  twenty  signatures.  To  take 
the  contrary  view,  he  held  in  his  hand  an- 
other petition  that  had  been  presented  to 
their  Lordships'  House  in  favour  of  the 
Bill,  and  that  contained  the  names  of  al- 
most every  great  house  trading  with  the 
colonies  in  the  City,  and  so  numerously 
signed  as  to  cover  four  closely  written 
pages.  With  regard  to  the  question  of 
hearing  Mr.  Scott,  the  agent  for  one  of 
these  colonies,  there  could  be  no  doubt  as 
to  the  propriety  of  letting  him  be  heard  at 
the  bar,  provided  the  Legislative  Council 
had  thought  fit  to  instruct  him  to  oppose 
the  Bill.  Accordingly,  as  soon  as  Mr. 
Scott's  petition  had  been  presented,  he 
thought  it  right  to  have  an  application 
made  to  him,  requesting  that  he  would  be 
good  enough  to  inform  him  (Earl  Grey) 
whether  he  had  received  instructions  from 
the  Legislative  Council  to  urge  any  opposi- 
tion to  the  Bill,  or  to  suggest  alterations 
in  it;  and  stating  that  if  he  had  any  altera- 
tions to  suggest,  they  would  not  fail  to  re- 
ceive the  immediate  and  best  attention  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government.  The  reply  to 
that  letter  was  that  the  petition  contained 
the  grounds  on  which  he  prayed  to  be 
heard  agamst  the  Bill.  [The  noble  Earl 
here  read  the  letters.]  On  reading  the 
petition  he  found,  however,  that  it  con- 
tained no  statement  of  the  petitioner  hav- 
ing received  any  instructions  whatever  from 
the  Legislative  Council  to  make  this  appli- 
cation; and  he  felt,  therefore,  justified  in 
treating  the  application  as  an  entirely  un- 
authorised act  on  the  part  of  Mr.  Scott, 
and,  he  would  add,  one  which  he  was  sure 
woiUd  not  meet  the  a^i^rohoAAA^^siiV^^i^s^-* 
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Btiioents.  So  far  had  their  Lordships' 
House  carried  this  rule,  of  not  hearing  per- 
sons hy  counsel,  unless  they  happened  to 
he  directly  and  personally  interested  as  in- 
dividuals in  the  measure,  that  in  1833,  on 
the  question  of  the  aholition  of  negro 
slavery,  their  Lordships'  House  actually 
refused  an  application  from  the  West 
India  planters  and  merchants  to  he  heard 
hy  counsel  at  their  Lordships'  har.  It  was 
true  that  in  the  case  of  the  Municipal  Re- 
form Bill  counsel  were  heard;  hut  then  it 
was  alone  hecause  the  report  of  the  Com- 
missioners of  Municipal  Inquiry,  on  which 
the  Bill  was  founded,  contained  allegations 
of  very  grave  charges  against  particular 
parties  connected  with  some  of  the  former 
corporations.  On  the  contrary,  every 
change  made  hy  the  present  Bill  was 
asked  for  hy  the  colonists,  or  else  would 
not  come  into  effect  until  the  colony 
formally  applied  to  have  them  enforced. 
Besides,  he  helieved  that  such  an  applica- 
tion was  very  seldom  made  to  their  Lord- 
ships, except  in  cases  where  a  similar  ap- 
plication had  heen  made  to  the  other  House 
of  Parliament  also.  On  these  grounds  he 
should  feel  houod  to  resist  the  Motion  of 
the  nohle  and  learned  Lord. 

Lord  MONTEAGLE  said,  he  would 
meet  the  nohle  Earl  on  his  own  ground, 
and  would  undertake  to  show  that,  on  the 
principles  of  justice  and  policy,  the  peti- 
tioners had  a  right  to  he  heard  against 
this  Bill.  Ho  r^retted,  indeed,  that  the 
Colonial  Secretary  was  not  himself  the 
party  to  present  ihh  petition,  and  he  still 
more  deeply  regretted,  that,  when  the  peti- 
tion was  presented,  his  nohle  Friend  should 
he  the  party  to  throw  ohstacles  in  the  way 
of  a  compliance  with  its  prayer.  It  should 
he  recollected  that  this  BUI  affected  the 
value  of  every  acre  of  land  in  Australia  ; 
each  landed  proprietor  had,  therefore,  the 
right  to  petition,  which  Uie  nohle  Earl 
could  not  but  hold  to  he  essential  to  free- 
dom. The  noble  Earl  had  compared  the 
the  two  petitions,  that  which  he  had  pre- 
sented in  favour  of  the  Bill,  and  that 
which  was  now  under  discussion.  That 
comparison,  even  if  it  had  been  justly 
made,  furnished  no  argument  whatever 
against  the  present  Motion,  because  if 
the  one  petition  had  1,000  signatures, 
and  the  other  was  the  petition  of  a  sin- 
gle individual,  he  having  a  locus  standi 
before  the  House,  their  Lordships  were 
bound  to  give  to  the  latter  equal  consider- 
ation with  the  first,  so  far  as  permitting 
his  petition  to  he  heard.     He  had  heen 


informed  that  the  petition  whidi  lihe  noUe 
Earl  had  presented  did  not  contain  the 
.ignatore  of  one  single  Unded  proprietor 
m  the  colony — 

Earl  GRET  :  That  is  quite  a  miatake. 

Lord  MONTEAGLE  said,  be  aUted 
what  had  been  represented  to  him  finooi 
good  authority.  On  the  other  hand,  the 
petition  now  under  their  Lordshipa'  con- 
sideration contained  the  signatures  of  Beiw&- 
ral  most  respectable  landed  proprietors  in 
the  colony,  the  first  name  to  it  being  thai 
of  Mr.  Lowe,  an  Australian  landowner, 
and  late  a  member  of  the  colonial  legis- 
lature, who  had  just  arrived  in  this  eoan- 
try,  and  who  was  distinguished  for  hia 
station,  his  influence,  and  his  abilities. 
With  regard  to  the  objection  raised  againat 
hearing  Mr.  Scott  at  the  bar,  he  would 
remind  their  Lordships,  that  this  waa  no 
party  question,  and  he  appealed  to  them 
in  their  judicial  capacity  to  consider  what 
had  been  their  previous  practice.  Mr.  Seott 
was  agent  for  the  colony,  Mr.  Burge;  aa 
agent  for  Jamaica,  had  been  beard;  Mr. 
Roebuck,  as  agent  for  one  branch  of  the 
Canadian  Parliament  had  been  heard. 
Why  was  Mr.  Scott  to  be  rejected  ?  But 
it  was  denied  that  Mr.  Scott  had  not 
been  instructed  to  petition.  How  ooold 
he  ?  The  Bill  before  the  House  waa  not 
the  Bill  made  known  in  Australia.  How, 
then,  could  the  Australians  instruct  Mr. 
Scott  to  petition  against  it?  The  Bill 
of  the  last  Session,  which  waa  the 
only  Bill  of  which  the  inhabitants  of  the 
Antipodes  could  be  forewarned,  differ- 
ed essentially  from  the  present.  His 
noble  Friend  at  the  head  of  the  Govern- 
ment had  last  year  pledged  himself  to  in- 
troduce clauses  that  would  bring  under 
colonial  adminisU'ation  the  whole  of  the 
land  revenues  of  the  colonies.  There  was 
no  single  point  on  which  the  colonists 
felt  so  deeply  interested  as  that  of  get- 
ting the  control  of  the  land  revenues  into 
their  own  hands.  Even  in  the  present 
year,  in  the  memorable  speech  of  his  noble 
Friend  (Lord  J.  Russell)  made  on  the  8th 
of  February,  it  was  distinctly  promised 
that  this  privilege  would  be  granted  to  the 
colonists.  In  that  speech  his  noble  Friend 
bad  stated,  "  To  the  general  assembly  we 
propose  to  refer  the  question  so  important 
to  the  colonies,  the  price  of  the  waste 
lands."  His  noble  Friend  (Earl  Grey) 
had  not  even  hinted  why  this  intention 
was  abandoned.  It  was  but  a  few  weeks 
ago  this  amended  Bill  was  introduced, 
withholding  from  the  colonists  those  pro- 
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mised  priTfleges  whicH  it  was  the  higb- 
est  object  of  their  desire  to  obtain.  Now, 
as  it  was  impossible  that  such  alteration 
conld  be  known  in  the  eoloiiies  was  it 
fair  for  the  noble  Earl  to  lay  any 
stress  on  the  argnment  that  no  petitions 
bad  been  forwarded  from  the  colonies 
against  the  Bill  of  which  in  its  present 
shape  they  were  uninformed?  Again,  in 
respect  to  the  fnnctions  of  the  federal  as- 
sembly, it  should  be  recollected  that  this 
Bill  created  a  double,  or  he  might  say 
a  triple,  power  of  taxation,  which,  in  it- 
self, should  justify  the  petitioners  in  ap- 
plying to  be  heard  against  the  Bill  as 
affecting  the  yalue  of  their  property.  It 
was  true  the  Bill  made  no  alteration  in 
the  constitution  of  the  L^slatiye  Coun- 
cil, but  it  made  very  great  changes  in 
the  functions  of  that  body,  giring  the 
council  a  power  eyen  to  alter  the  con- 
stitution of  the  colony.  When  such  was 
the  character  of  the  Bill,  were  they  justi- 
fied in  rejecting  the  petitions  of  Mr.  Scott 
and  Mr.  Lowe?  How  could  there  be 
any  sympathy  or  attachment  between  the 
colonists  and  the  mother  country  if  colo- 
nists were  depriyed  of  their  just  right  of 
being  heard?  He  cautioned  their  Lord- 
ships against  the  danger  of  applying  a  less 
liberal  rule  of  construction  to  their  ordi- 
nary practice,  where  a  people  residing  so 
far  distant  as  in  Austraha  were  concerned, 
than  they  would  apply  in  their  own  case 
if  a  Bill  were  proposed  to  affect  their 
rights  oyer  their  own  landed  property.  S  up- 
pose  a  Bin  were  brought  in  to  deprive  the 
country  gentlemen  of  England  who  sat  at 
quarter-sessions  of  the  powers  they  now 
possessed,  would  the  notion  be  tolerated 
for  a  moment  that  a  Minister  of  the  Crown 
should  come  down  and  deny  them  the  right 
of  being  heard  as  petitioners?  If  their 
properties  were  endangered,  would  they  be 
refused  to  be  heard  by  counsel  at  the  bar  ? 
He  contended  that  no  man  would  haye 
the  desperate  rashness  to  offer  them  a 
denial.  In  the  present  instance  the  peti- 
tioners were  landed  proprietors.  They 
complained  of  the  wrong  the  Bill  would  do 
them.  Among  them  stood  his  honourable 
fnend,  Mr.  Scott,  the  agent  for  the  colo- 
nies; and  be  (Lord  Monteagle)  asked  their 
Lordships  whether,  under  the  circumstances 
he  had  described,  they  would  press  on  the 
Bill  without  allowing  the  petitioners  to  be 
heard  by  themselves  or  by  their  counsel? 
He  believed  his  noble  Friend  the  Colonial 
Secretary  had  spoken  inconnderately  and 
hastily;  ho  could  not  have  been  aware  that 


the  petitioners  were  landed  proprietors; 
but  now  that  he  was  acquainted  with  that 
important  fact,  he  would  probably  permit 
ihem  to  be  heard.  He  should  feel  bound 
to  take  the  sense  of  their  Lordships  on  this 
question;  if  tiie  petitions  were  refused,  it 
would  strengthen  his  case  in  Committee; 
and  if  the  Mouse  granted  the  prayer  of 
the  petitioners,  it  would  bring  before  their 
notice  fscts  and  arguments  which  he  be- 
lieved would  be  irresistible.  It  would  have 
a  further  advantage — it  would  show  to  our 
Australian  fellow-subjeets  that  even  at 
this  distance  persons  are  no  less  disposed 
to  fight  their  batties  when  they  are  right, 
than  prepared  to  speak  the  truth  frankly 
shoula  they  conceive  them  to  be  in  the 
wrong.  On  these  grounds  he  most  ear- 
nestly supported  the  Motion  that  Mr.  Lowe, 
Mr.  Scott,  and  the  other  petitioners,  be 
heard  against  the  further  progress  of  this 
BiH. 

Earl  GRANVILLE  regretted  the  op- 
position exhibited  towards  this  measure, 
which  had  been  brought  forward  by  tiie 
Government  in  the  belief  that  it  was  en- 
tirely consonant  with  the  wishes  of  tho 
colonists.  The  noble  and  learned  Lord 
who  had  commenced  the  discussion  had 
mentioned  several  cases  as  precedents  in 
which  counsel  had  been  heard  at  their 
Lordships'  bar;  but  in  this  instance,  he 
(Earl  Granville)  considered  that  they  ought 
to  regard,  not  the  interests  of  one  class  of 
individuals,  but  of  the  whole  body  of  colo- 
nists collectively,  and  he  thought  they 
might  as  reasonably  have  heard  counsel 
at  the  bar  against  the  Eeform  Bill  as 
against  the  Bill  now  before  the  House.  If 
the  Bill  had  been  brought  in  for  the  first 
time  this  year,  and  there  had  since  been 
no  means  of  communicating  with  the  colo- 
nies, then  he  considered  those  persons  re- 
sident in  the  metropolis  who  were  con- 
nected with  the  colonies  might  have  fairly 
prayed  to  be  heard  by  counsel  against  the 
measure,  and  it  would  have  been  only  an  act 
of  fairness  on  the  part  of  their  Lordships 
to  have  assented  to  their  request.  But  he 
might  inform  their  Lordships  that  the  re- 
port on  which  the  Bill  was  founded,  and 
the  Bill  itself  as  it  now  stood,  reached  the 
colony  a  montii  before  the  prorogation  of 
the  Legislative  Council.  He  thought,  then, 
that  sJthough  in  case  of  any  sudden 
emergency  the  question  of  hearing  the 
agent  for  the  colonies  might  have  been  en- 
tertained, if  the  colonists  had  wished  to 
offer  any  opposition  to  the  Bill  introduced 
last  Session,  they  ought  to  ban^  ^^sbl 
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their  agent  some  authority  to  represent 
their  wishes.  If  he  (Earl  Granville)  had 
entertained  any  doubt  as  to  the  feelings  of 
the  colonists  on  this  question,  it  would 
have  been  removed  bj  a  speech  which  had 
been  delivered  the  other  day  by  Mr.  Lowe, 
who,  he  was  informed,  was  a  person  of 
great  respectability  and  of  some  influence 
in  the  colony,  who  admitted  that  before  he 
left  New  South  Wales  he  had  not  been 
able  to  get  up  a  petition  against  the  Bill 
in  consequence  of  the  singular  apathy  and 
indifference  exhibited  by  the  colonists  on 
the  subject.  The  colonists  had  not  ex- 
pressed any  feeling,  by  public  meetings  or 
otherwise,  against  this  Bill,  and  he  did  not 
think  any  cause  had  been  shown  for  as- 
senting to  the  Motion  of  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord. 

Lord  REDE  SD ALE  considered  that  the 
colonists  were  entitled  to  be  heard  against 
this  measure  by  parties  who  were  inde- 
pendent of  Parliament,  and  who  were  en- 
abled to  state  the  sentiments  of  the  colo- 
nists on  the  question,  and  he  therefore  sup- 
ported the  Motion. 

Lord  KINNAIRD  observed  that  a  pro- 
mise had  been  distinctly  held  out  to  the 
colonists  that  they  were  to  have  the  man- 
agement of  the  waste  lands;  and  he  be- 
lieved it  was  in  consequence  of  that  as- 
surance that  the  colonists  had  not  opposed 
this  Bill.  The  present  case  had  been  com- 
pared to  that  of  the  Reform  Bill;  but  it  must 
be  remembered  that  the  people  of  this  coun- 
try were  represented  in  Parliament,  while, 
unfortunately,  the  colonies  had  no  repre- 
sentatives in  that  assembly;  and  he  thought 
that,  unless  there  was  a  fear  of  some  expo- 
sure, the  colonists  ought  to  have  the  ad- 
vantage of  being  heard  against  this  mea- 
sure. He  believed  it  would  be  extremely 
desirable  if  the  House  were  to  avail  itself 
of  the  circumstances  of  the  owners  of  pro- 
perty being  in  London,  to  hear  any  repre- 
sentations they  had  to  make  against  the 
Bill. 

Earl  GREY  stated  that  a  newspaper 
published  at  Sydney  on  the  14th  of  Sep- 
tember last  contained  a  full  report  of  the 
Committee  of  Privy  Council,  which  was 
laid  before  Parliament  in  the  previous  May, 
and  that  the  colonial  legislature  was  not 
prorogued  until  the  16th  of  October.  That 
report  contained  no  recommendation  what- 
ever for  any  alteration  of  the  Land  Sales 
Act;  on  the  contrary,  the  report  was  in  fa- 
vour of  continuing  that  Act,  and  therefore 
the  measure  upon  which  the  colonists  had 
formed  their  judgment  was  the  very  mea- 


sure with  which  the  House  now  had  to  deal. 
It  was  true  that  Lord  John  Russell  had  un- 
dertaken that  the  federal  legislature  might 
amend  the  Land  Sales  Act;  but  that  pro- 
mise could  not  have  reached  the  eolonj  bj 
any  possibility  until  after  the  Legislaihre 
Assembly  had  been  prorogued. 

Lord  MONTEAGLE  remarked  that 
at  the  close  of  the  last  Session  the  noble 
Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Government  had 
stated  that  it  was  intended  to  resign  the 
control  of  the  waste  lands  to  the  central 
authority  to  be  created  in  the  Australian 
colonies;  and  Mr.  Scott  having  communi- 
cated that  intention  to  the  colony  for  which 
he  acted,  had  received  instructions  accord- 
ingly. On  the  14th  of  February  last  the 
noble  Lord  repeated  this  intimation  in  the 
other  House;  but  the  intention  of  Ministers 
had  been  abandoned  in  the  course  of  the 
present  Session,  and  it  was  only  just  that 
Mr.  Scott  should  be  heard  at  the  bar 
against  that  part  of  the  measure,  or  that 
it  should  be  delayed  until  he  could  receive 
fresh  instructions. 

Earl  GREY:  The  Committee  of  Cor- 
respondence  could  only  give  instructions  to 
Mr.  Scott  during  the  sitting  of  the  Legis- 
lative Assembly,  and  that  assembly  had 
been  prorogued  before  the  intimation  that 
Government  contemplated  leaving  the  ques- 
tion of  the  Land  Sales  Act  to  the  colony. 

The  Earl  of  WICKLOW  thought  the 
discussion  of  that  evening,  in  the  infinite 
doubting,  not  to  say  ignorance  as  to  facta, 
that  it  displayed,  afforded  a  sufficient  rea- 
son for  assenting  to  the  Motion.  He 
trusted  that  the  noble  Earl  would  either 
consent  to  hear  the  petitioners,  or  postpone 
the  Bill  until  next  Session,  so  as  to  enable 
the  colonists  themselves  to  declare  their 
views  respecting  it. 

The  Earl  of  HARROWBY  supported 
the  Motion.  It  was  clearly  impossible  for 
the  colonists  to  express  this  Session  their 
judgment  upon  the  Bill  as  it  now  stood, 
and  it  was  but  justice,  therefore,  to  hear 
their  accredited  agent. 

Lord  POLWARTH  said,  it  would  be 
very  unjust  not  to  hear  the  agents  of  tho 
colony,  when  it  was  remembered  that  the 
main  provisions  of  the  Bill  were  very  dif- 
ferent to  those  which  had  been  originally 
proposed  and  approved  by  the  colony. 

The  Earl  of  ST.  GERMANS  thought 
an  erroneous  opinion  would  be  formed  in 
the  colony  of  the  purpose  of  their  Lord- 
ships if  they  acceded  to  the  prayer  of  the 
petition  and  heard  counsel  at  the  bar,  on 
the  part  of  the  agent,  against  the  Bill.  The 
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expression  of  satisfaction  by  the  colonists, 
which  had  been  so  much  relied  upon,  had 
nothing  to  do  with  the  declaration  of  the 
noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the  GoYemment, 
in  respect  to  the  sale  of  the  Crown  lands, 
because  that  declaration  had  reached  the 
colony  after  that  expression  of  satisfaction. 
Lord  BROUGHAM,  in  reply,  said,  that 
the  aspect  which  the  debate  had  assumed, 
after  the  speech  of  his  noble  Friend  on 
the  cross  benches,  who  had  taken  a  new 
yiew  of  the  question  at  the  eleventh  hour, 
and  with  not  the  most  paramount  judg- 
ment and  discretion,  had  totally  altered  the 
ground  upon  which  the  subject  had  been 
placed,  and  compelled  him  in  reply  (Lord 
Brougham)  to  enlarge  more  than  he  other- 
wise should.  He  contended  their  Lordships 
were  bound,  as  constituting  the  highest 
judicial  tribunal  in  the  realm,  not  to  depart 
from  former  precedents,  and  refuse  to  hear 
persons  who  alleged  that  they  were  injured 
by  the  Bill  then  before  the  House.  With 
regard  to  Lord  John  Russell's  promise, 
he  was  sure  that  promise  could  not  have 
reached  the  colonies  before  the  prorogation 
of  the  Legislative  Assembly;  and  with  re- 
spect to  the  instructions  to  Mr.  Scott,  they 
could  not  have  been  forwarded  after  the 
prorogation,  as  all  communications  by 
the  Committee  of  Correspondence  were 
interdicted.  So  far,  then,  he  (Lord  Broug- 
ham) admitted  that  facts  and  dates  were 
against  his  argument.  But  Mr.  Scott  was 
the  representative  in  general  and  at  large 
of  the  colony :  he  was  the  person  who 
was  to  be  their  agent,  and  to  represent 
them  with  the  Government  and  in  Parlia- 
ment. That  was  his  commission  and  autho- 
rity, and  yet  we  were  to  be  told  on  this  oc- 
casion that  he  had  no  special  instructions. 
Were  his  general  instructions,  then,  gone 
to  the  winds  ?  Was  he  to  throw  those  in- 
structions into  the  fire;  and  was  all  gene- 
ral authority  and  commission  to  represent 
them  on  all  occasions  to  signify  nothing, 
because  in  a  given  case,  however  impor- 
tant, he  had  not  been  furnished  with  speci- 
fic instructions  to  meet  that  particular 
case  ?  That  would  be  rather  a  strong  thing 
to  say  relative  to  the  instructions  of  an 
agent.  Cases  might  arise  unexpectedly  re- 
quiring discretion  to  be  applied  to  them, 
and  it  would  be  monstrous  to  say  to  Mr. 
Scott,  "  You  are  Member  for  Berwick- 
shire, and  we  will  not  hear  you  upon  this 
sudden  turn  of  Lord  John  Russell's  opin- 
ion." Would  they  say  that  Mr.  Scott's 
general  commission  and  duty  went  for  ab- 
solutely nothing,  because  he  did  not  bap- 
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en  to  have  got — because  it  was  impossi- 
le  for  him  to  have  got — these  special  in- 
structions ?  His  noble  Friend  talked  as  if 
everything  turned  on  Mr.  Scott;  but  Mr. 
Scott  was  not  the  only  petitioner.  •  Were 
there  no  landowners'  names  to  the  peti- 
tion, and  were  they  not  to  be  heard  ?  It 
was  argued,  that  if  they  heard  Mr.  Scott  at 
the  bar,  his  speech  would  be  admitted  to 
be  the  speech  of  the  colonists;  and  how 
could  that  be,  if  he  had  received  no  spe- 
cial instructions  ?  But  had  he  not  his  ge- 
neral instructions  ?  And  Mr.  Scott  had  ex- 
pressly stated  that  he  is  to  be  guided,  as  a 
Member  of  Parliament,  by  his  own  discre- 
tion; but  he  had  not  said  that,  as  their 
agent,  he  would  not  be  bound  by  their 
instructions.  It  appeared  to  him  (Lord 
Brougham)  that  this  colony  had  been 
very  hardly  used.  The  noble  Lord  at 
the  head  of  the  Government,  towards 
the  middle  of  July,  gave  a  promise,  and, 
as  it  were,  pledged  himself,  that  the  BUI 
should  contain  a  land  clause.  That  pledge 
was  received  in  the  colony  about  Novem- 
ber; then  December,  January,  February — 
three  months — passed  away,  leaving  the 
colony  under  the  influence  of  that  promise. 
Of  this  there  could  not  be  the  smallest 
question — that,  had  it  not  been  that  the 
colonists  had  placed  confidence  in  the  pro- 
mise which  had  been  given  to  them  by 
Lord  J.  Russell,  the  table  of  their  Lord- 
ships' House  would  have  been  crowded  with 
petitions  similar  to  that  which  he  had  now 
the  honour  to  present ;  for  why  should  not 
those  living  in  the  colony  who  thought  the 
measure  injurious,  think  and  feel  so  as 
strongly  as  those  who  entertained  the  same 
opinions,  but  happened  to  be  over  in  this 
country  ?  Were  the  landowners  to  be  treat- 
ed in  this  way  ?  It  was  not  only  their  right, 
but  their  duty,  to  employ  their  own  agents. 
Whether  their  Lordships  heard  Mr.  Scott 
or  not,  was  perfectly  immaterial.  For  his 
own  part,  he  did  not  think  it  would  be  Mr. 
Scott  who  would  address  the  House,  but 
Mr.  Lowe.  He  could  speak  as  a  land- 
owner, and  for  his  brother  councillors;  and 
Mr.  Lowe  being  heard  could  give  rise  to  no 
mistake,  because  he  had  no  instructions. 
What  he  was  saying  was  not  mere  specu- 
lation. There  were  great  authorities  who 
had  given  their  opinions  on  the  subject  of 
this  Bill,  not  so  much  indeed  as  their  own 
opinions,  but  their  opinion  of  the  reception 
with  which  the  Bill  would  be  met.  These 
were  not  private  and  paltry  persons,  they 
were  not  insignificant  landowners — if  land- 
owners could  be  called  insignificant — they 
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were  Jiot  people  whose  rank  was  little,  and 
autboritj  Jess.  What  if  he  should  tell  their 
Lordships  that  thej  were  actually  eminent, 
nay,  paramount  people,  and  from  their  con- 
dition haying  intimate  relationship  with  all 
the  inhabitants  of  the  colonies — what  if  they 
were  the  goremors  of  colonies  ? — ^the  very 
men  with  whom  his  noble  Friend  was  in 
daily  official  intercourse,  and  from  whose 
representations  he  learned  the  condition  of 
the  colonies  and  the  state  of  public  feeling 
which  prerailed  there  ?  The  fact  was  so. 
Sir  W.  Denison,  Sir  H.  Toung,  and  Sir 
0.  Fitzroy,  had  severally,  in  their  official 
communications  as  governors  representing 
the  Crown  in  those  colonies,  stated  their 
conviction  that  the  Bill  as  it  now  stood 
would  not  give  contentment;  but  that,  on 
the  contrary,  it  would  produce  the  deepest 
dissatisfaction  in  the  colonies.  These  were 
surely  strong  reasons  for  pausing  before 
they  proceeded,  and  for  hearing  these 
petitioners.  The  very  debate  of  that  night 
appeared  to  his  mind  to  afford  powerful 
reason  for  granting  such  a  request.  There 
had  been  grave  assertions  of  facts,  and 
doubts  existed  as  to  those  facts.  It  had 
been  argued  that  the  Legislative  Council 
had  not  protested;  but  let  their  Lordships 
beware  how  they  listened  too  much  to 
that,  for  the  Legislative  Council  did  not 
consist  of  the  great  body  of  landowners, 
or  represent  the  great  wealth  of  the  co- 
lony. There  were  no  leaseholders  there. 
Could  there  be  any  argument  more  powers 
ful  for  hearing  these  petitioners  ?  To  make 
the  position  more  striking,  he  would  r^ 
mind  the  House  that  the  Legislative  Coun- 
cil was  the  very  body  upon  whom  the  con- 
stitution was  about  to  be  conferred,  and 
therefore  he  (Lord  Brougham)  had  a  right 
to  suppose  that  the  Legislative  Council 
were  for  the  Bill.  But  did  they  represent 
all  the  wealth  and  industry  of  the  colonists  ? 
The  Legislative  Council  did  not  contain 
either  these  landowners,  or  the  representa- 
tives of  them,  and  that  was  a  conclusive  ar- 
gument in  favour  of  their  being  heard,  for 
the  leaseholders  were  at  their  Lordships' 
bar,  and  the  Legislative  Council  was  not. 

The  Earl  of  ST.  GERMANS  explain- 
ed, that  what  he  had  said  was,  that  ac- 
counts had  been  received  from  the  colo- 
nies, conclusively  showing  that  the  feel- 
ings of  the  colonists  at  large  were  at  vari- 
ance with  the  views  entertained  by  Mr. 
Scott. 

Lord  BROUGHAM  begged  his  noble 
Friend  would  tell  them  where  he  found 
Hie  faeU  he  hud  stated. 


The  Eael  of  ST.  GERMANS  said,  he 
had  seen    them    in    the   colonial 


papers. 

Lord  BROUGHAM:  Oh,  of  eourae,  as 
my  noble  Friend  says  he  has  seen  these 
statements  in  a  newspaper,  they  most  be 
true. 

On  Question,  their  Lordships  divided : — 
Contents  25;  Not -Contents  33;  Mar 
jority  8. 

List  of  the  Conteiits. 


Dum. 

Oiford 

Richmond 

BABOBS. 

SABLS. 

Stanley 

Warwick 

Polwarth 

Talbot 

Brougham 

Fitzwilliam 

Redosdalo 

Wioklow 

Lyttleton 

Lanetboroogh 

Wodefaoose 

MountcashoU 

Kinnaird 

Enniskillcn 

Tenterden 

Nelson 

Monteagle 

WaldegraTB 

Heytesbury 

Harrowby 

Walsingham 

BISHOPS. 

Colcbetter 

Saliflbury 

List  of  the 

NOT-COHTEKTB. 

ABCHRISHOP. 

BIBBOPS. 

York 

Down 

DVEB. 

Limerick 

Norfolk 

Manchester 

St.  Asaph 

Lansdowno 

BABOHB. 

Anglesey 

AshbartoB 

BrMdalbane 

Byron 

K4BLS. 

Beamnoot 

Besborough 

Campbell 

Camperdown 

Camoys 

Carlisle 

Eddisbury 

Chichester 

Elphinstone 

GranTille 

Erskine 

Grey 

Foley 

Lismoro 

Ilowden 

Mlnto 

Lovat 

Morley 

Say  and  Sele 

St.  Germans 

Wrottealey 

Scarborough 

Resolved  in  the  Segatwe, 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Houae  to  be 
put  into  Committee  read. 

Then  it  was  moved,  **  That  the  Home 
do  now  resolve  itself  into  Committee." 

The  Bishop  of  OXFORD  roM  to  move 
that  the  Bill  he  referred  to  a  Sdect  Com- 
mitt«e  of  their  Lordships'  House.  He 
rested  this  Motion,  first,  upon  the  groonde 
that  hy  adopting  this  course  their  Lord- 
ships would  avoid  all  that  the  nohle  Eari 
seemed  to  fear,  namely,  the  violation  of 
precedent,  and  at  the  same  time  aeeore 
what  the  noble  Earl  had  admitted  was  ex- 
ceedingly desirable,  the  valuable  informa- 
tion which  the  parties  whom  they  had  jimt 
refused  to  hear  at  their  bar  woidd  be  eUe 
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to  gire  them  in  the  capacity  of  witneeses. 
But  this  was  not  the  only  ground  upon 
irhich  he  rested  the  Motion.  And  here  he 
must  take  the  Hhertj  of  stating  to  their 
Lordships  in  plain  language,  idthough  it 
might  he  distasteful  to  those  who  were  the 
authors  of  the  Bill — ^the  estimate  he  had 
formed,  after  patient  study,  of  the  real 
character  of  the  BiU.  He  could  not  hut 
say  that  the  BiU  appeared  to  him  to  he 
marked  hy  a  hasty  and  most  injudicious 
handling  of  the  great  and  permanent  in- 
terests of  the  colonies.  He  said  this  in  the 
first  place,  heoause  it  proposed  to  institute 
a  single  chamher  composed  of  discordant 
elements,  which  it  was  impossible  to  bring 
together  into  harmonious  and  successful  ac- 
tion. This  alone  ought  to  induce  their 
Lordships  to  pause  before  passing  the  Bill 
in  its  present  shape.  This  alone  ought  to 
lead  them  cautiously  and  carefully  to  weigh 
in  a  Select  Committee  an  Act  the  principal 
and  main  prorisions  of  which  were  calcu- 
lated to  sow  the  seeds  of  division  and  un- 
quietness  in  those  great  colonies.  But  it 
was  said  that  a  single  chamber,  although  no 
doubt  liable  to  many  objections,  was  desired 
by  the  people  of  New  South  Wales,  and 
that  therefore  it  was  the  duty  of  their 
Lordships  to  pass  the  BiU  in  that  particular 
shape.  Now,  he  denied  that  a  single 
chamber  was  desired  by  the  people  of  New 
South  Wales,  and  he  was  prepared  to  pro- 
duce cWdence  before  a  Select  Committee 
which  he  thought  would  distinctly  prove 
that  it  was  not  desired  by  them.  The  noble 
Earl  told  them  of  what  had  appeared  in 
the  colonial  newspapers;  but  this  was  a 
point  which  required  close  sifting.  The 
fact  was  that  in  the  case  of  a  colonial  de- 
pendency which  was  labouring  under  gross 
cyils  and  inflictions,  singularly  hard  to  be 
borne  by  persons  of  the  English  race  and 
descent,  it  was  scarcely  to  be  wondered  at 
if,  in  a  moment  of  unthinking  enthusiasm, 
they  receiTcd  with  considerable  fayour  a 
Bill  which  proposed  to  remedy  some  of  the 
evils  which  pressed  severely  upon  them, 
although  in  other  parts  it  contained  pro- 
visions of  which  they  could  not  approve. 
It  was  not  fair,  therefore,  of  the  noble 
Earl  to  argue  that,  because  the  Bill  was 
admitted  to  contain  alterations  which  were 
a  great  improvement  upon  the  present  state 
of  things,  therefore  the  people  of  New 
South  Wales  must  be  held  to  be  in  favour 
of  a  single  chamber.  The  idea  of  a  single 
chamber  was  doubtless  favourably  enter- 
tained by  a  certain  class  in  the  coloniesy 
who  foresaw,  as  weU  as  any  man  in  this 


country  could  foresee,  that  a  single  cham- 
ber, composed  partly  of  nominees  of  the 
Crown,  and  partly  of  popularly  elected  re- 
presentatives, would  give  rise  to  an  unUm- 
ited  series  of  angry  contests  between  the 
two  parties,  which  contests  could  end  only 
in  one  way;  namely,  in  the  exclusion  of 
those  nominees,  and  the  final  constitution 
of  the  chamber  on  the  merest  democratic 
basis.  They  had  been  told  by  one  who 
had  tried  it,  that  it  was  impossible  for 
a  nominee  to  take  either  side  of  a  ques- 
tion without  suspicion  and  reproach.  The 
parties,  then,  who  were  in  favour  of  a 
single  chamher,  looked  forward  to  the 
time  when  they  would  use  the  power 
granted  them  by  this  BiU  of  reconstruct- 
ing their  constitution  by  making  a  single 
chamber,  consisting  solely  of  themselves. 
The  noble  Earl  might  say  that  that  would 
be  the  time  to  propose  a  double  chamber 
when  an  alteration  was  introduced  into  the 
single  chamber.  But  he  begged  the  noble 
Earl  to  consider  what  would  be  the  state 
of  social  and  political  feeling  at  such  a 
moment.  At  the  conclusion  of  a  multi- 
tude of  angry  poUtical  discussions,  when 
the  elected  representatives  had  extruded 
the  nominees  from  the  chamber,  when 
the  leading  members  of  the  democratic 
party  had  just  drank  deep  of  the  intoxi- 
cating draught  of  success,  and  were  in  the 
full  enjoyment  of  poHtical  power,  it  was 
not  in  human  nature  to  expect  that  in  that 
moment  of  their  triumph  they  would  con- 
sent to  lay  down  the  power  which  the 
Legislature  had  put  into  their  hands;  in 
other  words,  that  they  would  consent  to 
constitute  another  chamber,  and  take 
from  themselves  the  political  influence 
which  they  had  learned  fully  to  appre- 
ciate, and  just  begun  to  wield.  He  main- 
tained, then,  that  that  part  of  the  BiU 
which  provided  a  single  chamber  would 
most  undoubtedly  lead  to  future  internal 
poUtical  conflicts  in  the  legislative  body, 
and  the  establishment  of  a  powerful  and 
dominant  democracy.  This,  he  maintain- 
ed, was  a  fundamental  error  in  the  BiU. 
It  had  been  said  elsewhere,  that  there  were 
not  materials  in  the  colonies  for  two  cham- 
bers. He  thought  he  could  prove,  if  their 
Lordships  would  send  this  Bill  to  a  Select 
Committee,  that  this  was  altogether  un- 
founded, and  that,  at  least  in  New  South 
Wales,  there  were  abundant  materials  for 
two  chambers.  He  did  not  mean  to  say  that 
it  contained  materials  for  an  upper  cham- 
ber nominated  as  their  Lordships  were  by 
the  Crown;  but  he  did  raaintaiu  thsl  thd»^ 
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were  abundant  materials  for  one  of  another 
description.  To  this,  perhaps,  it  was  an- 
swered that  such  a  constitution  of  the 
two  chambers  would  subvert  its  own  pur- 
pose. He  could  not  allow  the  asser- 
tion. For  why  were  two  chambers  de- 
sirable at  all  ?  The  reason  was  this : — 
In  every  self-governing  country,  especially 
m  those  inhabited  by  persons  of  our  own 
blood  and  race,  there  was  a  continual  con- 
flict and  collision  going  on  between  two 
classes  of  minds — namely,  those  who  were 
in  favour  of  things  as  they  were,  and  those 
who  sought  to  improve  them  by  advance 
and  innovation.  It  was  desirable  therefore 
that  the  latter  should  be  represented  in 
the  initiative  chamber,  and  that  the  other 
should  be  represented  in  an  upper  and  se- 
parate chamber.  As  the  members  of  the 
upper  chamber,  which  he  would  make  elec- 
tive like  the  other,  he  would  take  older 
men,  or  men  elected  by  a  higher  fran- 
chise, and  he  would  have  them  to  con- 
sist of  a  smaller  number  of  persons,  and 
be  elected  for  a  much  longer  term,  say  nine 
or  ten,  instead  of  three  years,  besides  pro- 
viding that  only  a  third  part  should  go  out 
at  one  time.  These  or  such  like  provi- 
sions, would,  he  doubted  not,  impart  to 
that  upper  chamber  the  character  he  de- 
sired it  to  possess.  With  respect  to  the 
allegation  that  the  idea  of  a  single  cham- 
ber was  popular  among  the  people  in 
New  South  Wales,  he  begged  to  say 
that,  supposing  it  were  true,  which,  how- 
over,  he  was  far  from  admitting,  it  could 
not  justify  the  application  of  that  provi- 
sion of  the  Bill  to  the  other  Australian 
colonies,  for  which  it  was  singularly  unfit, 
and  in  which  there  was  not  a  shadow 
of  evidence  to  show  that  it  was  popular. 
So  much  for  a  single  chamber,  with  re- 
spect to  which  he  held  that  a  complete 
case  had  been  made  out  for  sending  the 
Bill  to  a  Select  Committee,  where,  with 
the  help  of  the  necessary  evidence,  the 
question  might  be  calmly,  maturely,  and 
udiciously  considered  by  their  Lordships. 
But  there  were  many  other  points  in  the 
Bill  which  exhibited  the  same  hasty  and 
imperfect  treatment  for  great  and  perma- 
nent interests.  The  way  in  which  it 
dealt  with  the  franchise  was  altogether 
improper.  The  simple  fact  that  it  ex- 
cluded from  the  power  of  voting  for  repre- 
sentatives the  best  blood  of  the  colonies, 
ought  alone  to  prove  fatal  to  the  measure. 
He  said  the  best  blood  of  the  colonies, 
because  those  who  held  large  tracts  of 
land  under  the  Crown  in  the  capacity  of 


leaseholders,  and  who  from  their  iDtelli- 
gence  were  peculiarly  qualified  for  legiaU- 
tive  functions,  would  be  altogether  ex- 
cluded from  the  legislative  assemblies  un- 
der the  Bill  proposed  by  the  noble  EaiL 
He  held,  too,  that  the  franchise  had  been 
fixed  a  great  deal  higher  than  it  ought  to 
be  under  the  present  state  of  New  Soath 
Wales.  He  feared,  also,  that  the  effect 
of  the  Bill  would  be  to  give  the  convicta 
and  the  descendants  of  convicts  absolute 
power  in  the  colonies.  The  principle 
upon  which  this  Bill  had  been  constructed, 
was  one  of  the  most  singular  conceiva- 
ble. It  was  said,  "  Set  the  colonists  a- 
going  with  a  single  chamber,  and  at  the 
same  time  give  them  an  opportunity  of 
amendmg  it,  and  they  will  do  so."  Was 
there,  ever  since  the  world  began,  a  set  of 
political  philosophers  who  came  down  to  a 
solemn  deliberative  assembly,  and  urged 
such  motives  for  the  adoption  of  a  Bill^ 
He  thought  it  afforded  a  good  ground  for 
any  one  to  oppose  the  Bill,  when  its  Yerj 
authors  confessed  that  it  could  not  last ; 
who,  when  its  errors  were  pointed  out, 
rcphed,  ''Aye,  but  we  give  the  colonists 
the  power  of  altering  it  when  they  choose." 
The  argument  of  the  Government  seemed 
to  be  this  :  "  The  colonists  are  not  capable 
of  using  beneficially  for  themselves  the 
gift  of  legislative  powers.  We  wiU,  there- 
fore, give  them  a  sort  of  political  *  go- 
cart,'  in  order  to  teach  them  the  use  of 
their  limbs.  This  will  give  a  practice  to 
their  young  and  inexperienced  minds,  and 
will  help  to  teach  them  how  to  conduct 
themselves,  and  when  they  have  been  so 
taught,  it  can  then  be  swept  away  to  make 
room  for  a  better  system.  Was  ihis_po- 
litical  philosophy  ?  The  effect  of  the  Bill 
would  be,  not  to  produce  a  wholesome  col- 
lision in  a  united  and  harmonious  assembly 
in  which  the  different  powers  of  the  State 
would  try  their  respective  strengths  and 
practise  their  powers  for  future  action  ; 
but  it  would  give  rise  to  a  perpetual 
series  of  irritating  and  embittering  con- 
tests between  the  colonists  and  the  Im- 
perial Parliament,  and  would  separate 
interests,  which  they  ought  to  sacrifice 
everything  but  principle  to  unite.  Surely 
the  manner  in  which  we  had  formerly 
dealt  with  our  North  American  colonies 
was  written  in  characters  too  broad  to 
allow  such  doctrines  to  pass  current  in 
their  Lordships*  House.  What  was  it  that 
led  to  the  loss  of  those  colonies,  and  to 
the  hostility  and  settled  distrust  which 
followed,  but  the  disastrous  policy  which 
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had  been  agam  traced  oat  bj  the  framers 
of  this  Billl  He  lamented  that  thU  mea- 
Bure  would  perpetuate  what  he  beliered  to 
be  the  mischieroua  mflnence  of  Downing- 
street  upon  the  colonies.  He  claimed  the 
sanction  of  the  noble  Earl  to  his  views 
upon  this  point.  The  noble  Earl  in  an- 
other place,  and  under  another  name,  had 
commented  in  words  which  he  wished  he 
could  perfectly  remember  upon  the  mis- 
chievous absurdity  of  supposing  that  any 
Minister  sitting  in  Downmg-street  could 
satisfactorily  and  usefully  gorem  all  our 
fellow  countrymen  in  the  colonies — and 
how  utterly  irrational  was  the  desire  to 
retun  such  a  power  in  hands  so  utterly  in- 
competent to  wield  it.  He  did  not  wish  to 
say  anything  against  the  noble  Earl's 
peculiar  administration  of  the  colonies ; 
he  objected  merely  to  the  general  princi- 
ple. He  objected  that  no  separation  was 
attempted  to  be  made  between  two  things 
which  broadly  and  widely  differed — be- 
tween local  and  imperial  interests.  He 
maintained  that  it  was  wholly  impossible 
that  their  Lordships  could  usefuUy  and 
safely  legislate  for  distant  colonies  unless 
they  met  that  difficulty — unless  they  mark- 
ed out  what  were  local  interests,  which 
ought  to  be  administered  by  a  local  legis- 
lature under  a  resident  governor  repre- 
senting the  Crown,  and  what  were  imperial 
interests,  which  ought  to  be  settled  at 
the  seat  of  empure,  at  the  heart  of 
our  widely-extended  kingdom.  It  was 
said  that  it  was  very  difficult  to  say  what 
were  local  and  what  were  imperial  in- 
terests ;  and  because  it  was  so  they 
would  not  attempt  to  settle  them.  He 
thought  it  afforded  a  strong  argument 
for  his  Motion,  that  if  they  appointed 
a  Select  Committee  to  consider  the  Bill, 
they  would  have  the  advantage  of  the 
presence  of  noble  and  learned  Lords,  who 
from  their  great  learning  in  the  law  would 
help  them  to  come  to  a  conclusion  as  to 
whether  or  not  it  was  impossible  to  sepa- 
rate local  and  imperial  interests.  They 
were  bound  in  justice  to  these  numerous 
and  distant  dependencies  to  send  the  Bill 
to  a  Select  Committee,  in  order  to  ascer- 
tain and  mark  off  the  boundaries  that  be- 
longed to  imperial  and  local  legislation. 
The  great  object  of  England  in  settling 
colonies  ought  to  be  to  reproduce  herself — 
to  send  out  representatives  of  her  various 
ranks  and  orders.  It  was  difficult  at  any 
time  to  induce  persons  belonging  to  the 
hiffher  ranks  to  leave  such  a  toontry  as 
this;  and  it  was  therefore  the  part  «f  wise 
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legislation  to  remove  this  difficulty,  so  far 
as  it  could  be  done.  But  was  it  to  be  ex- 
pected that  a  race  of  our  own  blood  would 
tamely  bear  such  an  infraction  of  their 
rights  as  was  involved  in  a  Bill  which, 
in  fact,  placed  ultimately  the  whole  go-  ^ 
vemment  in  a  Secretary  of  State  residing 
in  another  part  of  the  globe?  The  BiU 
proposed  to  give  to  Englishmen  accu8« 
tomed  at  home  not  to  the  name  only 
of  freedom  and  of  representative  insti« 
tutions,  but  to  their  reality,  a  form 
of  government  which  they  knew  to  be 
peculiarly  distasteful  to  the  Anglo-Saxon 
mind.  But  the  most  monstrous  pro- 
position in  the  present  Bill  was  the  pro- 
vision for  uniting  these  four  colonies  in 
one  federation.  This  was,  he  could  not 
help  thinking,  the  most  ill-considered  pro- 
posal ever  made  in  that  House.  Did  the 
Government  really  mean  to  give  this  cen- 
tral federative  body  the  power  now  exer- 
cised in  Downing-street  ?  If  thev  did 
mean  to  transfer  to  any  colonial  body  the 
absolute  control  of  imperial  questions, 
surely  they  would,  in  so  doing,  sow  the 
seeds  of  the  dismembrance  of  our  empire* 
For  the  unity  of  our  empire,  in  fact,  con- 
sisted in  the  reserve  to  the  centre  of  do- 
minion of  these  very  questions.  Again,  it 
was  surely  the  most  absurd  of  fallacies  to 
say  that  what  suited  one  of  these  colonies 
would  suit  another,  because  they  were  all 
Australian  colomes.  That  was  to  be,  in- 
deed, governed  by  a  shadow  and  a  name. 
Did  they  remember  that  the  capitals  of 
these  two  in  future  confederated  States  were 
as  far  apart  as  London  and  Constantinoplo 
— that  they  had  different  interests,  differ- 
ent wants,  and  different  means  of  supply- 
ing those  wants-^that  they  had  not  only 
different,  but  in  many  respects  opposing, 
interests?  To  unite  these  Australasiaa 
colonies,  comprehending  an  extent  of  terri- 
tory larger  than  the  whole  of  Europe,  into 
one  confederate  State,  was  one  of  the 
greatest  instances  of  hasty,  capridous^ 
crude,  and  ill-considered  legislation  that  he 
could  charge  against  this  Bill.  If  their 
Lordships  believed  that  the  race  who  had 
colonised  these  distant  lands  would  one 
day  grow  into  a  mighty  power— if  they  be- 
lieved that  they  were  to  sway  the  future 
destinies  of  that  portion  of  the  globe — if 
they  had  not  fulea  to  remark  the  patient 
energy,  the  habitual  courage,  the  likeness 
to  ourselves  in  every  element  of  charaetor 
that  made  England  great,  (dorious,  and 
mighty  upon  the  earth,  which  distin- 
guished that  nwe— and  if  ifafiir  Lacd^ 
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ships,  remembering  all  that,  would  fore- 
cast the  future,  and  bear  in  mind  that 
they  were  now  called  upon  to  lay  the 
foundation  of  those  institutions  which 
would  form,  mould,  and  frame  the  temper 
of  the  people — ^institutions  which  would 
influence  them  through  all  future  time — 
then  their  Lordships  must  acknowledge 
that  a  ^ater  subject  for  the  statesman, 
the  philosopher,  and  the  philanthropist 
couU  not  be  presented  to  their  attention. 
He  entreated  their  Lordships  to  remember 
that  the  history  of  other  lands  taught  them 
that  they  could  never  undo  that  which  had 
been  done  in  the  youth  of  a  nation.  They 
might  now  be  about  to  form  a  character 
that  would  rebel  ac;ainst  after  influences — 
they  might  now  be  about  to  plant  yices 
from  which  the  land  might  have  been  kept 
free,  but  from  which  they  might  never  be 
able  again  to  free  it.  They  were  about  to 
give  them  political  maxims  and  moral  ha> 
bits,  and  all  the  germs  of  social  habits, 
and  let  them  not  doubt  that  they  would 
reap  the  work  of  their  hands.  There  was 
one  matter  in  which  he  took  special  in- 
terest. Their  Lordships  no  doubt  would 
all  agree  that  the  moral  character  of  any 
people  would  be  in  a  great  measure  deter- 
mined by  the  wisdom  and  judgment  with 
which  its  religious  institutions  were  formed. 
Now,  let  them  mark  the  present  state  of 
things  in  New  South  Wales  and  Van  Die- 
men  s  Land.  There  existed  in  the  mother 
country  a  great  and  richly  endowed  Church 
Establishment.  They' had  inherited  with 
this  establishment  a  system  which,  in  order 
as  it  was  supposed  to  guard  the  religious 
liberties  of  the  people  of  this  land,  con- 
tinually restrained  the  action  of  that  reli- 
gious body  with  needful,  or,  as  some  per- 
sons believed,  often  with  needless  restric- 
tions. Now,  if  they  passed  this  Bill,  they 
would  transplant  to  the  Australian  colo- 
nies every  one  of  these  stout  and  heavy 
fetters  and  restrictions,  and  give  with 
them  no  one  of  the  correlative  advantages 
enjoyed  by  the  Church  at  home.  They 
were  about  to  give  to  the  members  of  the 
Church  of  England  in  the  colonies  all  the 
restrictions  of  the  English  Church,  without 
its  rank,  its  wealth,  or  its  social  position. 
The  Romanist  in  our  colonies  was  able 
freely  and  fully  to  work  out  his  own  religi- 
ous system,  and  the  Legislature  threw  no 
impediment  in  his  way.  The  Presbyterian 
and  the  Wesleyan  Methodist  were  able 
to  meet  together  and  consider  the  rules 
which  might  best  befit  their  infatit  institu- 
tjons  in  that  new  land  of-  their  adoption. 


He  did  not  grudge  them  one  atom  of  their 
liberty;  on  the  contrary,  he  rejoiced  thai 
they  possessed  it.     He  would  uot  take 
away  that  full  and  free  liberty  which  the 
Legislature  had  left  them,  and  which  was 
necessary  to  enable  them  to  fight  againal 
vice  and  irreligion.     But  he  had  a  right  to 
ask  their  Lordships  to  do  as  much  and  no 
more  for  the  Church  of  their  fathers.     It 
was  laid  down  by  legal  writers  that  the 
law  of  the  mother  country  became,  as  far 
as  was  practicable,  the  law  of  what  were 
called  occupation  colonies,  like  those  of 
Australia.     Now,  by  the  25th  of  Henry 
VIIL,  and  by  many  other  Acts,  it  was 
enacted  that  whensoever  the  members  of 
the  Church  of  England  met  together,  un- 
less   they    had    previously  obtained    the 
written  sanction  of  the  Crown,  they  be- 
came subject  to  fine  and  imprisonment, 
and  also  to  the  nameless  and  inappreciable 
penalties  of  the  praemunire  laws.     Now, 
he  did  not  wish  to  see  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land  established  by    law  in   these   colo- 
nies.    If  he  could  do  it  by  a  stroke  of  his 
pen  he  would  not.     Such  an  establishment 
would  be  alien  from  the  temper  and  habits 
of  these  colonies ;   but  just  because  he 
believed  that  the  way  to  give  true  power 
and  effect  to  the  Church  ror  working  out 
its  own  highest  vocation,  was  not  to  estab- 
lish  and  endow  it  by  law  in  these  lands, 
he  asked,  as  a  matter  of  justice,  that  they 
should  not  in  the  colonies  burden  those  who 
held  the  form  of  faith,  the  liturgy,   and 
doctrines  of  the  Church  of  England  with 
the    shackles  which  she  wore  at  home. 
The  Crown  had  given  certain  powers  in 
the  letters-patent  appointing  one  of  the 
bishops,  which  would  have  made  provision 
for  the  exercise  of  some  spiritual  disci- 
pline; but  it  appeared  that  the  Crown  had 
exceeded  its  powers,  and   in  suooeeding 
patents  the    provisions  were  struck    out. 
What  then   was   the  result?     That   all 
things  were  in  a  most  anomalous  position; 
for  instance,   the  canons   of   1604  were 
binding  in  the  colonies,  but  there  were  no 
ecclesiastical  courts,  and  no  power  of  ad- 
ministering the  ecclesiastical  law,  which 
was  thus  made  binding,  to  substitute  an 
autocratic  and  despotic  power  in  the  hands 
of  the  bishops.    The  result  was  that  which 
was    most    earnestly    regretted    by    the 
bishops  in  the  colonies.      This  was  most 
inconvenient.      Thus,    in    one    instance, 
a  clergyman   was  known  to  have  been 
guilty  of  great  immorality,  and  to  have 
seduced  the  governess  of  his  own  ohil- 
dron  In  his  own  house.    There  was  th4 
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greatest  possible  desire  that  this  person 
should  be  proceeded  against;  but  the  bishop 
had  not  the  power  of  calling  a  single  wit- 
ness, and  he  was  liable  to  be  proceeded 
against  if  he  had  taken  legal  means  to 
redress  the  wrong.  The  bishop  was  oblig- 
ed to  act  with  autocratic  power,  and  to 
refuse  to  allow  him  to  receive  any  further 
stipend;  and  such  was  the  distaste  of  the 
Anglo-Saxon  race  to  any  act  that  sayoured 
of  tyranny,  that  public  feeling  became  en- 
listed on  behalf  of  the  clergyman,  although 
the  feeling  had  been  strong  against  him  in 
the  first  instance,  because  he  could  not  be 
punished  except  by  a  punishment  against 
which  the  minds  of  the  colonists  rebelled. 
Upon  this  point  he  should  be  prepared 
to  lay  before  their  Lordships,  if  they  went 
into  Committee  upon  this  Bill,  which  he 
hoped  they  would  not  do,  a  clause  which 
should  introduce  powers  and  provisions 
such  as  the  nature  of  the  case  seemed  to 
require.  The  House,  however,  had  a  right 
to  expect  that  the  Government  would  un- 
dertake the  responsibility  of  settling  a 
question  of  so  much  importance.  He 
called,  therefore,  upon  their  Lordships  to 
refer  this  Bill  to  a  Select  Committee,  as 
well  for  what  it  omitted  as  for  what  it  con- 
tained; for  it  was  most  injurious  to  the 
highest  interests  of  the  community  to 
leave  questions  like  these  open  to  all  the 
evils  which  must  spring  from  applying  old 
and  obsolete  rules  to  new  circumstances, 
for  which  they  were  wholly  unfitted.  Let 
their  Lordships  remember  their  home  ex- 
perience on  this  point.  They  had  seen  the 
evil  of  fond  ana  fanciful  men  trying  to 
force  things  back  to  the  adoption  of  long 
past  customs.  They  had  seen  a  cathedral 
city  almost  in  the  hands  of  a  mob,  while 
the  mayor  had  to  petition  a  clergyman  to 
abandon  the  performance  of  bygone  cus- 
toms which  by  their  mere  discordance  with 
present  habits  had  created  so  much  ill-will. 
How  could  they  wish  to  subject  the  rising 
energies  of  the  Church  of  England  in 
these  colonies  to  an  obsolete  code  of  laws 
such  as  the  canons  of  1604,  without  the 
power  of  altering  them  ?  For  these  high 
considerations — on  grounds  of  a  political, 
moral,  social,  and,  above  all,  a  religious 
character — and  not  upon  any  considerations 
t)f  mere  party  politics,  he,  as  a  Christian 
bishop,  thought  it  not  unbecoming  in  him 
to  move  that  this  Bill  be  submitted  to 
a  Select  Committee  of  their  Lordships' 
House. 

Eaul  QREY  said,  it  would  have  have 
been  more  straightfcffwuti  of  the  riglit 


rev.  Prelate,  and  far  more  candid,  to  have 
moved  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill  that 
day  six  months.  It  would  have  been  but 
the  legitimate  conclusion  of  his  endeavours 
to  prove  that  it  was  a  mass  of  palpable  blun* 
ders.  The  object  of  the  right  rev.  Prelate 
was  to  obtain  information  on  a  great  number 
and  variety  of  difficult  subjects;  but  such 
Committee  could  not  possibly  get  through 
that  inquiry  before  the  close  of  the  Ses- 
sion. But  what  was  the  principle  of  the  Bill  ? 
Why,  that,  finding  a  certain  state  of  things 
existing  in  New  South  Wales,  they  should 
continue  that  state  of  things  as  nearly  as 
possible,  merely  carrying  into  effbct  such 
changes  and  improvements  as  the  colonists 
themselves  wanted.  As  to  hearing  coun* 
sel  at  the  bar,  he  should  oppose  it  as  ut- 
terly useless.  Counsel  would  have  said 
nothing  more  than  many  of  their  Lordships 
were  prepared  to  say.  And  as  to  Mr.  Lowe, 
he  happened  to  know  that  he  had  tried  to 
get  up  a  public  meeting  before  he  left,  and 
had  failed,  for  the  reason  as  stated  in  one 
of  the  colonial  papers,  that  the  people  did 
not  trust  him  in  consequence  of  nis  politi- 
cal tergiversations.  He  would  no  more 
admit  that  Mr.  Lowe  was  expressing  the 
sentiments  of  the  colonists,  than  their  Lord- 
ships would  be  prepared  to  admit  Mr.  Cob- 
den,  for  instance,  to  be  their  month-piece, 
if  that  Gentleman  were  to  accept  the  Chil- 
tern  Hundreds,  and  go  out  to  the  colonies 
and  state  that  he  came  there  to  express  the 
opinions  of  both  Houses  of  Parliament. 
The  present  system  of  government  in  New 
South  Wales  was  exceedingly  well  adapted 
to  its  condition.  He  was  fully  convinced 
of  this  now,  although  he  did  not  think  so 
some  time  ago.  But  time  had  shown  that 
it  was  well  calculated  for  the  colony.  The 
Government  of  New  South  Wales  had  acted 
with  more  judgment  and  discretion,  and 
with  more  enlightened  views  of  the  public 
welfare,  than  most  of  our  colonies.  Thej 
certainly  stood  very  high  amongst  them; 
and  as  the  constitution  worked  well,  thej 
wished  not  to  have  it  altered  without  the 
consent  or  wish  of  the  colonists.  As  the 
colony  should  become  more  opulent,  and 
the  society  larger,  he  thought  it  would  be 
wen  that  a  change  to  two  ohambert  in- 
stead of  one  should  take  place;  and  no 
doubt  it  would.  But  bis  nope  was  that 
it  would  not  take  place  immediately^* 
that  for  some  time  things  would  re- 
main as  they  were.  What  he  contended 
for  was,  that  when  Parliament  had  once 
given  a  representative  government  to  a 
^onjt    it    tuui  tA  Tv!is^\  Aa   Votesf^Mi^ 
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with  that  colony  to  produce  any  change 
whatever  in  the  form  of  ther  constitution. 
He  liad  never  said  that  the  people  of  New 
South  Wales  preferred  the  form  of  go- 
vernment in  the  Bill  as  an  abstract  prin- 
ciple. What  he  said  was,  that  they  were 
one  and  all  opposed  to  any  change  in  their 
form  of  government,  to  which  they  had  not 
themselves  assented.  But  the  people  of 
New  South  Wales,  of  Sonth  Australia,  of 
Port  Phillip,  and  even  of  Van  Diemen's 
Land,  had  all  declared  themselves  in  favour 
of  the  present  measure,  and  against  any 
change  in  the  system  of  government  at 
present  existing.  The  noble  Earl  proceed- 
ed to  read  extracts  from  a  petition  trans- 
mitted to  Sir  Charles  Fitzroy,  dated  7th 
February,  1848,  and  signed  by  3,100  co- 
lonists; from  a  petition  from  the  Penrhyn 
district,  Cumberland  county;  and  from  one 
from  the  same  county  signed  by  the  clergy 
and  landholders  ;  all  of  which  protested 
against  the  alteration  of  their  constitution 
without  their  previous  consent.  But  he 
begged  attention  particularly  to  the  reso- 
lution passed  by  the  Legislative  Council,  in 
which  they  complained  of  the  indignity 
with  which  they  felt  that  the  colonists  were 
treated,  by  the  announcement  that  a  sys- 
tem of  government,  in  which  their  desti- 
nies were  involved,  had  been  planned  with- 
out an  opportunity  having  been  given  to 
them  of  expressing  their  opinions  upon  it. 
And  the  division  which  t^k  place  upon 
that  resolution  in  the  council  showed  that 
there  were — Ayes  14,  Noes  5.  And  as  a 
proof  that  the  possession  of  office  did  not 
always  destroy  the  independence  of  its 
holders,  he  might  mention  that  the  five 
"  noes*'  were  all  members  of  the  executive 
council.  Ho  had,  therefore,  pretty  strong 
ground  for  asserting  that  the  people  of 
New  South  Wales  were  against  alteration, 
be  it  good  or  be  it  bad,  in  the  existing 
constitution,  which  had  not  been  previously 
assented  to  by  themselves.  But  the  right 
rev.  Prelate  not  only  wished  for  an  altera- 
tion in  the  existing  constitution,  he  wished 
for  such  an  alteration  as  had  never  before 
been  tried  in  any  other  colony  belonging 
to  this  country.  The  right  rev.  Prelate 
objected,  and  so  did  he  (Earl  Grey),  to  a 
second  chamber  composed  of  nominees  ; 
but  he  proposed  that  there  should  be  a 
second  chamber  consisting  of  elected  mem- 
bers, and  he  said  there  were  various  ways 
in  which  they  might  be  elected  different 
from  the  first  chamber.  They  might  be 
composed  of  older  men,  or  they  miffht  sit 
for  a  longer  time,  or  they  might  retire  pe- 


riodically at  times  different  from  those  in 
the  lower  chamber.  Ho  was  well  aware 
of  the  invention  of  clever  and  ingeniom 
persons  in  framing  theoretic  schemes  of 
government.  But  there  was  one  misfor- 
tune attending  the  whole  of  theae  plana, 
that  they  were  all  utterly  unknown  and 
unheard  of  in  the  colonies  themselves.  He 
could  only  say,  that  to  impose  such  plana 
upon  the  colonies  without  their  own  con- 
sent, he  would  be  no  party.  He  would  not 
be  the  Secretary  of  State  to  send  out  con- 
stitutions of  an  untried  and  of  a  novel  kind 
to  be  imposed  upon  the  inhabitantSt  with- 
out  their  consent.  And  what  was  the 
ground  for  advocating  these  schemea  ?  Waa 
it  that  the  colonists  desired  them?  The 
right  rev.  Prelate  had  abandoned  that 
ground.  But  then  the  right  rev.  Pre- 
late saidy  admitting  that  New  South 
Wales  is  content  with  its  exbting  con- 
stitution, why  should  they  impose  it  upon 
the  other  colonies  ?  But  it  bo  hap- 
pened that  New  South  Wales  was  the  only 
colony  which  had  not  expressed  a  strong 
opinion  on  the  subject.  He  had  read  to 
their  Lordships  when  he  introduced  the 
Bill,  resolutions  agreed  to  at  a  public  meet- 
ing in  South  Australia,  in  which  thanks 
were  voted  to  Her  Majesty's  Government 
and  to  himself  by  name  for  the  measure, 
and  praying  that  it  might  spcedUj  pass 
into  a  law.  At  a  public  meeting  held  at 
Victoria,  the  only  feeling  expressed  waa 
that  of  regret  that  the  measure  did  not 
pass  last  year.  He  now  held  in  his  hand 
an  extract  from  a  newspaper,  which  had 
arrived  lately  from  Melbourne,  containing 
a  memorial  adopted  there,  which  he  hoped 
shortly  to  receive  officially,  in  which  they 
hail  with  satisfaction  and  delight  the  intel- 
ligence that  this  measure  is  about  to  pass. 
In  Van  Diemen's  Land  the  same  thing  had 
happened.  At  one  of  the  largest  and  most 
important  public  meetings  ever  held  in 
Launceston  a  petition  was  adopted  and 
signed  by  1,200  inhabitants,  expressing 
their  deep  concern  that  the  Bill  of  last 
year  had  been  delayed,  and  praying  that  it 
may  now  be  passed.  He  had  not  yet  offi- 
cially received  this  petition;  but  he  sup- 
posed it  was  retained  in  order  to  receive 
more  signatures.  He  had  also  received 
unofficial  intelligence  that  another  petition^ 
to  the  same  effect,  was  on  its  way  from 
Hobart  Town;  and  the  evidence  of  this 
latter  petition  was  the  more  conclusive,  aa 
as  much  as  nine- tenths  of  it  was  couched  in 
a  tone  of  severe  reprehension  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  for  continuing  the  ays- 
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tern  of  transportation.    But,  then,  said  the 
right  rev.  Prelate,  the  colonists  were  la- 
bouring under  such  gross  inflictions  from 
the  present  system,  that  they  were  grateful 
for  anything  that  promised  a  mitigation  of 
it;  and  he  quoted  speeches  which  he  (Earl 
Grey)  had  delivered  in  the  other  House,  to 
show  that  he  was  opposed  to  the  interfe- 
rence of  the  Colonial  Office  with  the  local 
affairs  of  the  colonies.     Now  there  was  no 
opinion  he  had  ever  expressed  in  the  other 
House  to  which  he  did  not  adhere,  and  on 
which  he  had  not  acted  steadily,  regularly, 
conscientiously,  during  the  time  he  had 
held  office;  and  he  challenged  the  right 
rev.  Prelate  to  show  in  what  way  he  had 
departed  from  those  opinions.      He  said 
there  ought  not  to  be  any  vexatious  inter- 
ference with  the  colonies;  but  did  he  ever 
say  that  no  authority  whatever  was  to  be 
exercised  by  the  Imperial   Government  ? 
Did  he  ever  say  that  they  ought  to  abdicate 
all  Imperial  authority  ?     If  that  were  so, 
he  thought  the  sooner  they  got  rid  of  their 
colonies  the  better,  because  they  were  liable 
to  very  onerous  responsibilities  for  the  de- 
fence of  those  colonies,  while  they  would 
not  be  allowed  to  exercise  any  general  su- 
perintending authority  to  prevent  measures 
being  adopted  which  were  inconsistent  with 
the  general  interests  of  the  British  Empire. 
But  there  was  no  occasion  for  running  into 
either  of  these  extremes.      He  thought 
there  could  be  no  difficulty,  with  the  exer- 
cise of  a  little  good  sense  and  moderation 
on  the  part  both  of  those  who  had  to  advise 
Her  Majesty  at  home,  and  the  legislative 
council  in  the  colonies,  to  reconcile  the 
most  ample  measures  of  self-government 
in    the    internal    affairs    of   the    colony, 
with  the  maintenance  of  as  much  authority 
as  was  required  for  the  general  interests 
of  the  empire.     The  right  rev.   Prelate 
said,  they  could  not  take  such  a  simple 
step  as  the  removal  of  slaughter-houses 
from  the  town  of  Sidney,  situated  in  a 
semi-tropical  climate,  without  first  obtain- 
ing the  consent  of  the  Government  at  home. 
[The  Bishop  of  Oxford:    Hear,  hear!] 
Now  really,  if  the  right  rev.  Prelate  chose 
to  discuss  colonial  matters,  at  least  he 
ought  to  obtain  accurate  information  upon 
the  subject.     Did  not  the  right  rev.  Pre- 
late know  that  from  the  time  this  country 
had  a  colony  with  a  legislative  council,  that 
the  Governor  had  authority  to  assent  to  all 
acts  passed  by  that  council,  with  certain 
exceptions,  which  exceptions  were  practi- 
cally reduced  to  the  narrowest  possible 
compass*    But  the  Home  GoTomment  re- 
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tained,  and  they  must  retain,  if  they  were 
to  retain  the  colonies  at  all,  the  power  to 
advise  Her  Majesty  to  disallow  the  Acts 
passed  by  the  Assembly,  although,  up  to 
the  period  of  their  being  disallowed,  they 
came  into  immediate  operation.  It  was 
absolutely  necessary  that  this  power  of  dis- 
allowing should  be  retained,  for  it  was  ab- 
solutely impossible  to  give  a  definition  be- 
forehand of  the  cases  in  which  the  Crown 
might  give  up,  and  the  cases  in  which  the 
Crown  must  retain  the  power  of  disallow- 
ing.  He  would  give  an  instance  in  point. 
The  Acts  passed  by  the  Legislative  Coun- 
cil of  New  South  Wales  during  the  last 
Session  had  just  come  home,  and  there 
was  only  one  of  those  Acts  in  which,  so  far 
as  he  had  examined,  he  was  afraid  Her 
Majesty's  assent  must  be  withheld.  Now, 
what  did  the  House  suppose  was  the  char- 
acter of  that  Act  ?  It  was  an  Act  relating 
to  vagrancy.  Now,  it  would  appear  at  first 
sight  that  a  Vagrancy  Act  was  one  of  the 
safest  measures  of  internal  regulation  that 
could  be  entrusted  to  a  local  legislature; 
but  the  fact  was,  that  it  contained  a  fla- 
grant violation  of  one  of  the  acknowledged 
prerogatives  of  the  Crown;  and  it  did  so 
happen,  that  on  looking  over  the  list  of  de- 
finitions which  had  been  proposed  in  the 
other  House,  of  what  wore  to  be  regarded 
as  Crown  rights  and  what  colonial  rights, 
not  one  of  the  definitions  of  the  preroga- 
tives of  the  Crown  there  contained  would 
apply  to  this  measure.  The  violation  of 
the  Royal  prerogative  consisted  in  this, 
that  all  persons  who  had  ever  been  con- 
victs, though  they  might  have  received  a 
conditional  pardon,  would  be  subjected  in 
all  time  coming  to  very  rigorous  restric- 
tions. He  said,  therefore,  it  was  impossi- 
ble to  define  with  strictness  beforehand 
what  were  the  cases  in  which  the  powers 
of  the  Crown  should,  and  in  what  they 
should  not,  be  exercised.  Further,  he 
would  add,  that  one  of  the  most  useful 
functions  which  he  thought  the  Home  Go- 
vernment could  discharge  to  these  infant 
States,  was  to  give  them  the  advantage  of 
their  greater  experience,  and,  with  all  re- 
spect be  it  said,  of  their  greater  know- 
ledge. But  he  contended  that  while  it 
was  necessary  for  the  Crown  to  retain 
this  power,  no  practical  grievance  arose 
from  it.  In  999  out  of  1,000  cases, 
there  was  little  difficulty  in  saying  what 
Acts  should  receive,  and  what  should  not 
receive,  the  Royal  assent.  Since  a  renre- 
sentative  legislature  had  been  created  in 
New  South  Wales,  127  Acts  had  been 
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passed  bj  that  Assembly,  and  of  these 
127  Acts  no  more  than  five  had  been  dis- 
allowed; and  of  these  fire,  if  he  was  not 
mistaken,  the  majority  were  disallowed  on 
technical  grounds,  and  were  substantiaUy 
carried  into  effect  ultimately.  Fire  more 
had  been  sent  back  for  amendment;  but 
up  to  the  period  of  their  amendment  they 
were  continued  in  operation.  Then  they 
were  told  that  it  would  be  better  to  allow 
the  Goyemor  unlimited  power  than  that  he 
should  be  constantly  checked  and  coerced 
by  instructions  from  home.  He  supposed 
this  referred  to  the  appointments,  for  that 
was  the  only  interference  with  the  acts  of 
the  Governor  which  practically  took  place. 
He  had  the  curiosity  to  inquire  what  the 
facts  were  with  regard  to  appointments  in 
New  South  Wales  since  his  accession  to 
office.  There  were  four  offices  with  sala- 
ries exceeding  2002.  a  year,  which  the  Go- 
yemor was  bound  to  report  to  the  Secre- 
tary of  State,  and  which  he  could  only 
fill  up  provisionally.  Now,  during  the  four 
years  tiiat  he  had  the  honour  of  presiding 
at  the  Colonial  Office,  he  found  there  had 
been  fourteen  vacancies  in  these  offices, 
and  every  one  of  them  had  been  filled  up, 
on  the  recommendation  of  the  Governor, 
from  among  the  colonists  themselves,  while 
not  one  of  the  recommendations  made  by 
the  Governor  had  been  set  aside  or  over- 
ruled. Therefore,  during  his  period  of 
office  he  had  literally  not  advised  or  ap- 
pointed in  the  case  of  a  single  vacancy  in 
the  colony,  and  his  only  interference  had 
been  in  approving  the  appointments  made 
by  others.  He  claimed  no  merit  to  him- 
self for  all  this,  beyond  his  predecessors, 
because  he  believed  the  noble  Lord  oppo- 
sito  (Lord  Stanley)  had  been  influenced  by 
pretty  much  the  same  feelings  as  he  was 
on  this  subject,  and  had  felt  as  well  as 
himself,  that  this  country  had  neither  the 
interest  nor  the  right  to  interfere  where  it 
was  not  essentially  necessary  in  colonial 
affairs.  When,  therefore,  he  heard  so 
much  about  interference  with  the  colonies, 
he  should  like  to  know  in  what  the  inter- 
ference consisted  ?  His  own  opinion  was, 
that  there  were  no  people  on  the  entire 
face  of  the  earth  who  practically  enjoyed 
80  great  an  amount  of  unresU'icted  free- 
dom as  these  colonists.  He  might  be  told 
that  giving  the  appointment  of  one-third 
of  the  Legislative  Council  to  the  Crown, 
was  practically  a  great  exorcise  of  power, 
but  the  fallacy  of  that  argument  was  this : 
that  ninety-nine  out  of  every  hundred  of 
the  laws  of  New  South  Wales  referred 


exclusively  to  local  matters,  of  whieh  no- 
thing was  known  in  this  country  until  the 
act  was  received.  Again,  when  tbe  right 
rev.  Prelate  denounced  the  Government 
for  giving  so  small  a  measure  of  freedom 
to  the  colony,  he  wished  to  know  how  di- 
visions were  practically  carried  in  the  colo- 
nial Assembly.  In  order  to  ascertain  this 
fact,  he  had  got  all  the  minutea  of  the 
proceedings  examined  for  every  year  ex- 
cept the  last,  for  which  the  minutes  had 
not  been  received.  He  found  that  there 
had  been  272  divisions  altogether,  oat 
of  which  184  had  been  carried  by  a 
majority  of  the  elected  Members.  On  73 
divisions  the  majority  of  the  elected  mem- 
bers voted  in  the  minority,  and  on  fifteen 
divisions,  the  elected  members  were  equal 
on  both  sides,  and  the  majority  was  carried 
by  the  nominees  of  the  Crown.  He  per- 
ceived that  a  gentleman  who  had  lately 
come  over  to  this  country,  and  whose  name 
had  been  repeatedly  mentioned  in  the 
course  of  this  debate,  was  frequently  re- 
turned as  in  minorities  of  the  elected  mem- 
bers, converted  into  majorities  by  the  votes 
of  the  nominees.  In  a  very  able  speech 
by  that  gentleman,  recently  published,  he 
found  that  one  of  the  great  complaints 
was,  that  there  was  so  much  of  political 
apathy  in  the  colonies.  Now  of  all  the 
tests  of  good  government,  be  believed  that 
this  was  the  very  best,  and  that  when  poli- 
tical apathy  prevailed,  no  Veal  misgovern- 
mont  existed,  especially  in  a  country  in* 
habited  by  Englishmen.  But  the  right 
rev.  Prelate  said  that  one  of  his  reasons 
for  rejecting  this  measure  was,  that  it  con- 
tained a  clause  by  which  the  colonists  were 
enabled  hereafter  to  alter  the  constitution; 
and  the  right  rev.  Prelate  prophesied  that 
embittered  conflicts  would  arise  from  such 
a  clause  being  introduced.  He  thought 
they  might  safely  postpone  this  discussion 
until  that  particular  clause  was  come  to; 
but  as  the  right  rev.  Prelate  had  laid  so 
much  stress  on  the  point,  he  hoped  ho 
should  be  excused  if  he  said  a  few  words 
upon  it.  The  clause  merely  reverted  to 
the  ancient  policy  of  this  country,  which 
was  to  cfnablo  the  colonies  to  work  out 
their  constitutions  as  experience  pointed 
out.  Was  the  right  rev.  Prelate  aware 
that  in  no  one  of  the  British  colonies  was 
the  constitution  contained  in  the  original 
charter  as  finally  established;  but  that  in 
all  cases  it  was  worked  out  by  experience 
and  by  discussions  between  the  Crown  and 
the  colonists  ?  Of  the  thirteen  American 
colonies,  not  one  had  the  constitution  ultin 
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mately  accorded  to  them  in  their  original 
charters.  In  Jamaica  thej  practically  be- 
gan with  one  chamber,  because  the  coun- 
cil appointed  to  advise  with  the  Goyemor 
did  not  at  first  sit  as  a  separate  chamber, 
and  even  at  this  day  the  council  does  not 
claim  the  power  of  originating  any  bill, 
whether  a  money  bill  or  otherwise,  though 
it  may  amend  all  bills  sent  before  it.  At 
this  moment,  with  the  exception  of  Canada, 
there  was  not  one  of  the  colonies  that  was 
not  free  to  frame  a  new  consdtation  for  it- 
self, acting  in  accordance  with  the  Grown. 
What  he  had  witnessed  during  the  discus- 
sion on  this  Bill  more  than  ever  convinced 
him  of  the  impolicy  of  tying  up  too  strictly 
by  Act  of  Parliament  the  terms  of  consti- 
tutions applicable  to  future  times;  and  he 
might  add  that  the  grounds  on  wbich  that 
policy  was  urged  were  very  difficult  to  be 
comprehended  when  put  forward  by  those 
who  called  themselves  tbe  advocates  of  self- 
government  in  the  colonies.  He  did  not 
wish  at  that  late  hour  to  trespass  on  their 
Lordships'  time,  by  going  through  some  of 
the  other  clauses  objected  to  by  the  right 
rev.  Prelate;  but  there  were  one  or  two 
points  to  which  he  might  be  allowed 
briefly  to  allude.  The  right  rev.  Prelate 
objected  to  a  power  being  given  to  the 
colonies  to  summon  a  federative  council 
He  freely  admitted  that  this  formed  no 
vital  part  of  the  measure.  [Lord  Stan- 
let  :  Hear,  hear!  ]  The  provision  would 
only  come  into  operation  when  desired  by 
the  colonists  themselves,  and  on  that 
ground  he  thought  it  a  most  useful  one  ; 
but  if  struck  out  of  the  Bill  he  did  not  see 
that  any  very  serious  injury  would  be  done, 
the  chief  evil  being,  as  he  conceived,  that 
it  would  create  the  necessity  of  coming 
back  to  Parliament  at  a  future  period. 
He  thought,  however,  that  it  was  better  to 
defer  the  discussion  on  this  subject  until 
the  clause  came  before  them.  The  right 
rev.  Prelate  had  referred  to  the  provision 
for  the  Church  in  the  colonies.  With  re- 
gard to  this  subject,  he  might  say  that  he 
could  conceive  nothing  more  important 
than  that  they  should  avoid  any  false  step. 
He  entertained  the  strongest  desire  that 
they  should  do  whatever  was  practicable 
to  promote  the  interests  of  their  own 
Church  in  the  colonics.  He  was  satisfied 
that  to  bring  that  Church  into  active  exist- 
ence, and  to  promote  iU  extension  and 
vigorous  action,  would  be  attended  with 
the  best  possible  effects ;  and  certainly 
since  he  had  been  in  office  he  had  done  aU 
that  in  his  judgment  fff^  l)est  palcidated 


to  promote  that  result.  But  if  iheir  Lord*: 
ships  really  took  an  interest  in  the  promo- 
tion of  the  Church  of  England  in  the  colo- 
nies, he  would  call  on  them  to  be  cautiouBt 
in  a  matter  on  which  the  colonists  were 
particularly  jealous  and  sensitive,  how  they 
mterfered  with  their  legitimate  prejudices. 
If  it  could  be  shown  that  there  were  re- 
strictions on  the  Church  of  England  in  the 
colonies,  they  should  be  removed,  and  he* 
for  one,  would  be  found  most  anxious  to 
remove  them.  But  he  bad  never  yet 
heard  what  these  restrictions  were,  or  how 
they  could  be  remedied.  The  right  rev. 
Prelate  pointed  out  cases  in  which  a  pre- 
late could  not  exercise  his  powers  in  hold- 
ing an  inquiry  into  charges  agamst  one  of 
his  clergy,  because  the  inquiry  would  not 
be  a  privileged  •  one,  and  those  who  gave 
evidence  before  him  might  be  indicted  in  a 
court  of  law.  But  that  grievance  applied 
equally  to  the  Church  of  Rome,  or  to  the 
Presbyterian,  or  any  other  Chnrch  existmg 
in  the  colony,  none  of  which  could  hold  an 
investigation  with  the  protection  which  the 
right  rev.  Prelate  thought  desirable.  But 
if  such  protection  was  to  be  afforded 
within  the  colony,  tben  he  would  say  that 
it  ought  to  be  granted  by  an  Act  of  the 
colonial  legislature.  A  very  estimable, 
and,  as  he  believed,  very  devoted  clergy- 
man from  Van  Diemen*s  Land  now  in  this 
country,  in  writing  to  him  on  this  subject, 
distinctly  admitted  that  it  would  bo  a  pro- 
per province  for  the  local  legislature  to 
interfere  in,  but  that  even  with  the  influ- 
ence which  the  Crown  possessed  in  the 
existing  legislature,  he  did  not  think  an 
Act  with  such  an  object  could  be  passed. 
He  feared  that  this  description  was  true* 
and  that  the  feeling  prevalent  in  the 
colony  partly  arose,  perhaps,  from  too 
much  having  been  asked  in  the  first 
instance.  But,  if  public  opinion  was  in 
such  a  state  in  the  colony  that  the  local 
legislature  was  not  prepared  to  pass  mea- 
sures of  this  kind,  then  he  believed  their 
Lordships  could  take  no  course  more  en- 
tirely fatal  to  the  interests  of  the  Church 
of  England  in  the  colony  than  by  over- 
riding the  local  legislature  in  a  matter  that 
was  peculiarly  within  its  own  province,  by 
the  Imperial  authority  of  the  British  Par- 
liament; and  that  they  should  do  so  at  the 
moment  of  giving  them  representative  in- 
stitutions, and  thus  declaring  a  jealousy 
and  suspicion  of  them,  would  be  still  more 
unfortunate  and  dangerous  to  the  true  in- 
terests of  the  Church.  When  the  present 
system  was  introduced,  a  state  of  the  ut- 
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most  intolerance  and  religious  rancour  pre- 
failed  in  ihe  colony ;  but  Sir  Richard 
Burke  succeeded  in  passing  a  law  by  which 
equal  rights  were,  as  far  as  possible,  given 
to  all  religions.  The  consequence  was, 
that  the  whole  of  the  former  religious  ani- 
mosities had  been  lulled  to  sleep,  while  a 
great  increase  indeed  had  taken  place  in 
the  members  of  the  Church  of  England. 
They  had  merely  given  the  Church  of 
England  fair  play,  and  since  then  it  had 
taken  a  strong  hold  on  the  feelings  of  the 
people ;  and,  for  the  sake  of  the  Church 
itself,  he  would  ask  them  not  to  reverse 
that  policy.  He  doubted  that  there  were 
restrictions  in  the  case  of  the  Church  of 
England  that  did  not  apply  equally  to 
other  religions  ;  but  if  the  fact  were  so, 
they  must  necessarily  apply  to  all  the  co- 
lonies, and  ought  to  be  removed  by  a  ge- 
neral Act,  and  not  by  a  provision  in  a 
measure  referring  to  the  Australian  colo- 
nies alone.  It  was  a  question  of  extreme 
difficulty,  for  it  would  be  an  aim  of  no 
easy  accomplishment  to  conciliate  the  de- 
gree of  liberty  that  was  to  be  left  to  the 
Church  of  every  individual  colony,  and  the 
maintenance  of  union  with  the  Church  of 
England  at  home.  If  the  right  rev.  Pre- 
late would  suggest  a  measure  for  the  pur- 
pose ho  had  mentioned,  he  (Earl  Grey) 
could  assure  him  that  it  would  receive  the 
earnest  and  deliberate  attention  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  who  would  be  ex- 
tremely glad  if  they  could  relieve  the 
Church  of  England  in  the  colonies  from 
any  difficulties  and  embarrassments  under 
which  she  might  labour.  But  they  should 
be  very  careful  of  establishing  a  distinct 
and  separate  system  of  ecclesiastical  ad- 
ministration for  each  colony,  or  of  sever- 
ing the  ties  which  united  them  with  the 
Church  of  England  at  home.  He  should 
conclude  by  most  earnestly  entreating  their 
Lordships  not  to  throw  out  this  measure 
by  adopting  the  Amendment  proposed,  nor 
to  dash  away  from  the  lips  of  the  colonists 
the  cup  just  held  out  to  them,  and  at  the 
moment  they  expected  a  measure  on  which 
their  minds  were  most  anxiously  set,  by 
postponing  it  to  another  Session. 

Lord  STANLEY :  I  do  not  think  there 
was  any  necessity  for  the  noble  Earl  who 
has  just  spoken  to  apologise  for  having 
followed  the  lengthy  and  able  statement  of 
the  right  rev.  Prelate  opposite,  or  to  apolo- 
gise for  the  time  which  he  has  occupied  in 
addressing  the  House ;  for,  often  as  it  has 
been  my  lot,  and  it  may  be  again,  to  differ 
from  the  noble  Earl,  I  cannot  refrain  from 


offering  the  testimony  of  what  I  feel  with 
regard  to  the  ability,  clearness,  and  teni* 
per  of  the  manner  in  which  he  has  josi 
addressed  the  House.  I  am  not  about  to 
allude  to  the  details  of  the  measure,  or  to 
the  clauses  which  the  right  rev.  Prelate 
proposes  to  introduce,  because,  not  know- 
mg  the  nature  of  them,  I  feel  the  diffienltj 
referred  to  by  the  noble  Earl,  of  inclausini^ 
in  a  Bill  of  this  nature  any  provisions  with 
respect  to  the  Church  of  England  in  the 
colonies.  I  have,  therefore,  felt  satisfae- 
tion  in  hearing  that  the  Government  are 
prepared  to  consider  the  question — ^for  un- 
doubtedly it  is  a  most  important  one — ^in  a 
spirit  of  friendly  improvement.  The  noble 
Earl  has  been  good  enough  to  hand  me 
some  papers  to  which  he  had  alluded,  with 
the  view  of  showing  the  favour  in  which 
the  Bill  is  regarded  in  the  colonies ;  bat  I 
find  that  the  points  which  met  the  approval 
of  the  colonies  are  the  separation  of  Port 
Phillip  and  New  South  Wales,  and  tiie 
establishment  of  a  separate  legislature  for 
Port  Phillip.  And,  my  Lords,  the  papers 
go  on  to  say  that  if,  in  the  consideration 
of  the  subject,  it  should  be  found  impos- 
sible in  this  Session  of  Parliament  to  deal 
with  it,  the  colonists  pray  that  the  portion 
of  the  law  may  be  passed  which  separates 
Victoria  from  New  South  Wales.  They 
then  go  to  another  important  point,  omit- 
ted from  the  consideration  of  the  Bill  of 
the  Government,  I  mean  the  consideration 
of  the  franchise.  The  original  law  in  this 
respect  has  been  defective,  for  persons 
owning  a  large  amount  of  property  in  the 
colony  have  not  the  privilege  of  the  fran- 
chise, because  they  do  not  happen  to  be 
freeholders.  The  qualification  as  it  exists 
is  a  very  high  one.  It  was  based  upon 
the  high  prices  of  1842,  and  has  not  been 
altered  in  consequence  of  the  low  prices 
which  have  since  prevailed.  The  noble 
Earl  who  has  the  Bill  in  charge  appears 
to  be  himself  of  opinion  that  the  federal 

Fortion  of  it  is  not  absolutely  essential. 
Eari  Gret  dissented.]  Well,  then,  it  ap- 
pears that  the  noble  Earl  looks  on  every 
portion  of  his  Bill  with  equal  fondness  ; 
or,  if  there  be  any  part  of  it  which  he  re- 
gards with  peculiar  tenderness,  it  is — as  in 
tiie  case  of  parents  who  love  with  especial 
fervour  the  child  whose  person  is  the  least 
attractive — ^that  particular  portion  which 
everybody  else  is  disposed  to  regard  with 
the  smallest  favour.  However,  I  am  not 
disposed  to  offer  any  factious  opposition  to 
this  measure.  If  the  noble  Lord  will  con- 
sent that  Port  Phillip  shall  be  separated 
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from  New  South  Wales — if  he  will  extend 
to  Van  Diemeu*8  Land  and  the  other  co- 
lonies   the    existing    institutions  of  New 
South  Wales— if  he  will  not  take  out  of 
the  hands  of  Parliament  the    power  to 
make  such  arrangements  with  respect  to 
the  institution  of  a  double  chamber  as  may 
hereafter  appear  desirable — if  he  will  make 
such  amendments  in  the  existing  law  as 
experience  may  prove  to  be  expedient — I 
do  not  see  that  there  will  be  any  necessity 
for  referring  this  Bill  to  a  Select  Commit- 
tee.    On  the  contrary,  I,  for  one,  will  give 
my  concurrence  to  the  measure  without 
further  objection.     But  I  confess  that  I 
do  see  evils  and  defects  in  this  measure, 
which,  unless  they  be  remedied,  will  be 
more  than  sufficient  to  counterbalance  all 
that  it  contains  of  good.     I  object  to  the 
introduction,  without  adequate  information, 
of  the  principle  of  a  federal  constitution. 
I  object  most  strenuously  against  that  pro- 
vision of  the  Bill  which  will  enable  the 
Queen,  or  Her  Minister  for  the  time  being, 
on  the  application  of  any  of  these  colonies, 
to  establish,  at  any  moment  he  may  think 
fit,  a  federal  constitution  and  government, 
thereby  abdicating,  and  altogether  abro- 
gating, the  legitimate  authority  of  Parlia- 
ment.    I  object  to  the  35th  clause  from 
the  beginning  to  the  end,  for  I  believe  that 
nothing  can  be  more  unconstitutional  in 
principle,  or  more  mischievous  in  opera- 
tion. Now,  the  power  proposed  to  be  given 
to  the  single  chamber  to  be  formed  under 
this  BiU,  simply  that  of  introducing  triflmg 
amendments  in  the  franchise,  or  small  al- 
terations in  the  amount  required,  in  order 
to  constitute  a  qualification,  I  should  not 
be  disposed  to  take  exception  to  it;  but  I 
certainly  am  not  prepared  to  place  in  the 
hands  of  any  single  legislative  nody  of  any 
single  colony  in  the  world  so  extravagant 
a  power  as  that  of  determining  whether 
there  shall  be  one  or  two  legislative  cham- 
bers, or  whether  the  element  of  appoint- 
ment by  the  Crown  shall  be  set  aside  in 
the  composition  of  the    single  chamber. 
This  was  a  power  which  he  would  be  un- 
willing to  entrust  to  any  single  legislative 
body  of  any  single  colony  in  the  world,  but 
least  of  all  would  he  entrust  it  t^  a  legis- 
lative body  confessedly  imperfect — a  body 
from  whose  ranks  were  excluded  a  large 
portion  of  the  most  respectable  members 
of  the  community  it  represented.     It  is  all 
very  well  to  say  that  the  single  chamber 
shall  be  invested  with  a  power  to  cause  the 
formation  of  another  chamber.    I  believe 
I  am  warranted  in  saying  that  there  is  no 


instance  on  record  of  a  single  chamber 
having  volunteered  to  abdicate  its  power  for 
the  purpose  of  interposing,  if  not  a  monar- 
chical or  aristocratic,  at  least  a  conservative 
check  to  the  democratic  tendency  of  the 
chamber  itself.  I  do  not  object  to  the  con- 
tinuance for  the  present  of  the  colonial 
constitution  as  it  now  works  in  Australia; 
and  though  I  am  free  to  confess  I  only  re- 
gard it  as  in  a  state  of  transition,  I  look 
forward  to  a  double  chamber  as  an  im- 
proved mode  of  legislation  to  be  adopted 
whenever  the  colonists  are  fit  for  it;  but 
for  the  present  I  am  content  that  the  pre- 
sent constitution  should  be  continued,  pro- 
vided the  Government  and  the  Parliament 
be  not  deprived  of  the  salutary  control 
which  they  are  now  permitted  to  exercise 
over  it.  This  power  should,  I  think,  be 
reserved  to  future  Parliaments  as  it  is  now 
left  to  the  present;  but  I  certainly  do  think 
that  there  ought  not  to  be  allowed  to  the 
colonists  a  power  more  formidable  still 
than  that  of  legislating  for  themselves— 
the  power  of  legislating  for  their  future 
constitution  and  fundamental  laws.  I  am 
fully  sensible  of  the  difficulty  of  drawing 
the  line  of  demarcation  between  local  and 
imperial  concerns;  but  the  question,  how- 
ever difficult,  ought  to  be  examined  and 
determined;  and  certain  I  am  that  it  would 
be  much  better  to  give  the  colonies  a  more 
imrestricted  freedom  with  regard  to  all 
matters  of  a  purely  local  character  than  to 
allow  them  the  dangerous  and  obnoxious 
privilege  of  altering  their  constitution.  The 
noble  Lord  concluded  by  stating  that,  if 
the  clauses  from  30  to  35  inclusive  were 
omitted,  he  would  take  the  remainder  of 
the  Bill  as  it  stood,  and  would  endeavor  to 
prevail  upon  his  right  rev.  Friend  the 
Bishop  of  Oxford  not  tb  press  his  Motion 
for  a  Select  Committee  to  a  division;  but 
if  it  should  be  contemplated  to  pass  the 
Bill  in  its  present  most  unconstitutional 
shape,  he  should  certainly  feel  it  to  be  his 
duty  to  offer  it  an  uncompromising  opposi- 
tion. 

LOBD  LYTTELTON  said,  he  should 
wish  to  make  some  observations  on  the 
general  principle  of  the  Bill;  but  he  should 

g refer  postponing  them  until  after  the  Bill 
ad  been  committed. 
Earl  GRET  remmded  the  noble  Lord 
that  he  would  be  out  of  order  in  speaking 
on  the  genera]  principle  of  the  Bill  m  Com- 
mittee. He  had  better  make  at  once  any 
observations  he  might  wish  to  offer  on  the 
subject. 
LoBD  STANLBT  rose  and  asked  whe* 
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ther  the  noble  Earl  opposite  oould  not  find 
it  consistent  with  his  duty  to  give  him 
(Lord  Stanley)  such  an  assuranoe  as  would 
at  least  enable  him  to  abstain  from  yoting, 
if  it  would  not  preclude  the  necessity  of  a 
division. 

£abl  GRET  feared  he  could  give  no 
such  assurance  as  that  required  by  the 
noble  Lord.  On  the  contrary,  he  felt 
bound  to  maintain  the  Bill  in  its  present 
shape.  The  proposal  for  expunging  the 
clauses  from  30  to  35  was  a  very  serious 
question.  The  noble  Lord  had  accepted 
the  first  30  clauses.  His  (Earl  Grey*s) 
own  opinion  was  decidedly  in  favour  of  re- 
taining the  clauses  proposed  to  be  omitted; 
but  still  if  their  Lordships  were  to  over- 
rule him  in  that  opinion,  be  should  not  con- 
sider that  as  a  necessary  reason  for  aban- 
doning the  Bill.  But  as  the  noble  Lord 
had  proposed  that  five  clauses  be  abso- 
lutely struck  out,  it  would  be  more  conve- 
nient, before  the  House  decided  on  reject- 
ing the  Bill  on  account  of  those  clauses, 
that  there  should  be  a  discussion  upon 
them  in  Committee.  He  would,  therefore, 
suggest  that  their  Lordships  go  into  Com- 
mittee. 

Lord  STANLEY  said,  that  the  noble 
Earl  must  not  infer  that  he  approved  of 
the  first  30  clauses  of  the  Bill,  for  there 
was  one  provision,  relating  to  which  his 
noble  Friend  near  him  had  given  notice  of 
an  amendment,  to  which  that  would  not 
apply;  he  meant  the  establishment  of  a 
double  chamber  in  New  South  Wales. 
Until  he  knew  the  views  of  the  Govern- 
ment, he  could  not  give  an  assurance  that 
he  would  not  join  the  right  rev.  Prelate, 
and  his  conduct  would  be  further  infiuenoed 
and  altered  with  respect  to  the  Amend- 
ment of  his  noble  Friend,  if  the  clauses 
from  30  to  35  were  to  be  still  retained. 

Earl  GREY  said,  that  the  best  course 
would  be  to  proceed  to  a  division.  But  at 
the  same  time  he  hoped  the  noble  Lord 
would  remember  that  this  was  a  Bill  of 
great  importance — that  at  least  great  re- 
sponsibility was  incurred  in  the  rejection 
of  it. 

On  Question, 

Their  Lordships  divided : — Contents  21 ; 
Non-Contents  34 :  Majority  13. 
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Say  and  Sel# 

Resolved  in  the  KegaUvB. 

Then  the  original  Motion  was  (bj  leave) 
withdrawn ;  and  House  to  be  put  into 
Committee  to-morrow. 

House  adjourned  till  To-morrow. 
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HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Monday,  June  10,  1850. 


MivuTBB.l     PuBuo  Bills.  —  1*  Teoaat 
(Ireland);  Aooidents  on  Railways;  Adminiato- 
tion  of  Crimhial  Justice  IinproTement. 
8*  Summary  Jurisdiction    (freland);    Turnpike 
Roads  (Inland);    Linen,   Ae.,  ManufkiCtares 
(Ireland);  Population. 
3*  Judges  of  Assise. 

POST  OFFICE. 

Sib  G.  grey  appeared  at  the  bar,  and 
said  that  the  Address  which  had  been 
agreed  to  on  the  snbject  of  Sunday  labour 
in  the  Post  Office  had  been  presented  to 
Her  Majesty,  and  the  following  was  Her 
Majesty  s  most  gracious  Answer  :— 

"  I  hare  reoeiTed  your  Address,  praying  that 
the  collection  and  delivery  of  Letters  may  in  fu- 
ture entirely  cease  on  Sunday  in  all  parts  of  tha 
Kingdom;  and, also,  that  an  inquiry  may  be  made 
as  to  how  fiir,  without  injury  to  the  public  ser- 
vice, the  transmission  of  the  Mails  on  the  Lord's 
Day  might  be  diminished,  or  entirely  suspended; 
and  in  compliance  with  your  request,  I  shall  give 
directions  accordingly." 

Mb.  THORNELT  begged  to  pnt  a 
question  to  the  noble  Lord  the  First  Minis- 
ter of  the  Crown  with  reference  to  this  im- 
portant subject.  He  wished  to  know  whe- 
ther there  would  be  any  exemption  in  fa- 
vour of  the  foreign  correspondence  of  the 
countiT  ?  Suppose  a  packet  from  America 
arrived  at  Liverpool  yesterday  with  some 
ten  or  twenty  thousand  letters.  Under 
present  circumstances  those  letters  would 
be  sifted  in  the  Liverpool  post-office  late 
last  eveninff,  to  be  sent  up  by  the  mails, 
and  would  be  delivered  this  morning  in  the 
metropolis,  containing  perhaps  100,000{. 
worth  of  bills  of  ezchange,  stocks  to  a 
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great  amount,  and  letters  of  the  greatest 
possible  consequence.  He  wished  to  know 
whether  there  would  be  any  exemption  in 
favour  of  such  letters  lying  at  Falmoath, 
Southampton,  and  other  places  ? 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL  said,  that  with  re* 
spect  to  the  delivery  of  letters,  the  direc- 
tions to  be  given  by  Her  Majesty  would 
be  in  accordance  with  the  orders  of  that 
House,  and  therefore  there  would  be  no 
exemption  with  respect  to  the  delivery  of 
letters.  With  respect  to  the  transmission 
of  letters,  the  Address  only  proposed  in- 
quiry. 

Mr.  M.  GIBSON  desired  to  put  a  ques- 
tion with  regard  to  the  answer  to  the  Ad- 
dress. He  had  only  heard  the  words  "  col- 
lection and  transmission."  [Sir  G.  Gret: 
And  "  delivery. "]  He  presumed  that  in 
post-office  language,  the  word  "  collection" 
meant  bringing  the  letters  from  the  branch 
offices.  Although  the  collection  of  letters 
in  the  large  towns  might  be  put  a  stop  to 
by  the  Government,  he  presumed  it  did 
not  follow  that  letters  put  in  the  chief  office 
would  not  be  transmitted.  He  supposed 
there  was  no  intention  to  prevent  the 
sending  letters  from  the  principal  towns 
on  the  Sunday  evenings,  although  the  col- 
lection might  be  stopped. 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL  presumed  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  referred  to  the  trans- 
mission of  letters;  but  what  the  Govern- 
ment wished  to  do  was,  to  carry  into  effect 
the  orders  of  that  House.  It  was  not  for 
him  to  say  whether  any  advantage  would 
be  derived  from  the  arrangement. 

Mr.  M.  GIBSON  said,  he  supposed,  al- 
though no  mention  was  made  of  the  cir- 
cumstance, there  would  be  no  alteration 
with  regard  to  Sunday  newspapers. 

Subject  dropped. 

SUPPLY—NEW  HOUSES  OF  PARLUMENT. 

(4.)  103,6102.  for  the  New  Houses  of 
Parliament. 

Mr.  HUME  said,  the  object  of  his  Mo- 
tion was  to  put  an  end  for  the  present  to 
the  proceedings  of  the  Committee  of  Taste. 
But  he  had  also  another  Motion  on  the  pa- 
per, for  the  appointment  of  a  Select  Com- 
mittee to  inquire  into  and  examine  the  va- 
rious reports,  statements,  and  plans  of  the 
architect  relative  to  the  New  Houses  of 
Parliament.  He  was  aware  that  he  was 
undertaking  an  unpleasant  duty  in  submit- 
ting these  Motions  to  the  House;  but  he 
had  been  requested  by  several  Members  to 
do  so;  and  it  was  evident  that  if  something 
was  not  done»  there  would  be  so  limit  to 


expense.  He  did  not  grudge  the  expendi- 
ture of  a  proper  sum  of  money  for  a 
House  of  Parliament  which  would  afford 
due  accommodation  to  its  Members;  but 
seemg  the  enormous  sums  that  had  been 
already  expended^  and  that  proper  accom- 
modation had  not  been  provided,  it  was 
fuU  time  that  the  House  of  Commons 
should  interfere  to  prevent  further  waste  of 
money.  He  woula  give  a  pridt  of  the 
proceedings  which  had  taken  place,  from 
which  it  would  be  abundantly  dear,  that  if 
adequate  care  and  precaution  had  been 
taken,  such  extraordinary  delay  would  not 
have  taken  place,  and  they  would  not  have 
incurred  an  expenditure  ef  2,000,0001.  in- 
stead of  724,9862.,  which  was  Mr.  Barry's 
estimate.  If  there  was  to  bean  end  of  expen- 
diture even  at  2,000,0002.  it  would  be  some 
satisfaction;  but  no  person  could  tell  how 
much  beyond  that  amount  would  be  ex« 
ponded.  It  was  their  duty,  therefore*  to 
require  a  definite  statement  as  to  the  fur- 
ther expenditure  that  was  likely  to  be  lin- 
ourred.  None  of  the  requisites  which  had 
been  pointed  out  by  the  Committee  of 
1835,  had  been  carried  out.  They  re- 
quired that  there  should  be  sitting  room 
in  the  body  of  the  House,  for  ft'om  420  to 
460  Members,  with  accommodation  for  the 
remainder  in  the  galleries.  Well,  they 
had  been  sitting  in  the  New  House,  and 
instead  of  accommodation  for  420  or  460 
Members,  there  was  not  accommodation 
for  anything  approaching  that  number. 
The  lobbies  were  required  to  contain — one 
1,800  feet,  and  the  other,  1,100.  They 
had  an  opportunity  of  testing  the  accom- 
modation afforded  by  them  in  case  of  a  di- 
vision. They  had  a  division  in  which  287 
Members  divided,  and  he  would  appeal  to 
hon.  Gentlemen  if  the  lobby  was  not  crowd- 
ed to  an  inconyenient  degree.  They  might 
thus  jud^  of  the  inconvebience  when  a  full 
House  divided,  and  he  had  seen  an  occasion 
in  which  500  Members  had  divided  on  one 
side.  It  was  likewise  considered  of  im- 
portance that  there  should  be  accommo" 
dation  for  200  strangers  in  one  or  more 
galleries  at  the  end  of  the  House.  But 
he  would  appeal  to  hon.  Gentlemen  if 
that  part  of  the  House  was  not  required 
for  the  accommodation  of  its  own  Mem- 
bers? The  11th  resolution  of  the  Com- 
mittee of  1836  was,  that  there  should 
be  10  Committee  rooms  about  40  by  30, 
from  18  to  20  feet  in  height;  ten,  o5  by 
25,  from  16  to  18  feet  in  height;  ten,  30 
by  20,  from  14  to  16  feet  in  height.  He 
would  leave  hon.  Gentlemen  who  bad  sal 
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in  these  rooms  to  s^eak  of  the  accommo-  j  The  Committee  made  the  following  re* 
dation  which  they  afforded.  It  was  evi- 1  port : — 
dent  that  the  accommodation  in  the  three 
points  he  had  mentioned  was  deficient. 
The  principal  men  in  the  House  at  that 
time  sat  upon  the  Committee  which  drew 
np  these  resolutions;  and  when  Mr.  Barry's 
plan  had  heen  adopted,  the  Committee 
stated  that  they  did  so  "on  the  express 
tmderstanding  that  it  could  he  executed  for 
a  sum  not  exceeding,  hy  any  considerahle 
amount,  the  estimate  submitted  to  them 
by  Mr.  Barry— that  was  to  say,  724,986?." 
Now,  he  (Mr.  Hume)  had  some  reason  to 
doubt  the  accuracy  of  Mr.  Barry's  esti- 
mate, for  he  had  written  to  Mr.  Hodgson, 
the  eminent  contractor  of  Bloomsbury,  re- 
questing his  opinion  of  it,  and  Mr.  Hodg- 
son informed  him  that  the  expense  would 
amount  to  1,100,000^;  and  when  Mr. 
Barry  amended  his  plan,  he  calculated  the 
expenditure  at  1,300,000^  On  the  13th  of 
June,  1836,  he  (Mr.  Hume)  presented  a 
petition  from  eighteen  to  twenty  architects 
of  the  metropolis,  in  which  it  was  stated 
the  building  would  not  be  executed  for 
less  than  2,000,000?.,  and  that  they  found- 
ed their  calculation  on  the  expenditure  of 
Henry  Vllth.  *s  Chapel,to  which  Mr.Barry 's 
plan  nearly  approached.  Accordingly  a 
Uommittee,  of  which  the  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Harwich  was  chairman,  was  ap- 
pointed to  inquire  into  the  subject.  He 
(Mr.  Hume)  put  the  following  questions  to 
Mr.  Barry  during  the  course  of  that  in- 
quiry:— 


"Q.  170.  What  is  the  amount  of  your  esti- 
mate, inoludiDg  everythlDg? — 724,9862.,  exclu- 
siye  of  the  site.  172.  It  is  the  maximum  esti- 
mate, applying  to  the  building  only.  181.  Venti- 
lation is  included  in  the  plan. 

"  Q.  211.  Tou  haTe  been  making  an  estimate 
of  this  building :  have  you  done  it  younielfp  or 
employed  competeni  persons  to  do  so  ? — I  hare 
done  it  myself,  and  employed  competent  persons 
to  assist  me. 

**  Q.  217.  Have  the  calculations  been  made 
from  the  plans  which  are  upon  the  table  ? — They 
have. 

"  Q.  218.  The  amended  plans  ?— Yes. 

"  Q.  272.  Then  are  the  Committee  to  under- 
stand that  the  estimates  that  you  have  given  in 
are  on  that  general  principle  that  you  have  stated, 
as  to  the  quantity  and  the  amounts,  such  that  you 
can  rely  upon  ? — ^Yes. 

"Q.  200.  May  I  ask  you,  strictly  speaking, 
what  style  you  consider  this  building  to  bo  ? — It 
is  of  the  third  syle  of  Gothic  architecture,  in- 
cluding the  Tudor  period. 

"  Q.  404.  How  long  would  it  take  a  person  to 
make  a  detailed  specification,  and  the  working 
drawings,  so  as  to  enable  a  correct  estimate  to  be 
formed  of  the  whole  boilding  ? — At  least  a 
lw«lT«month. 


"  The  Committee  are  not  satisfied  on  the  bead 
of  expense ;  and  before  any  part  of  the  building 
be  commenced,  or  any  vote  be  proposed  to  Parlia- 
ment, there  should  be  the  most  minute  and  aoeu- 
rate  estimate  that  can  be  formed." 

It  was  then  referred  to  the  Commissioners 
of  Woods  and  Forests  to  inqnire  into  and 
report  upon  Mr.  Barry's  plans  and  esti- 
mates. That  report  was  made  on  the 
18th  of  April,  18o7,  and  was  signed  by 
Lord  Duncannon,  B.  C.  Stephenson,  and 
A.  Milne.  The  gentlemen  appointed  by 
the  Commissioners  of  Woods  and  Forests 
to  examine  the  estimate  were  Messrs. 
Seward  and  Chawuer,  architects;  and  they 
reported  '*  That  the  new  Houses  of  Par- 
liament can  be  satisfactorily  erected,  ac- 
cording to  the  said  drawings,  for  the  snm 
stated  by  Mr.  Barry  (707,104.)"  This 
was  exclusive  of  the  proposed  embankment 
of  part  of  the  river  Thames,  the  estimate 
of  which  was  44,0002.,  and  the  purchase 
of  the  site,  &c.,  which  was  estimated  at 
85,0002. ;  making  a  total  of  129,0002., 
which  was  to  be  added  to  the  707,1042. 
It  appeared  that  a  great  many  deviations 
had  been  made  from  the  plan,  whether  on 
the  motion  of  Mr.  Barry  himself,  or  at  the 
suggestion  of  some  other  person  or  persons, 
he  did  not  know;  but  it  was  full  time  for 
them  to  see  that  some  limit  was  put  upon 
the  expenditure.  He  had  been  informed 
that  very  day  that  it  was  intended  to  take 
down  all  the  buildings  on  that  side  of  the 
bridge  next  to  the  new  Houses,  not  to 
speak  of  the  courts  of  law,  and  thns  one 
thing  would  lead  on  to  another,  heaping 
up  the  expenses  more  and  more,  unless 
some  control  was  established.  He  found 
in  a  paper  published  by  one  of  the  Commis- 
sioners (Lord  Sudeley)  in  1844,  some  re- 
markable statements  as  to  the  deviations 
made  from  the  original  plan  with  reference 
to  the  House  of  Lords.  According  to  that 
paper,  the  original  way  by  which  the 
Queen  *s  state  carriage  was  to  pass  through 
the  great  tower,  had  to  be  materially  al- 
tered by  Mr.  Barry.  A  pillar  had  to  be 
removed  in  consequence  of  the  passage  not 
being  wide  enough;  and  the  Queen  s  car- 
riage, instead  of  going  out  by  the  way  at 
first  intended,  was  now  to  go  by  a  subter- 
ranean tunnel — a  passage  of  only  nine  feet 
in  width.  But  as  the  width  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's carriage  was  eight  feet  nine  inches, 
he  thought  there  would  be  some  danger  in 
passing  through.  If  any  person  happened 
to  be  in  the  passage,  he  could  not  well  es* 
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capo  being  crushed.  He  was  astODiahed 
that  any  Government  could  allow  these 
things  to  go  on  in  this  manner.  He  was 
not  authorised  to  blame  Mr.  Barry;  Mr. 
Barry  might  have  authority  for  what  he 
did.  He  did  not  mean  to  cast  the  least  re- 
flection on  the  eminent  talents  of  Mr. 
Barry.  He  was  ready  to  acknowledge  his 
taste  and  imagination.  He  only  meant  to 
say,  that  having  undertaken  to  make  a 
House  of  Lords  and  Commons,  he  failed  to 
do  that.  It  was  not  many  days  since  that 
Mr.  Barry  had  received  a  gold  medal  from 
the  Institute  of  Architects;  and  ho  begged 
to  call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the 
language  used  on  that  occasion  by  Earl  de 
Grey,  one  of  the  Commissioners  appointed 
to  control  Mr.  Barry.  Earl  de  Grey 
said — 

"  We  read  that  your  predecessor,  Sir  C.  Wren, 
himself  laid  the  first  stone  of  that  superb  edifice 
St.  Paul's  Cathedral,  which  is  now  the  greatest 
monument  of  his  genius ;  and  I  trust  the  same 
good  fortune  will  await  jou.  Maj  you  live  to  see 
the  magnificent  work  now  in  jour  hands  com- 
pleted !  St  Paul's  was  thirty-four  years  in  its 
erection ;  you  have  not  occupied  half  that  time  as 
yet — and  have  made  a  progress  which,  if  it  had 
depended  on  yourself^  would  have  brought  the 
Houses  of  Parliament  nearly  to  a  completion ; 
but  the  means  of  working  have  not  been  at  your 
disposal.  Your  work  is  to  be  devoted  to  I  know 
not  how  many  purposes.  Sir  C.  Wren  had  to  deal 
with  men  who  knew  what  they  wanted.  Sir  G. 
Wren,  no  doubt,  received  his  instructions  from 
men  who  knew  the  purposes  to  which  the  building 
was  to  be  dedicated,  and  what  was  required  to 
carry  it  out ;  but,  I  am  sorry  to  say,  that  is  not 
always  the  case  with  respect  to  the  building  en- 
trusted to  you.  Sir  C.  Wren's  masters  were  few 
— yours  are  legion.  I  am  sorry  to  say,  that  au- 
gust assembly  which  has  most  to  do  with  the  erec. 
tlon  of  this  magnificent  structure  has  in  it  a  vast 
number  of  men  who  ask  questions,  nuike  sugges- 
tions, and  offor  criticisms,  while,  at  the  same  time, 
they  do  not  know  what  is  wanted,  or,  indeed,  what 
they  want  themselves.  It  is  not  wonderiiil,  then, 
that  the  architect  should  be  impeded,  and  that 
fikult  should  be  found  without  any  good  substan- 
tial ground.  And  yet  you  have  made  a  wonderful 
progress,  Ac.  I  have  said  the  purposes  to  which 
it  is  to  be  applied  are  multi&rious — there  are 
wide  and  gorgeous  palace  halls,  long  corridors, 
short  passages,  lowly  doorways,  magnificent  en- 
trances, aspiring  towers,  groined  staircases,  every 
class  of  residences,  porters*  lodges,  conunittee- 
rooms,  offices,  and  even  kitchens.  As  one  of  the 
Fine  Arts  Commissioners  I  have  had  more  oppor- 
tunities than,  perhaps,  any  of  his  professional  bre- 
thren, of  seeing  how  cleverly  and  how  readily  Mr. 
Barry  was  able  to  make  the  suggestions  he  re- 
ceived from  parties  he  was  obliged  to  obey  har- 
monise with  his  own  conceptions,  and  thus  pre- 
serve intact  the  beauty  and  unity  of  the  original 
design. 

Nowy  he  left  it  to  them  to  say  wheiher  that 
was  or  was  not  a  fair  deaoription  of  the 


conduct  or  proceedings  of  that  House.  His 
(Mr.  Hume  s)  object  was  to  ascertain  who 
the  parties  were,  and  by  what  sanction  and 
authority  the  expense  of  erecting  the  build- 
ing had  been  increased  from  724,0001.  to 
over  two  millions.  It  might  turn  out  that 
Mr.  Barry  might  be  able  to  clear  himself 
from  all  those  charges,  as  he  (Mr.  Hume) 
wished  ho  might,  because  it  was  through 
no  personal  or  hostile  feeling  to  Mr.  Barrj 
that  he  brought  on  the  Motion,  but  because 
he  conceived  the  House  was  bound  to  have 
a  full  and  candid  detail  of  every  expense 
connected  with  the  undertaking.  He  called 
on  them,  then,  to  disallow  the  3,000Z.  to 
the  Commissioners  of  Fine  Arts  for  one 
year;  because  by  stopping  the  supply  they 
would  prevent  their  proceeding  further  un- 
til the  building  itself  should  be  in  a  condi- 
tion to  be  used,  and  theA  they  could  see 
whether  or  not  the  money  ought  to  be 
voted.  He  therefore  called  for  inquiiy 
into  this,  as  it  appeared  to  him,  inextn- 
cable  difficulty;  and  he  hoped  the  House 
would  support  his  proposition. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the 
"  10"  and  insert  the  sum  of  '•  100,6101." 

Mr.  B.  OSBORNE  seconded  the  Amend* 
ment. 

The  CHANCELLOR  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER was  not  sorry  that  this  Amendment 
had  been  brought  forward,  or  the  state- 
ment made  by  the  hon.  Gentleman,  into 
which  he  had  so  fully  entered;  but  he  was 
sorry  that  he  should  have  made  that  state- 
ment with  reference  to  the  whole  question 
of  the  New  Houses,  when  his  Motion  re- 
ferred to  a  subject  totally  distinct — name- 
ly, whether  they  were  to  stop  the  proceed- 
ings of  the  Fine  Arts  Commission  ?  This 
was  the  sole  object  of  the  hon.  GTentle- 
man's  Motion;  but  nevertheless  he  had 
gone  into  a  long  statement  with  reference 
to  the  building  of  the  New  Houses  during 
the  last  15  years.  He  was  sorry  for  the 
sake  of  the  House,  that  he  should  have  in- 
troduced these  totally  distinct  subjects 
into  one  debate;  but  he  hoped  that  the 
House  would  not  accede  to  the  Motion 
which  he  had  made.  It  should  be  remem- 
bered that  the  House,  on  the  recommenda- 
tion of  a  Committee,  oame  to  a  resolution 
that  a  good  opportunity  of  benefitinff  and 
promoting  the  fine  arts  woidd  be  found 
during  uie  time  of  building  the  New 
Houses  of  Parliament.  That  was  deter- 
mined on  many  years  ago;  and  it  was  a 
determination  which  had  been  acted  on 
ever  since.  It  was  only  last  year  that  an 
arrangemmt  waa  announced  to  the  Honse^ 
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which  received  its  unanimous  approval — 
namelvy  that  instead  of  proposing  year  by 
year  the  various  objects  on  which  the  ex- 
penditure for  the  fine  arts  was  to  take 
place  in  the  ensuing  years,  thus  constituting 
themselves  into  what  they  were  remark- 
ably ill  fitted  for — a  Committee  of  Taste — 
a  certain  limited  sum  should  be  annually 
placed  at  the  disposal  of  the  Commissioners 
of  the  Fine  Arts  for  that  purpose.  And, 
certainly,  though  the  hon.  Gentleman 
might  differ  from  the  views  taken  by  the 
Commissioners  of  Fine  Arts  on  certain 
points,  yet,  on  the  whole,  that  was  a  more 
satisfactory  mode  of  dealing  with  such 
questions  than  making  them,  in  that 
House,  the  subject  of  interminable  and  un- 
satisfactory discussions.  Last  year,  the 
sum  placed  at  the  disposal  of  the  Commis- 
sion was  4,000^ ;  and,  anticipating  a  simi- 
lar sum  for  the  present  year,  the  Commis- 
sioners had  entered  into  arrangements  with 
artists  for  works  to  be  placed  in  the  New 
Houses;  some  of  these  works  had  been 
executed,  and  were  ready  to  be  handed  over; 
and  if  the  House  of  Commons  now  with- 
held this  vote,  he  need  hardly  say  that  an 
act  of  injustice  would  be  done  both  to  the 
Commissioners  and  to  the  artists.  There- 
fore, whatever  resolution  the  House  might 
choose  to  adopt  with  respect  to  such  votes 
in  future  years — whether  or  not  they  wish- 
ed to  pat  an  end  to  all  expenditure  on  ac- 
count of  the  fine  arts — so  far  as  this  vote 
of  4,000^  for  the  present  year  was  con- 
cerned, they  could  not  refuse  it  without 
T)eing  guilty  of  great  injustice.  Now, 
though  it  was  a  little  inconvenient  to  go 
into  those  matters  connected  with  the  New 
Houses  generallv  which  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  introGuced,  he,  nevertheless, 
would  take  that  opportunity  to  address  a 
few  words  to  the  House  on  the  subject. 
He  certainly  thought  it  would  have  been 
better  if  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  waited 
till  he  (the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer) 
was  able  to  lay  on  the  table  a  return 
which  would  have  given  the  House  infor- 
mation as  to  the  whole  state  of  the  case — 
how  far  the  estimates  had  been  exceeded, 
what  deviations  had  taken  place  from  the 
original  plan,  and  such  other  particulars  as 
would  have  enabled  them  to  come  fully 
prepared  to  the  discussion  of  the  subject. 
From  statements  made  by  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man, it  mi^ht  almost  be  implied  that  we 
had  actually  incurred  an  expense  of 
2,000,000?.  for  purposes  within  the  esti- 
mate; but,  in  fact,  the  whole  amount  ex- 
*pended  tor  parposen  included  in  ibe  eatt* 
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mate,  with  all  the  expenses  of  the  deeper 
foundations  and    similar    matters    which 
could  not  be  foreseen,  was  about  900,0001. 
Then  he  talked  of  the  additions  to    the 
plan   as  having   been    attended  with   an 
enormous    extra    expense,    whereas    the 
addition  to  the  plan  ultimately  approved 
of  cost  exactly  20,0001.      It  was  quite 
true    that    in    1837,    after    minute    in- 
quiry,  a  plan  was  decided  upon,  the  esti- 
mate for  which,  so  far  as  buildings  were 
concerned,  amounted  to  724,000^,  includ- 
ing the  architect's  commission  and  some 
other  items  of  a  similar  kind.     The  actoal 
estimate  for  buildings  was  682,0001.;  but 
the  hon.  Gentleman  spoke  of  all  expendi- 
ture, other  than  that,  as  if  it  formed  part 
of  the  original  estimate.     Now,  it  did  no 
such  thing.     When  the  original  estimate 
was  made,  it  was   distinctly  stated  that 
there  were  many  other  purposes  for  which 
expenditure  must  be  incurred  in  addition 
to  those  estimated  for — such  as  the  cost  of 
site,    the    river  wall    and   embankment, 
carrying  the  foundation  to  an  extra  depth, 
sewers,  and  so  on — those   which  he  nad 
named  amounting  to  about  183,000{.    The 
House  would  see,  therefore,  that  a  large 
expenditure  was   necessarily  incurred  for 
purposes  not  included  in  Mr.  Barry's  esti- 
mate at  all.    Previous  to  1844  some  alter- 
ations had,  no  doubt,  been  made;  but  the 
Committee  which  sat  that  year  reported  that 
though  they  had  been  made  without  pro- 
per authority,  they  were  nevertheless  great 
improvements,  and  they  entirely  approved 
of  their  being  made.      And  here  he  was 
reminded  of  what  the  hon.  Gentleman  said 
about  the  removal   of  a  pillar  to  make 
room  for  the  Queen's  coach.      It  was  true 
that  a  plan  had  been  made  such  as  that  to 
which  he  referred,  including  a  pillar,  but 
it  never  appeared  in  the  approved  plan,  so 
that  the  pillar  could  never  have  in  fact  ex- 
isted.    As  to  the  operations  which  had  led 
to  the  extra  expense,  they  arose  from  cir^ 
cumstances  over  which  Mr.  Barry  had  no 
control.     The  additional  expenditure  arose 
from  improvemento  which  were  afterwards 
sanctioned  by  the  Committee  of  1844,  or 
for  purposes  which  had  been  sanctioned  bj 
the  Commissioners  of  the  Land  Revenue, 
and  by  the  Commissioners  of  the  Treasurr. 
For  example,  he  found  that  for  a  supply 
of  water,  temporary  buildings,  and  other 
incidental  expenses,  there  was   an  addi- 
tional expense  of  23,000^,  and  for  a  better 
description  of   stone,  the   substitution  of 
metal  for  wooden  sashes  for  the  wmdows, 
aiid  ^Vi«r  ltamt«  82,0001.  Then  there  was 
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an  extra  cost  owing  to  the  change  of  cironm- 
stances  and  the  delay  that  had  taken  place, 
amounting  to  68,0002. ,  making,  altogether, 
173,0002.  This  was  over  and  ahove  sums 
not  included  in  the  original  estimate,  such 
as  the  expense  of  the  site,  the  extra  foun- 
dation and  the  river  wall,  &o.,  which  was 
183,3002.  Now,  surely,  there  was  no 
hlame  attachahle  to  Mr.  Barry  that  in 
his  original  estimate,  he  bad  not  included 
things  which  formed  no  part  of  the 
buildings,  nor  was  it  fair  to  say  that 
such  things  were  included  in  the  original 
estimate.  His  hon.  Friend  had  spoken 
of  the  time  which  had  been  occupied. 
No  doubt  the  works  were  continued  much 
longer  than  had  been  anticipated  by  Mr. 
Barry,  though  through  no  fault  of  his; 
but  it  should  not  be  forgotten  that  in  many 
items  this  delay  had  led  to  much  additional 
expense.  Take  the  article  of  iron,  for 
example,  which  had  greatly  increased  in 
price  while  the  operations  were  going  on, 
and  it  would  be  found  that  in  consequence 
of  the  delay  a  sum  of  68,0002.,  as  he  had 
already  stated,  had  been  incurred.  Then, 
for  warming  and  ventilating  the  buildings 
there  were  several  items  of  expenditure 
resolved  on  after  the  oridnal  estimate  was 
made,  amounting  to  120,0002.  In  conse- 
quence of  these  alterations  further*  fire- 
proofing  was  rendered  necessary  in  order 
to  protect  the  buildings  from  the  danger 
thereby  incurred,  and  these  led  to  an  ex- 
pense of  80,0002.,  making,  under  these 
three  heads,  a  sum  of  no  less  than  200,0002. 
But  surely  this  could  not  be  put  down  as 
the  fault  of  Mr.  Barry.  In  the  original 
estimate,  there  was  no  allowance  for  fix- 
tures and  fixmiture  and  some  other  mat- 
ters, amounting  to  500,0002.  Including 
everything  that  could  fairly  be  charged  on 
the  original  estimate,  the  additional  ex- 
pense incurred  was  230,0002.  The  ori- 
ginal estimate  was  682,0002.,  besides  an 
addition  to  the  plan  of  20,0002.;  and  the 
excess  consisted  of  supply  of  water,  tem- 
porary buildmgs,  Ac,  23,0002.;  improve- 
ments by  means  of  better  stone  and  other 
articles  he  had  mentioned,  82,0002.;  the 
cost  caused  by  the  loss  of  time,  chiefiy  by 
the  increased  once  of  iron,  68,0002.,  and  a 
«um  of  37,0002.  put  down  for  contingen- 
cies. Then  the  charges  produced  by  in- 
novations upon  the  originsl  plan  were  fbfi* 
cost  of  site,  river-wall,  embankment,  Ac, 
183,0002.,  and  for  warming,  ventilating, 
and  fire-proofing  the  buildings,  200,0002.; 
furniture  and  fixtures,  500,0002.;  ap^ 
:proaehes»  if  e?er  nsade  Ikt  aO^  82,000£'; 


taking  down  St.  Stephen's  Chapel,  3,0002., 
restoring  the  crypt,  22,0002.,  and  the 
architect's  remuneration,  75,0002.  This, 
including  the  sum  of  912,0002.,  which  was 
the  amount  expended  for  purposes  included 
in  the  original  estimate,  and  those  added  to 
it,  made  a  total  expenditure  of  1,927,0002. 
It  would  be  much  more  convenient  if  the 
House  were  to  abstain  from  taking  any 
steps  till  put  into  possession  of  the  infor- 
mation which  would  be  laid  before  it.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Montrose  adverted  also 
to  the  accommodation  in  what  was  called 
the  New  House  of  Conunons.  A  morning 
sitUng  would  be  held  there  to-morrow,  and 
an  evening  sitting  in  the  course  of  the 
week.  In  order  to  enable  Members  to 
come  to  some  unanimous  opinion,  it  was 
not  undesirable  that  a  Oommittee  should 
be  appointed  on  that  subject.  There  was 
not  tne  same  objection  to  such  a  Committee 
as  to  one  on  the  whole  works;  and  he  felt 
confident  that  the  information  it  would  be 
his  duty  to  produce,  would  obviate  the  ne- 
cessity for  any  general  inauiry.  [Mr. 
Hume  said,  that  if  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
would  consent  to  the  appointment  of  a 
Committee,  he  should  be  quite  satisfied.] 
He  did  not  think  it  desirable  that  a  Oom- 
mittee should  be  appointed  to  rip  up  all  that 
had  been  done  since  1836;  but  it  might  be 
adrisable  to  have  a  Committee  appointed 
for  the  minor  purpose  of  inquiry  into  the 
accommodation  in  the  New  House  of 
Commons,  and  ascertaining  how  far  it  was 
adapted  to  meet  the  wishes  of,  he  did  not 
say  all,  but  a  great  majority  of  the  House. 
Sir  R.  peel  said,  he  apprehended  the 
practical  question  on  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Montrose  intended  to  take  the  opin- 
ion of  the  House  was  the  vote  of  3,0002. 
which  it  was  proposed  to  apply  to  the  de- 
coration of  the  two  Houses.  Before  ad- 
verting to  that  topic,  he  wished  to  say  a 
few  words  on  that  collateral  point  to  which 
the  hon.  Member  devoted  nine-tenths  of 
his  speech.  The  hon.  Member  referred 
to  an  address  made  by  Earl  de  Grey  to 
Mr.  Barry  in  presenting  him,  at  the  In- 
stitute of  British  Architects,  with  a  medal, 
in  admiration  of  his  genius,  and  appro- 
bation of  his  conduct.  He  (Sir  R.  reel) 
reioiced  that  Earl  de  Grey  had  made  that 
addres8*^had  taken  the  opportunity  of  re- 
cording the  estimation  in  which  Mr.  Barry 
was  held  by  the  architects  of  this  country. 
His  noble  Friend  did  not  act  agiunst  tne 
House  of  Commons  or  its  recorded  senti- 
ments; but  he  had  a  perfect  right  to  enter^ 
lain  hia  own  ^ltitiiuik\  isaA  VQkfo^^2B<»^>K 
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Commons  ought  not  to  be  so  critical  with 
respect  to  expressions  of  opinions.     Thej 
were  not  exceedingly  reserved  themselves 
in  expressing  condemnation,  and  thej  ought 
not  to  be  fastidious  in  objecting  to  the 
course  pursued  by  any  one  who,  on  a  fit 
and  proper  occasion,  gave  expression  to 
his  views.     But  his  noble  Friend  Earl  de 
Grey  might  have  found  in  the  report  of 
1844  an  expression  of  opinion  on  the  part 
of  the  House  of  Commons,  that  if  there 
had  been  an  alteration  in  the  original  plan, 
Mr.  Barry  was  not  responsible.     In  that 
report  it  was  expressly  stated  that  the 
Committee,  having  examined  various  per- 
sons with  respect  to  the  course  hitherto 
adopted  by  Mr.  Barry  in  regard  to  alter- 
ations in  the  interior  arrangements,  im- 
puted no  blame  to  Mr.  Barry,  and  declared 
that  they  "  had  every  reason  to  believe  all 
the  alterations  hitherto  made  had  conduced 
to  the  convenience  and  general  effect  of 
the  building."     In  1844,  then,  there  was 
a  complete  acquittal  of  Mr.  Barry  by  that 
Committee  appointed  by  the  House  of  Com- 
mons.    Earl  de  Grey  referred  to  various 
changes  of  opinion  which  had  taken  place, 
and  said  Mr.  Barry  had  met  with  critics 
who  did  not  understand  their  own  mind. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Montrose  was  one 
of  the  main  suggesters  of  alterations;  and, 
therefore,  he  ought  to  be  especially  chary 
of  impeaching  Mr.  Barry  on  the  ground 
that  alterations  had  been  made.     The  evi- 
dence of  the  Earl  of  Bessborough,  then 
First  Commissioner  of  Woods  and  Forests, 
referred  to  the  original  plan  of  Mr.  Barry, 
and  showed,  if  deviations  had  been  made, 
and  expenses  incurred  on  account  of  them, 
that  Mr.  Barry  was  not  responsible.     But 
certain  Members  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, thinking  important  alterations  might 
be  made  for  the  more  convenient  accom- 
modation of  Members,  and  the  residence  of 
persons  connected  with  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, suggested  modifications  of  the  origi'> 
nal  plan.     The  Earl  of  Bessborough  said 
the  first  deviation  was  providing  a  house 
for  the  Sergeant-at-Arms.     Being  asked 
if  he  could  state  when  that  was  proposed, 
he  replied,   "  During  the  sitting  of  the 
Committees  of  both  Houses  which  altered 
the  plan  of  1836.     I  can  speak  to  that 
from  a  conversation  I  had  with  Mr.  Hume.*' 
He  (Sir  R.  Peel)  read  that  evidence  in 
vindication  of  Mr.  Barry  and  of  Earl  de 
Grey,  who,  having  expressed  approbation 
of  Mr.  Barry,  had  incurred  the  censure  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Montrose.  He  should 
have  read  it,  if  only  to  convince  that  hon. 


Member  that  he  ought  to  be  tolermni  of 
the  opinions  of  others.    A  plan  was  ofiered 
by  Mr.  Barry,  among  other  cospnpetiton, 
and  adopted.     [Mr.  Humb:  And  altered.] 
It  was  altered  in  1836,  and  again  at  tlie 
instance  of  the  hon.  Member.     From  the 
Earl  of  Bessborough 's  evidence  it  appeared 
that  the  Treasury  consented  reluctantlT* 
and  that  the  noble  Lord  himself  had  ob- 
jected in  consistency  with  the  advice  of 
Sir  B.  Stephenson,  who  said,  if  they  once 
consented  to  make  alterations,  more  would 
be  suggested.     But  who  overmled  that 
opinion?     "  I  recollect,*'  said  the  Earl  of 
Bessborough,'*'  Mr.  Hume  coming  to  me, 
and  stating  that  it  was  absolntelj  neces- 
sary the  Sergeant-at-Arms,  who  had  charge 
of  the  House,  and  so  had  a  great  reapon* 
sibility  for  so  large  a  building,  should  have 
an  apartment."     Lord  G.   Somerset  in- 
quired in  what  character  did  Mr.  Hnme 
make  such  applications?     The  answer  of 
the  Earl  of  Bessborough  was,  that  he 
made  the  applications  as  a  member  of  the 
Committee.     Being  asked  if  he  acceded 
to  the  representation  of  the  hon.  Member, 
the  Earl  of  Bessborough  replied,  **  I  as- 
sented to  it,  but  with  very  great  reluc- 
tance.    I  got  the  consent  of  the  Treasury, 
but  they  objected  very  much."  Here  were 
these  two  reluctant  departments  consent- 
ing to  new  buildings  and  fresh  expenditure 
in  consequence  of  the  suggestion  of  the 
hon.  Member  who  now  asked  the  House 
to  curtail  the  vote  for  the  New  Houses  of 
Parliament  by  3,0002.     It  might  be  ques- 
tioned whether  it  would  not  have  been 
better  had  the  Woods  and  Forests  resisted 
the  fascinations  of  the  hon.  Gentleman. 
When  the  Earl  of  Bessborough  was  asked 
whether  Mr.  Hume  stated  the  suggestion 
as  his  own  opinion  or  as  that  of  the  Com- 
mittee, the  answer  was  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber described  it  as  the  general  opinion. 
[Mr.   Huhe:    Who  was  the  chairman?] 
Who  was  the  chairman  ?     It  was  not,  he 
believed,  the  hon.  Member  for  Montrose. 
Every  precaution,  however,  was  taken  by 
the  departments,  and  this  question  was 
asked,  "  Mr.  Hume  was  not  the  chairman 
of  the  Committee,  was  he?" — "No,  he 
was  not."    That  made  the  conduct  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman  still  more  improper  then* 
He  was  very  sorry  to  make  this  exposure 
of  the  hon.  Member.     He  (Sir  R.  Ped) 
was  anxious  to  have  stated  to  the  hon. 
Member  before  he  brought  on  hia  Motion, 
in  what  a  strait  he  was  placed  by  his  con- 
duct with  respect  to  this  suggestion.    The 
witness  stated  "  he  was  not  ohahman  of 
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tho  Committee,  but  I  think  he  said  that  it 
vras  the  opinion  of  the  mi^oritj  of  the 
Committee."  [Mr.  Hume:  That's  all  very 
well.]  If  the  hon.  Member  denied  it,  he 
(Sir  K.  Peel)  could  only  say  that  he  was 
quoting  from  a  Parliamentary  document, 
and  it  was  quite  suflSicient  to  vindicate  his 
noble  Friend  Earl  de  Grey  from  any  re- 
flections upon  his  conduct,  and  to  show 
that  Mr.  Barry  ought  not  alone  to  bear 
the  blame  of /hese  alterations.  Some  ob- 
servations had  been  made  with  respect  to 
the  inconvenience  of  divisions  in  the  new 
House.  He  (Sir  R.  Peel)  had  a  similar  im- 
pression that  the  mode  of  taking  divisions 
in  this  House  was  more  convenient.  But 
Mr.  Barry  was  not  responsible,  for  the  Com- 
mittee appointed  in  1836  considered  the 
principle  on  which  the  New  House  of  Com- 
mons should  be  constructed,  and  they  ex- 
pressly recommended  that  the  New  House 
should  not  be  so  long  as  the  present — in 
which  he  thought  they  made  a  mistake; 
the  defect  was  its  breadth  relatively  to  its 
length.  It  would  have  been  more  desir- 
able to  afford  accommodation  in  the  centre 
of  the  House  than  in  the  gallery,  and  to 
have  had  its  proportions  more  resembling 
those  of  the  present  House.  But  Mr. 
Barry  for  that  was  free  from  blame.  He 
offered  a  plan,  which  was  submitted  to  the 
Committee,  and  the  Committee  recom- 
mended that  the  House  of  Commons  should 
be  broader,  and  that  the  length  should  be 
curtailed.  They  expressly  recommended 
an  apartment  on  each  side  of  the  House  of 
Commons  in  which  divisions  should  be 
taken  in  the  very  matter  Mr.  Barry  had 
provided.  The  House  of  Commons  must, 
therefore,  adopt  the  whole  blame  with  re- 
spect to  the  construction  of  the  New  House. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  ChanceUor 
of  the  Exchequer  had  acted  prudently  in 
proposing,  before  new  alterations  were 
made,  or  fresh  expenses  incurred,  that 
there  should  be  a  Committee  of  the  most 
experienced  Members  appointed  with  the 
view  of  ascertaming  what  alterations  might 
be  necessary.  So  mwh  with  respect  to 
tho  House  of  Commons.  As  regarded  the 
particular  vote  on  which  the  hon.  Member 
for  Montrose  intended  to  take  the  opinion 
of  the  House,  the  House  of  Commons  ap- 
peared to  have  a  short  memory  in  these 
matters.  They  thought  they  were  going 
to  revise  an  act  of  the  Crown — to  express 
disapprobation  of  tho  course  pursued  by 
the  Crown  with  respect  to  both  Houses  of 
Parliament.  The  House  was  perfectly  at 
liberty  to  do  so.    If  they  did  not  think  the 
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Commission  of  the  Fiue  Arts  appointed  by 
the  Crown  the  proper  tribunal  to  decide  on 
the  matters  committed  to  its  charge — if 
they    thought    the    House  of   Commons 
should  withdraw  the  vote  altogether,  they 
were  perfectly  at  liberty  to  do  so.     If  they 
thought  all  the  great  artists  of  the  country 
— many  of  whom  had  been  brought  into 
prominence  by  the  competition  which  took 
place  under  the  auspices  of  tho  commis- 
sion—ought to  seek  encouragement  else- 
where; if  they  thought  it  necessary  to 
mark  their  disapprobation  of  the  delay 
which  had  taken  place,  or  their  anxiety 
to  promote  economy  by  withdrawing  the 
grant,  they  were  perfectly  at  liberty  to 
adopt  that  proceeding.     As  a  member  of 
that  commission,  so  far  from  deprecating 
such  a  step,  he  should  be  heartily  glad  to 
be  relieved  from  the  duties,  particularly  if 
it  were  intimated  that  the  commission  had 
not  the  confidence  of  the  House.     But  no 
step  had  been  taken  by  the  Executive  Go* 
vemment,  or  by  that  commission,  except 
in  the  belief,  and  the  justifiable  confidence, 
that  the  Commission  and  the  Government 
were  acting  in  consonance  with  the  views 
of  the  House  of  Commons.     That  commis- 
sion was  issued  solely  in  consequence  of  an 
unanimous  recommendation  of  a  Committee 
appointed  to  consider  whether  it  was  not 
fitting  that  the  opportunity  should  be  taken 
for  constructing  that  magnificent  building 
to  promote  the  fine  arts.     He  should  feel 
it  to  be  his  duty  to  put  it  beyond  all  pos- 
sibility of  doubt,  that  the  acts  done  had 
been  so  in  consequence  of  the  sanction  and 
recommendation  of  the  House  of  Commons. 
In  1841,  during  the  Government  of  Lord 
Melbourne,  a  Committee  was  appointed  on 
the  6th  of  May,  to  consider  the  promotion 
of  the  fine  arts  in  this  country,  in  con- 
nexion with  the  rebuilding  of  the  New 
Houses.     That  Committee  came  to  a  una- 
nimous report;  and,  strange  again  to  say, 
one  of  the  Members  of  that  Committee, 
thus  making  a  unanimous  report,  and  com- 
pelling the  Government  to  undertake  the 
consideration  of   the    subject,   was    Mr. 
Hume.     What  did  the  Committee  recom- 
mend?     They  said  they  had  examined 
several  distinguished  professors  and  ad- 
mirers of  art,  who  were  unanimously  of 
opinion  that  so  important  a  national  work 
afforded  a  fitting  opportunity  for  encourag- 
ing, not  only  the  higher,  but  every  subor- 
dinate   branch    of  the  fine    arts  in  this 
country;  mouldings,  design  in  the  most 
extensive  signification  of  the  term,  the 
manufacture  of  ornaments  in  brasswork, 
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&e.  Ererything  relating  to  the  fine 
arts  was  comprehended  within  the  scope 
of  the  Committee's  recommendation.  It 
was  the  House  of  Commons  which  recom- 
mended that  a  department  of  the  Govern- 
ment should  he  solely  responsible  for  carry- 
ing out  the  measures  which  the  Commit- 
tee's report  contemplated.  It  was  thought 
right  to  take  a  collective  and  united  view 
of  the  whole  question.  The  Fine  Arts 
Commission  thought  they  were  acting  in 
deference  to  the  authority  of  that  Com- 
mittee when  they  asked  the  Treasury  to 
intrust  them  with  the  expenditure  of  an 
annual  vote,  in  order  that  they  might  as- 
certain to  what  extent  the  ingenuity,  talent, 
and  industry  of  this  country  might  be  em- 
ployed. The  Committee  observed  that 
cloubts  might  be  entertained  with  respect 
to  the  encouragement  of  fresco ;  some 
might  think  it  a  foreign  taste;  but  the 
commission  did  not  encourage  fresco  paint- 
ing without  their  understanding  that  it 
was  the  wish  of  the  House  of  Commons 
that  that  mode  of  painting  should  be  tried. 
The  Committee  observed  that  it  had  been 
lately  revived  on  the  Continent,  and  tried, 
especially  at  Munich — that  the  subjects  it 
was  fitted  to  illustrate  pointed  it  out  for  a 
national  building  as  almost  the  only  subject 
by  which  full  effect  could  be  given  to  the 
qualities  which  distinguished  it  of  grandeur, 
breadth,  and  simplicity.  The  Committee 
recommended  that  that  style  should  be 
adopted,  and  not  oil-painting  only.  It  was 
the  House  of  Commons  which  suggested 
the  encouragement  of  a  branch  of  art  not 
unknown  to  this  country  in  former  times, 
but  which  had  remained  dormant  for  above 
a  century;  and  that  the  artists  of  this  coun- 
try should  be  asked  to  compete  in  that 
novel  department  of  art.  Reflections 
might  be  cast  on  the  selection  made  by 
the  commission  of  eminent  men  whose 
effigies  should  adorn  the  New  Houses,  as 
well  as  of  subjects  illustrating  the  na- 
tional history.  But  by  making  a  selec- 
tion of  historical  subjects,  and  of  men  dis- 
tinguished in  British  annals,  they  thought, 
up  to  that  night,  that  they  were  adopt- 
ing the  recommendations  and  aoting  in 
eonformity  with  the  wishes  of  the  House 
of  Commons;  for  the  report  of  the  Com- 
mittee concluded  by  observing  that  they 
unanimously  recommended  the  evidence  to 
'  the  favourable  consideration  of  the  House, 
with  the  view  of  its  receiving  the  imme- 
diate attention  of  the  Government.  Such 
was  the  opinion  of  the  House  of  Commons 
at  that  time— an  opinion  which  the  Ciown 


was  obliged  to  respect,  because  it  referred 
to  the  decoration  of  the  edifice  appro- 
priated to  the  House  of  Commons  and  the 
House  of  Peers.  The  report  of  the  Com- 
mittee concluded  by  saying — 

"  We  humbly  recommend  the  evidence  bairowith 
presented  to  the  House  to  its  fBvounble  oontid- 
eration,  with  a  view  to  its  receiving  immediate 
attention  at  the  hands  of  the  Govemment,  in  tho 
hope  that  the  new  Houses  of  Parliament  maj 
hand  down  to  posterity  a  memorial  as  well  of  the 
genius  of  our  artists  as  of  the  importance  at- 
tached by  the  country'to  the  nobler  prodoctioiia 
of  art,  and  that  subjects  embodied  in  such  repire- 
sentations,  whether  by  painting  or  by  soulpture» 
may  serve  to  perpetuate  the  fibcts  of  our  past 
history,  and  to  preserve  the  memories  of  oar  pub- 
lic bene&otors  in  the  grateful  remembrance  or  our 
people." 

Supposing  the  Crown  had  neglected  that 
recommendation  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, had  appointed  no  commission,  bad 
done  nothing  with  reference  to  the  decla- 
ration of  the  two  Houses  in  promotion  of 
art,  would  not  the  House  of  Commons 
have  taken  credit  with  artists  and  the 
lovers  of  art  for  a  disposition  to  give  them 
encouragement  ?  Might  the  Mouse  of 
Commons  not  have  said-—"  Here  you  have 
evidence  of  our  disposition  to  provide  the 
means,  but  the  Crown,  the  natural  patron 
of  art,  has  done  nothing  in  furtherance  of 
this  great  national  undertaking?"  The 
Crown  acted  on  the  suggestion  of  the 
House  of  Commons.  It  appointed  a  com- 
mission. If  that  commission  had  abused 
the  functions  intrusted  to  them,  that  was  a 
legitimate  ground  for  refusing  to  assent  to 
their  proceedings.  But  the  commission, 
on  their  own  part,  were  not  aware  of  any 
dereliction  of  duty  which  a  sense  of  justice 
ought  to  make  them  acknowledge.  They 
obtained  a  public  competition;  they  gave 
prises  to  the  best  works  ;  without  restric- 
tion as  to  any  particular  class  of  art,  they 
opened  a  competition  to  the  whole  talent 
of  the  country.  Three  prizes  were  award- 
ed of  5002.  each,  three  of  3001.  each,  and 
three  of  2001,  each.  A  commission  was 
appointed  to  award  those  priies,  and, 
greatly  to  the  satisfaction  of  that  commis- 
sion, they  were,  in  almost  every  instance, 
awarded  to  young  men  whose  names  had 
hardly  been  heard  before.  Latent  genius 
was  brought  to  light.  These  were  the 
names  of  the  successful  candidates  : — Mr. 
Pickersgill  (not  the  Royal  Academician), 
Mr.  Watts,  Mr.  Armitage,  each  received 
prizes  of  5001,  ;  prizes  of  3001,  were 
awarded  to  Mr.  Frost,  Mr.  Poole,  and 
another  ;  prizes  of  2001,  were  awarded  to 
Mr.  Lauder,  Mr.  Lucy,  and  Mr.  Foster. 
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It  could  not  be  said  that  the  opportunity 
had  been  thrown  away  for  the  encourage- 
ment of  art,  or  that  any  favour  had  been 
shown  in  awarding  the  premiums ;  for  he 
doubted  whether  the  names  of  any  of  the 
successful  artists  had  been  known  to  those 
who  awarded  the  premiums.  The  com- 
mission certainly  thought  they  were  acting 
in  conformity  with  the  wishes  of  the  House 
of  Commons  when  historical  subjects  were 
selected.  A  Committee  was  appointed. 
The  recommendations  on  that  subject  were 
offered  by  that  Committee,  which  was  com- 
posed of  the  following  members  : — Prince 
Albert,  the  Marquess  of  Lansdowne,  Lord 
J.  Russell,  Lord  Morpeth,  Lord  Mahon, 
Mr.  Macaulay,  Sir  R.  IngUs,  Mr.  Hallam, 
and  Mr.  Wyse.  If  the  House  thought 
that  Committee  badly  selected,  and  object- 
ed in  any  respect  to  the  course  taken  in 
the  matter,  he  did  not  deprecate  their  re- 
scinding the  vote,  and  withdrawing  from 
the  commission  the  power  of  encouraging 
art;  but,  in  doing  so,  he  wished  the  House 
distinctly  to  understand  that  they  were 
rescinding  an  act  not  of  the  Crown,  but  of 
the  House  of  Commons,  and  withdrawing 
encouragement  which  the  Crown  had  given, 
acting  in  compliance  with  the  express  wish 
of  the  House  of  Commons.  He  ought  to 
inform  the  House — it  might  be  an  addi- 
tional inducement  to  withdraw  the  vote — 
that  the  commission  had  proceeded  in  the 
confidence  that  not  only  in  this  but  in  fu- 
ture years  the  grant  would  be  continued. 
They  had  selected  an  artist  of  the  highest 
eminence,  to  whom  they  had  given  a  com- 
mission to  execute  a  series  of  works.  [Mr. 
OssoBNE  :  In  how  many  years  ?]  He 
should  be  sorry  to  be  charged  with  any 
concealment  whatever.  Mr.  Herbert  was 
the  artist.  They  had  selected  him  for  the 
decoration  of  an  apartment,  the  commis- 
sion being  given  on  the  distinct  under- 
standing that  he  could  only  enter  on  it 
bearing  in  mind  the  precariousness  of  the 
tenure  by  which  the  commission  held  the 
grants.  But,  with  reference  to  one  parti- 
cular apartment  they  thought  that  there 
would  be  an  advantage  in  intrusting  the 
decoration  of  it  to  one  artist  of  eminence 
than  to  several  hands  ;  that  more  unifor- 
mity of  design  would  be  insured  ;  that  it 
was  more  in  common  with  the  practice  of 
former  ages  to  take  that  course;  and  they 
had  invited  Mr.  Herbert  to  commence  a 
series  of  paintings  for  that  apartment. 
[Mr.  OsBOKNE  :  Which  apartment  ?]  He 
thought  it  was  the  Peers*  robinff-room. 
If  any  doubt  existed  of  the  mentB  and 


genius  of  Mr.  Herbert,  hon.  Members  who 
had  not  had  an  opportunitjf  of  seeing  it, 
ought  to  look  at  the  magnLBcent  fresco  of 
King  Lear,  painted  by  him.  The  char- 
acter brought  out  in  the  Cordelia  bending 
at  the  side  would  attract  particular  atten- 
tion; and  hon.  Members  might  judge  for 
themselves  whether  a  better  selection  could 
have  been  made  than  of  that  artist.  He 
did  hope  the  House  of  Commons  would  be 
of  opinion  that  it  would  not  be  creditable 
to  the  country,  were  the  opportunity  al- 
lowed to  pass  without  affording  what  en- 
couragement they  could  to  art ;  that  if 
they  thought  the  commission  had  not  taken 
a  course  calculated  to  encourage  other  de- 
partments of  art  as  well  as  tiie  highest, 
they  would  give  the  commission  credit  for 
anxiety  to  discharge  its  duties  aright.  If, 
on  the  other  hand,  the  House  thought  the 
commission  had  abused  its  trust,  had  given 
given  encouragement  to  departments  of 
art  which  it  ought  not  to  have  encouraged; 
if  they  thought  a  Committee  of  the  House 
of  Commons,  and  the  House  of  Commons 
generally,  would  be  a  better  tribunal  for 
the  consideration  of  these  matters  of  taste, 
without  murmur  and  without  complaint,  he, 
for  one,  would  see  the  commission  extin- 
guished, and  would  only  hope  the  House 
of  Commons  would  appoint  a  better  autho- 
rity for  the  purpose  of  executing  its  pur- 
pose^ if  it  were  its  purpose — to  make  this 
magnificent  building  conducive  to  the  ad- 
vancement of  the  fine  arts. 

Mr.  B.  OSBORNE  wished  to  call  back 
the  House  to  the  real  question,  and  hoped 
they  would  not  be  deluded  by  the  ''fine 
arts  '*  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Mem- 
ber for  Tamworth,  who  had  never  delivered 
a  speech,  even  when  he  sat  on  the  Trea- 
sury bench,  supported  by  a  majority,  in 
which  the  question  was  so  entirely  evaded. 
There  were  two  points  in  the  right  hon. 
Baronet's  speech ;  one  of  them,  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  Montrose,  in  a  moment 
of  weakness,  suggested  that  the  Sergeant- 
at-Arms  should  have  a  house.  That  house 
had  never  been  built  to  the  present  day  ; 
and  the  topic  so  admirably  brought  for- 
ward by  the  right  hon.  Baronet  had  as 
much  to  do  with  the  New  Houses  of  Par- 
liament as  St.  Paul's.  The  other  point 
was,  that  a  commission  had  been  given  to 
Mr.  Herbert  to  decorate  one  of  the  apart- 
ments ;  but,  although  a  Commissioner  of 
the  Fine  Arts,  the  right  hon.  Baronet  was 
puzzled  to  know  which  of  the  rooms  it  was 
that  was  to  be  decorated.  But  the  ques- 
tion before  the  House  was  not  whether 
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they  were  to  deBtroy  the  commission,  but 
whether  they  should  suspend  its  operations, 
and  have  the  money  which  was  proposed 
to  be  laid  out  on  what  he  considered  mon- 
strous frescoes  and  narrow-shouldered  ba- 
rons devoted  to  putting  the  House  of  Com- 
mons iu  a  proper  state.  Let  them  finish 
the  House  first,  and  proceed  with  the  com- 
mission afterwards.  The  commission  con- 
sisted of  a  number  of  gentlemen — he  sup- 
posed men  of  great  taste — who  were  em- 
ployed in  spending  other  people's  money, 
and  passing  most  agreeable  mornings  in 
giving  orders  to  Mr.  Herbert  and  all  those 
artists  of  whom  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
read  a  list.  But  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
rather  threw  a  slur  upon  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Montrose,  and  said,  "You 
are  not  tolerant  of  other  people's  criti- 
cisms.'* The  complaint,  however,  of  his 
hon.  Friend  was,  that  Earl  de  Grey,  who 
was  a  Commissioner  to  expedite  the  build- 
ing of  the  Houses,  was  bandying  compli- 
ments with  Mr.  Barry,  presenting  him 
with  medals,  and  holding  out  inducements 
to  him  to  copy  the  example  of  Sir  C. 
Wren,  and  not  to  finish  the  Houses  for 
thirty-four  years.  Perhaps  the  right  hon. 
Baronet,  or  some  other  of  the  Commis- 
sioners, might  explain  the  reason  of  the 
delay  in  the  building ;  but  Mr.  Barry,  to 
use  his  own  words,  attributed  it  to — 

'*  Want  of  time  experienced  bj  all  modem  archi- 
tects, and  of  that  proper  frame  of  mind  to  pro- 
duce, with  full  effect,  the  scsthctioal  development 
of  design  which  he  was  unable  fully  to  explain." 

If  an  architect  was  to  tell  that  House  that 
he  was  not  in  a  proper  frame  of  mind  to 
continue  this  building,  and  it  was  received 
with  a  cheer  by  Earl  de  Grey,  was  the 
House  to  be  satisfied  with  that  sort  of  rub- 
bish ?  But  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member 
for  the  Tower  Hamlets,  when  anything 
was  ever  said  on  this  subject,  always 
praised  the  building.  That  reminded  him 
of  the  story  told  of  John  Kemble,  who, 
when  he  was  asked  his  opinion  of  Mr. 
Conway,  the  actor,  said,  **  He  is  a  very 
tall  young  man."  In  the  same  way  it 
might  be  said  this  building  was  a  very 
large  building,  but  he  denied  that  it  was 
either  beautiful  or  useful.  And  he  said 
further,  that  if  the  country  had  seen  a  fine 
building,  or  an  useful  House  of  Commons, 
lie  should  not  have  grudged  the  money, 
but  when  he  heard,  day  after  day,  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  getting  up 
and  saying,  "  you  have  had  very  little  ex- 
penditure," he  would  observe  that  they 
had  spent  200,0002.  for  tentilation,  and 


yet  an  hon.  Gentleman  got  up  on  the  other 
side — one  of  the  country  party  who  knew 
the  value  of  fine  air — and  said,  the  air 
was  60  mephitic  it  was  totally  impossible 
he  could  breathe  in  the  lobby.  Why.  he 
found  that  Mr.  Barry  and  Dr.  Reid,  upon 
whose  joint  labours  the  comfort  of  the 
House  depended,  had  not  spoken  for  six 
years.  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
was  aware  of  the  enormous  expense  of 
pulling  down  what  Dr.  Reid  had  set  up» 
and  of  setting  up  Mr.  Barry's  designs. 
They  had  now  three  systems  of  ventila- 
tion. They  were  parboiling  the  House  of 
Lords  ;  they  were  going  to  kill  the  whole 
country  party  in  the  lobbies — ^he  believed 
it  was  a  design  of  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer's ;  and  then  they  had  those 
enormous  boilers — God  knew  what  they 
were  going  to  do  with  them,  but  he  under- 
stood Mr.  Barry,  when  asked,  refused  to 
say.  He  asked  the  House  to  come  to  some 
vote,  not  as  a  mark  of  censure  on  the 
commission.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Tamworth  bad  read  the 
names  of  the  Commissioners,  and  read 
them  with  an  emphasis,  as  though  the 
House  would  be  deterred  by  it  from  doing 
anything  ;  but  he  would  remind  the  House 
that  this  was  no  vote  of  censure — it  was 
only  a  vote  to  suspend  the  commission — 
though  he  would  say,  if  it  were  suspended 
sine  die  and  never  met  again  he  should  be 
the  better  pleased.  This  was  a  question 
whether  a  sum  of  money  voted  should  be 
applied  to  complete  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, or  whether,  whilst  they  were  pay- 
ing 2,0002.  for  the  residences  of  the  of- 
ficers, because  they  would  not  finish  the 
Houses,  they  should  spend  it  on  frescoes. 
He  said,  finish  the  Houses  first,  and  adorn 
them  afterwards.  After  what  had  been 
said  by  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Montrose,  and  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Tamworth,  he  did 
not  think  there  was  any  great  encourage- 
ment for  the  House  handing  over  its  busi- 
ness to  Committees,  for  it  was  proved  that 
all  these  expenses  arose  out  of  the  Com- 
mittee. His  hon.  Friend  wished  to  give 
the  Sergeant-at-Arms  a  house,  and  the 
right  bon.  Gentleman  wished  to  give  Mr. 
Herbert  an  order  for  a  picture,  and  they 
were  running  up  an  enormous  bill,  build- 
ing abominably  bad  houses,  and,  if  their 
legislation  was  not  better  than  the  Houses, 
the  longer  they  remained  in  their  present 
chamber  the  better.  He  hoped  some  hon. 
Gentleman  would  express  a  decided  opin* 
ion  that  they  ought  to  remain  in  the  pre- 
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Bent  House  until  the  new  one  was  put  into 
such  a  state  that  they  could  hear,  and  sit 
with  ease.  One  word  now  as  to  the  Fine 
Arts  Commission.  lie  wished  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Memher  for  Tamworth 
would  state  the  numher  of  artists  who  were 
applied  to  to  paint  pictures  for  the  refresh- 
ment room;  he  wished  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman would  state  whether  Mr.  Stanfield 
refused,  whether  Mr.  Roberts  refused, 
whether  the  commissioners  were  not  going 
to  put  Mr.  Landseer's  pictures  into  a  room 
not  so  good  as  a  billiard  room,  because 
there  was  not  light  from  the  top  to  see 
them  ;  and  he  wished  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman would  state  whether  Mr.  Landseer 
had  asked  whether  there  was  another 
room,  and  whether  Mr.  Landseer  did  not 
consent  to  paint,  and  did  not  say  he  would 
paint,  the  picture  for  nothing.  And  in 
extenuation  for  the  vote  he  (Mr.  Osborne) 
had  given  the  other  night,  he  did  it  as 
much  to  save  the  reputation  of  that  gen- 
tleman as  to  save  the  money  of  the  coun- 
try, because  lie  thought  it  an  affront  to 
that  artist  that  the  commissioners  should 
put  his  picture  in  such  an  abominable 
place.  He  hoped,  therefore,  the  House 
would  do  their  duty  to  the  country,  and 
support  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Montrose. 

Sir  R.  feel  would  assure  the  hon. 
Gentleman  that  his  (Sir  R.  Peel's)  omission 
of  all  reference  to  the  circumstances  under 
which  Mr.  Landseer  was  invited  to  paint 
certain  pictures  in  the  apartment  to  which 
the  hon.  Gentleman  had  alluded,  was  inten- 
tional, because  he  thought  the  House  had 
decided  on  the  point.  He  was  influenced 
solely  by  a  respectful  feeling  toward  the 
House — that  ho  would  not  call  in  question 
a  decision  of  the  House,  however  strongly 
he  might  feel  upon  it.  The  three  artists 
to  whom  the  hon.  Gentleman  referred,  were 
called  before  the  commission.  The  com- 
missioners accompanied  them  to  the  apart- 
ment in  question.  Upon  entering  the 
apartment  they  found  that  the  greater 
number  of  the  panels  which  could  be  appro- 
priated to  the  particular  pictures  were  op- 
posite to  the  light — and  every  Gentleman 
was  aware  that  that  was  an  unfavourable 
light  for  the  exhibition  of  pictures— hut 
there  were  three  compartments  in  which 
the  light  was  excellent.  Those  were  at 
the  end  of  the  room,  and  were  lighted  at  the 
side.  The  commissioners  had  a  picture 
painted  by  Mr.  Stanfield,  one  by  Mr. 
Roberts,  and  one  by  Mr.  Landseer.  They 
were  brought  to  the  apartment — iho  com- 


missioners made  an  actual  experiment  of 
the  light  before  the  pictures  were  placed 
there;  they  made  it  in  the  presence  of  the 
three  artists;  the  commissioners  themselveB 
thought  the  situation  of  the  panels  opposite 
the  light  was  not  suitable  for  the  exhibi* 
tion  of  paintings,  and  they  therefore  did 
not  give  a  commission  to  Mr.  Stanfield  or 
Mr.  Roberts,  because  they  thought  a  more 
suitable  place  for  works  of  those  distin- 
guished artists  might  be  found;  but  the 
panels  selected  by  the  commissioners  for 
the  pictures  of  Mr.  Landseer  were  selected 
with  the  full  and  entire  concurrence  of  Mr. 
Landseer  himself.  That  gentleman  thought 
the  purposes  of  the  apartment  were  not  un- 
suitable for  the  exhibition  of  works  in  that 
particular  department  in  which  he  had  at- 
tained a  higher  eminence,  he  (Sir  R.  Peel) 
believed,  than  any  artist  of  any  country  or 
of  any  age.  He  entirely  approved  of  the 
light,  and  in  no  respect  objected  to  the 
apartment.  Of  the  liberality  of  Mr.  Land- 
seer, he  (Sir  R.  Peel)  could  not  speak  in 
terms  of  too  high  praise;  whatever  sum 
might  be  awarded  to  Mr.  Landseer  for 
these  pictures,  he  (Sir  R.  Peel)  was  confi* 
dent  it  was  not  one-third  of  the  real  in- 
trinsic value  of  them.  All  that  the  hon. 
Gentleman  could  say  in  favour  of  the 
eminence  of  Mr.  Landseer  was  entirely 
justified.  All  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  said 
of  his  liberality  was  equally  deserved  :  he 
hid  not  believe  there  ever  lived  an  artist  of 
greater  eminence  than  Mr.  Landseer;  but 
the  selection  of  these  panels  for  his  pic- 
tures was  not  made  without  his  full  and 
entire  approbation. 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL  said,  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  for  Middlesex  began  his 
speech  by  saying  that  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Tamworth  had  not 
spoken  to  the  question,  and  that  he  misled 
the  House  by  referring  to  a  question  totally 
irrelevant;  but  the  fact  was  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  did  address  himself  to  the 
question,  which  was,  whether  those  sums 
of  money  which  were  voted  in  Committee 
of  Supply  should  likewise  be  consented  to 
by  the  House  for  the  purpose  of  certain 
decorations  and  of  the  fine  arts  as  pro- 
posed by  the  Fine  Arts  Commission.  Now, 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  did  not 
address  the  House  upon  that  question,  be- 
cause his  speech  was  almost  entirely  on  the 
merits  of  Mr.  Barry  and  the  building  of  the 
two  Houses  of  Parliament.  According  to 
the  logic  of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
man, there  ought  to  be  a  vote  for  the 
House  yerj  much  diminiahing  the  sum  to 
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be  apropriated  to  Mr.  Barry  for  the  Houses, 
and  not  interfering  with  the  Commission  of 
Fine  Arts,  because  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  said,  he  did  not  wish  to  pass 
any  censure  on  the  commission;  and  yet 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman's  conclu- 
sion after  his  speech  was,  that  every  far- 
thing asked  for  by  Government  for  Mr. 
Barry  and  the  Houses  of  Parliament  should 
be  voted,  and  that  the  sum  asked  for  the 
commission  should  not  be  voted.  The  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman's  object  was  not  a 
censure  on  the  commission,  but  merely  to 
say  that  every  sum  they  could  spare,  every 
penny  they  could  afford,  should  be  devoted 
to  continuing  and  finishing  the  Houses  of 
Parliament.  If  that  were  the  case,  they 
ought  to  vote  the  whole  sum  of  150,000^., 
the  sum  asked  by  the  Government  and  the 
Treasury  of  the  House  of  Commons,  only 
declaring  that  no  part  of  it  should  be  ap- 

Elied  to  painting  and  decorations.  But  the 
on.  and  gallant  Gentleman,  so  far  from 
taking  that  course,  would  take  away  the 
whole  sum  proposed  for  these  paintings, 
and  leave  the  whole  of  the  sum  for  the 
Houses  neither  increased  nor  diminished — 
therefore  the  Houses  of  Parliament  would 
not  have  one  farthing  more  money  voted 
for  them;  they  could  not  be  proceeded 
with  further;  not  one  day's  work  more 
would  be  done  in  consequence  of  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman's  wish.  If  the 
House  of  Commons  really  said  that 
150,000^.  was  not  sufficient,  and  that 
4,000?.  more  ought  to  be  voted — if  that 
were  the  deficiency,  he  thought  the  Go- 
vernment, in  any  supplementary  estimate, 
might  have  applied  for  that  additional  sum 
to  proceed  with  the  Houses  of  Parliament; 
but  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  did 
not  interfere  with  the  sum  for  the  Houses 
— ^he  neither  increased  nor  diminished  it. 
Then  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  said 
it  was  only  suspending  the  works  of  art, 
and  that  when  the  building  was  completed 
they  might  be  proceeded  with.  But  would 
not  that  be  departing  from  what  the  House 
had  done  ?  Did  not  the  House  originally 
■ay — he  was  not  one  of  those  who  were 
most  sanguine  on  the  subject — but  did  not 
the  House  say  that  that  opportunity  should 
be  taken  to  decorate  the  Houses  with 
works  of  art — that  it  would  greatly  pro- 
mote the  fine  arts  in  this  country,  and  did 
not  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Tamworth  advise  the  Crown  to  appoint 
a  commission  for  the  special  purpose  of 
carrying  into  effect  the  wish  of  the  country  ? 
Then,  if  they  suspended  that  commission — 


if  they  told  them,  after  they  had  led  the 
people  to  expect  that  this  money  should  be 
devoted  to  the  purpose  of  the  fine  arts, 
that  it  should  not  be  so  devoted,  the  onlj 
restdt  would  be  that  it  would  be  impossible 
for  the  commission,  with  any  regard  to 
their  character,  to  proceed  with  the  works* 
the  House  of  Commons  having  declared 
that  they  were  not  fit  to  proceed  with  tbem. 
It  would  be  a  vote,  in  fact,  declaring  that 
their  commission  must  be  put  an  end  to, 
and  that  they  departed  from  their  original 
purpose.  He  said  this  with  immediate  view 
to  the  vote.  The  question  was  not  then 
with  regard  to  Mr.  Barry's  merits — ^it  was 
not  whether  that  or  the  other  House  of 
Parliament  did  a  wise  thing  in  adopting 
Mr.  Barry's  plan  in  preference  to  a  less 
expensive  style  of  architecture;  but  whe- 
ther after  the  House  had  gone  on  for  five 
or  six  years  in  votes  for  this  purpose,  thej 
would  now  put  an  end  to  them,  and  refiise 
to  have  the  Houses  decorated. 

Mr.  HUME  wished  to  know  from  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  in  the*chair  whether 
he  could  withdraw  the  Motion  he  had  al- 
ready proposed,  for  the  purpose  of  substi- 
tuting the  other  of  which  he  had  given 
notice  for  the  appointment  of  a  Committee  ? 
The  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  Government 
knew  that  all  he  (Mr.  Hume)  wanted  was 
to  have  an  opportunity  of  taking  the  sense 
of  the  House  as  to  a  Committee. 

Mr.  SPEAKER  asked  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber whether  he  proposed  to  withdraw  his 
Motion  ? 

Mr.  B.  OSBORNE  objected  to  its  being 
withdrawn. 

Sm  R.  PEEL  thought  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man was  so  convinced  of  the  injustice  and 
impropriety  of  his  Motion,  that  he  wished 
to  withdraw  it. 

Mr.  AGLIONBY  said,  that  not  one 
word  had  fallen  from  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Montrose  which  could  justify 
the  observation  which  the  right  hon.  Baro- 
net had  just  made.  He  protested  against 
it;  but  he  thought  his  hon.  Friend  wished 
to  withdraw  his  Amendment  in  order  that 
he  might  put  another  more  consistent  with 
the  view  of  the  House. 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL  had  no  objection, 
if  the  forms  of  the  House  would  permit  it, 
that  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Montrose  should  put  his  Motion  exactly  in 
the  manner  he  thought  best;  but  he  under- 
stood the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for 
Middlesex  to  say  he  could  not  consent  to 
the  Motion  first  made  by  his  hon.  Friend 
being  withdrawn. 
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Question  put,  "  That  the  sum  of 
'  103,610;/  Btand  part  of  the  Resolution.'' 

The  House  diyiaed: — ^Ajes  144;  Noes 
62 :  Miyoritj  82. 

List  of  ihe  KoBs. 

Alexander,  N.  Jolliffe,  Sir  W.  O.  H. 

Bankes,  O.  Keating,  R. 

Bennet,  P.  Kershaw,  J. 

Beresfbrd,  W.  King,  hon.  P.  J.  L. 

Best,  J.  Laoy,  H.  0. 

Blaokstone,  W.  S.  Lookhart,  W. 
Bouverie,  hon.  £.  P.        Lushington,  C. 

Bright,  J.  Morris,  D. 

Castlereagh,  Visct.  Muntz,  G.  F. 

Ghatterton,  Col.  Norrejrs,  Lord 

Cobden,  R.  Norreja,  Sir  D.  J. 
Cochrane,  A.  D.  R.W.  B.    Nujrent,  Sir  P. 

Codrington,  Sir  W.  O'Brien,  Sir  L. 

CoWile,  0.  R.  Paoke,  C.  W. 

Corhally,  M.  £.  Pechell,  Sir  G.  B. 

Disraeli,  B.  Prime,  R. 

Dod,  J.  W.  Roebuck,  J.  A. 

Drummond,  H.  Romilly,  Col. 

Duncan,  G.  Sibthorp,  CoL 

Dunne,  Col.  Smythe,  hon.  G. 

Evans,  Sir  D.  L.  Smollett,  A. 

Evelyn,  W.  J.  Sullivan,  M. 

Fitzroy,  hon.  H.  Thompson,  Col. 

Forbes,  W.  Vomer,  Sir  W. 

Grattan,  H.  Waddington,  H.  S. 

Greene,  J.  Walmsley,  Sir  J. 

Hall,  Sir  B.  Wawn,  J.  T. 

Halsey,  T.  P.  WUliams,  J. 

Uastie,  A.  Williams,  T.  B. 
Ilastie,  A. 

Heyworth,  L.  tellers. 

Hotham,  Lord  Home,  J. 

JQumphery,  Aid.  Osborne,  R.  B. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed—- 

**  That  this  House  doth  agree  with  the  Oommit- 
tee  in  the  said  Resolution." 

Ma.  HUME  said,  that  he  should  now 
move,  as  another  Amendment,  for  the  Se- 
lect Committee  of  which  he  had  given 
notice. 

Amendment  proposed — 

**  To  leave  out  from  the  word  *  That'  to  the  end 
of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words  '  a  Se- 
lect Committee  be  appointed  to  inquire  into  and 
examine  the  various  Reports,  Statements,  and 
Plans  of  the  Architect  relative  to  the  New  Houses 
of  Parliament,  and  also  into  the  manner  in  which 
the  works  have  been  oonduoted,  and  the  diflbrent 
estimates  made,  with  a  view  to  ascertain  the  cause 
of  the  groat  increase  of  charge  above  the  estimate 
for  the  plan  delivered  by  Mr.  Barry,  and  examin- 
ed by  proper  ofiicers,  amounting  to  the  sum  of 
707,000^.,  on  which  estimate  the  sanction  of  Par- 
liament was  obtained  for  the  adoption  of  the  plan ; 
and  that  the  Committee  be  instructed  to  obtain 
from  Mr.  Barry  plans  and  estimates  of  all  the  ad- 
ditions and  alterations  made  by  him  upon  his  own 
responsibility ;  also,  those  that  have  been  made  at 
the  suggestion  of  or  under  the  authority  of  the 
Lords  of  the  Treasury,  the  Commissioners  <^ 
Woods  and  Works,  or  any  other  parties;  also 
what  further  plans  and  ^ejected  works  are  in- 
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tended  to  be  carried  out  for  the  completion  of  the 
said  Houses  of  Parliament,  with  proper  estimates 
for  the  various  items,  so  as  to  arrive  at  the  total 
expense  for  tiie  whole  building,  fittings,  and  ds* 
oorations ;" 

instead  thereof. 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL  said,  his  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
had  already  stated,  that  in  a  few  days  a 
complete  return  would  be  made  of  all  the 
details  of  the  expenditure,  showing  what 
the  excess  of  expenditure  had  been,  and 
he  thought  the  House  should  have  an  op- 
portunity of  seeing  that  return  before  they 
came  to  any  decision  upon  this  question. 

Sir  H.  WILLOUGHBY  supported  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon»  Member  for  Mon- 
trose, and  complained  that  no  person  ap- 
peared to  be  responsible  for  all  the  expen- 
diture. The  main  ground  of  his  support- 
ing the  Amendment  was,  that  it  would 
give  the  Committee  the  means  of  an  effec- 
tual control  over  it.  The  House  of  Com- 
mons could  not  act  as  an  executive  body; 
all  it  could  do  was  to  pass  good  laws,  and 
to  give  the  means  of  establishing  a  proper 
control  over  all  expenditure. 

Sir  D.  NORREYS  said,  that  after  all 
the  expenditure  incurred,  had  they  not  pro- 
duced a  monstrous  failure,  not  only  as  re- 
garded the  architecture,  but  convenience 
itself  ?  Was  not  the  new  building  most  un- 
satisfactory as  regarded  hearing,  and  was 
it  not  insufficient  on  the  score  of  the  num- 
ber of  Members  it  would  accommodate? 
He  thought  that  if  a  Committee  were  ap- 
pointed, one  of  the  first  questions  for  it  to 
consider  would  be,  whether  Westminster- 
hall  had  not  been  desecrated  by  Mr.  Barry, 
who  was  now  erecting  a  monstrous  passage 
to  a  more  monstrous  staircase.  He  agreed 
with  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  Mid- 
dlesex in  thinking  that  Mr.  Barry  was  an 
accomplished  architect,  as  far  as  one  branch 
of  the  profession  went;  but  he  felt  that  the 
country  had  been  misled  by  him  in  the 
adoption  of  a  bad  style  of  architecture. 

Mr.  roebuck  said,  that  he  scarcely 
knew  what  they  were  going  to  divide  upon, 
and  that  it  was  most  preposterous  in  them 
or  any  Committee  that  they  could  appoint 
to  pretend  to  know  anything  about  archi- 
tecture. He  thought  that  if  they  had  ap- 
pointed one  man  at  first  to  build  a  house 
for  them,  and  had  not  interfered  with  him, 
they  would  have  acted  more  wisely.  He 
thought  it  absurd  to  hear  one  hon.  Gentle 
man  getting  up  and  talking  about  arches, 
and  another  about  pediments,  neither  know- 
ing anything  about  them.  Everybody  seem- 
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ed  to  find  fault  with  the  New  House  of 
Commons;  but  he  was  totally  incapable  of 
forming  a  judgment  on  it.  Everybody 
seemed  to  attack  it  as  to  hearing;  but  on 
the  principle  of  acoustics  he  could  not  un- 
derstand how  one  man  talking  on  his  legs 
could  be  heard  when  there  were  a  hundred 
others  about  him  talking  on  their  heads' 
antipodes.  The  House  which  they  were 
then  in,  he  believed  was  as  good  a  one  as 
they  could  have;  but  he  had  no  knowledge 
to  guide  him  as  to  whether  the  New  House 
was  a  good  one  or  not.  He  thought  that 
it  would  be  better  not  to  appoint  a  Com- 
mittee, but  to  leave  the  responsibility  on 
the  Government. 

Mr.  AGLIONBY  was  quite  sure  that  if 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Sheffield 
had  attended  to  the  terms  of  his  hon. 
Friend's  notice,  which  was  on  the  Votes, 
he  would  have  given  the  Motion  his  sup- 
port. The  question  before  the  House  was 
for  a  Committee  of  Inquiry,  and  he  denied 
that  the  responsibility  rested  with  the  Go- 
vernment. The  responsibility  fell  on  the 
House,  and  they  ought  not  to  shrink  from 
it.  If  the  papers  promised  would  give  the 
information  required,  he  would  advise  his 
hon.  Friend  to  withdraw  his  Motion;  but 
the  information  that  was  wanted  could  only 
bo  elicited  by  a  Committee.  He  would 
ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  whe- 
ther he  could  tell  the  House,  within  half  a 
million,  what  sums  had  already  been  paid, 
and  what  liabilities  had  been  incurred  ? 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER entreated  the  House  to  wait  until 
the  return  which  he  had  promised  was  pro- 
duced. In  one  of  the  returns  laid  on  the 
table  towards  the  end  of  the  last  Session, 
it  was  stated  the  total  expenditure  upon 
the  New  Houses  up  to  May,  1849,  was 
938,000?.,  and  certainly  not  more  than 
100,000?.  had  been  expended  on  it  since 
that  time.  It  would  be  found,  if  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen would  wait  for  further  information, 
that  the  great  portion  of  the  incurred  ex- 
penditure had  taken  place  in  consequence 
of  the  demands  for  additional  accommoda- 
tion which  had  been  recommended  by  Com- 
mittees of  both  Houses,  and  by  the  Woods 
and  Forests. 

Sir  R.  peel  thought  that  a  useful  and 
practical  Committee  might  be  appointed, 
after  they  had  sat  in  the  New  House  four 
or  five  days,  to  consider  what  further  ac- 
commodation was  required  in  it,  and  also 
the  cost  of  any  such  alterations  as  might 
be  deemed  desirable.  Such  Committee 
could  state  what  steps  it  was  desirable  to 


take  to  avoid  the  risk  which  he  feared 
might  arise  of  Members  not  being  able  to 
hear  comfortably  in  the  New  House.  Great 
care  must  be  taken  to  see  what  would  be 
the  cost  of  any  alteration  which  might  be 
made,  such  for  instance  as  an  extension  of 
the  side  galleries.  As  to  an  investigadoii 
into  what  had  been  the  cause  of  the  past 
expenditure,  he  did  not  think  it  woola  be 
attended  with  any  great  advantage,  and  if 
they  appointed  a  Committee  of  Taste  to 
superintend  the  future  progress  of  the 
building,  it  would  be  found  to  be  perfectly 
incompetent,  and  they  would  lose  the  ad- 
vantages which  they  might  attain  by  such 
a  Committee  as  he  had  suggested. 

Question  put,  **  That  the  words  pro- 
posed to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  Ques- 
tion." 

The  House  divided  : — Ayes  85  ;  Noes 
55 :  Majority  30. 

Resolution  agreed  to. 

LORD  LIEUTENAJJCY  ABOLITION 
(IRELAND)  BILL. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL  moved  that  this 
Bill  be  read  a  Second  Time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  Second 
Time.*' 

Mr.  GRATTAN  hoped  that  Ministers 
would  abandon  this  measure,  which,  ac- 
cording to  report,  was  not  viewed  with  fa- 
vour by  individuals  in  high  positions  con- 
nected with  the  Government.  The  Legis- 
lature had  no  right  to  pass  a  Bill  for  abo- 
lishing the  office  of  Lord  Lieutenant.  The 
office  was  guaranteed  to  Ireland  by  the 
treaty  of  union  between  the  two  countries. 
The  people  of  Ireland  were  as  much  en- 
titled to  have  their  Lord  Lieutenant  as 
the  people  of  England  were  to  have 
their  Lord  Chancellor.  The  law  officers 
of  the  Crown  had  not  attempted  to  answer 
the  legal  objection  which  was  taken  to 
the  abolition  of  the  office.  That  the  peo- 
ple of  Ireland  were  opposed  to  the  removal 
of  the  Lord  Lieutenancy  was  apparent  from 
the  circumstance,  that  whilst  many  peti- 
tions had  been  presented  against  the  mea- 
sure, not  one  had  been  presented  in  favour 
of  it.  It  had  been  expected  that  an  im- 
portant petition  from  Dublin  would  that 
evening  have  been  presented  against  tho 
Bill  by  one  of  the  Lord  Mayors  of  that 
city;  but  it  would  appear  that  now  there 
were  two  Lord  Mayors  of  Dublin  neither 
of  them  could  come  to  London.  The  state 
of  public  feeling  in  Ireland  with  respect  to 
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this  Abolition  Bill  might  be  inferred  from  a 
declaration  recently  made  by  a  gentleman 
who  had  hitherto  been  a  supporter  of  the 
Government,  who  said,  "  1  am  not  a  re- 
pealer, I  am  a  rebel;  for  the  Govemment 
is  driving  us  to  madness."  It  was  the 
fashion  now  to  assert  that  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant had  nothing  to  do;  but  the  time 
had  been  when  Ministers  stated  in  that 
House  that  his  duties  were  most  onerous. 
Ireland  had  been  deprived  of  her  nobility 
and  gentry,  and  now  it  was  proposed  to  de- 
prive her  of  her  Lord  Lieutenant.  Do  that, 
and  how  would  you  govern  tho  country  ? 
The  Marquess  of  Wellesley  once  said  to 
him,  "It  things  continue  to  go  on  as 
they  do  at  present,  Ireland  will  be  go- 
verned either  by  the  mob  or  by  the  mili- 
tary.*' That  declaration  was  made  as 
the  Marquess  was  leaving  his  Council  of 
State  in  Dublin  at  two  o'clock  in  the  mor- 
ning— a  proof,  by  the  way,  that  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  had  some  business  to  occupy 
his  attention,  and  if  further  evidence 
upon  that  point  were  desired,  it  would 
be  found  in  the  Earl  of  Clarendon's  let- 
ter upon  the  table  of  the  House,  describing 
the  measures  adopted  for  preserving  the 
peace  of  the  country  after  the  suppression 
of  what  he  must  be  allowed  to  term  the 
mock  rebellion  two  years  ago.  It  was  a 
significant  fact  that  this  Bill  was  warmly 
supported  by  the  party  which  was  sup- 
posed to  have  looked  with  approbation  on 
that  insurrectionary  movement.  The  noble 
Lord  at  tho  head  of  the  Government  must 
believe  the  people  of  Ireland  to  be  a  mere 
besotted  race  if  he  supposed  that  they 
could  possibly  regard  this  as  an  advan- 
tageous measure.  One  of  the  most  objec- 
tionable provisions  of  the  Bill  was  the 
transferring  to  Her  Majesty  the  power 
now  possessed  by  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
issuing  proclamations.  Why,  the  Irish 
people  were  bom  under  proclamations,  they 
lived  under  proclamations,  and  under  pro- 
clamations they  died,  and  were  buried. 
But  how  were  these  proclamations  to  reach 
Ireland  from  Downing-street  ?  They  must 
resort  not  merely  to  the  parachute,  but  to 
the  electric  telegraph  itself.  Did  the  noble 
Lord  think  that  the  people  of  Ireland  would 
submit  to  this  ?  The  noble  Lord  did  not 
know  of  what  kind  of  spirit  those  people 
were.  When  he  (Mr.  Grattan)  was  a 
young  man,  he  could  have  adopted  means 
of  agitation  under  such  a  law  which  would 
have  upset  any  Ministry  of  the  day.  He 
would  refer  to  a  reply  of  the  Earl  of  Cla- 
rendon in  answer  to  a  memorial  that  was 


presented  to  him,  which  would  at  once 
show  tho  advantage  Ireland  must  derive 
from  having  a  man  high  in  authority  on 
the  spot  to  superintend  the  administration 
of  justice  in  that  country.  In  the  case  of 
certain  individuals  who  had  been  transport- 
ed from  Ireland,  an  address  was  presented 
to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  in  their  favour,  and 
particularly  requesting  that  those  indivi- 
duals should  not  be  treated  with  severity. 
The  Earl  of  Clarendon,  being  on  the  spot, 
knowing  the  circumstances  of  the  case,  and 
being  satisfied  that  the  safety  of  society 
was  secure,  made  this  reply : — 

"  I  fully  appreciate  the  motiyes  of  humanity 
which  hare  dictated  your  address,  and  in  reply, 
I  am  at  present  only  able  to  assure  you  that  the 
Government  in  the  performance  of  its  duties  can 
hare  no  other  desire  than  that  justice  should  be 
administered  without  any  degree  of  severity  be- 
yond that  which  tho  interest  of  society  de- 
mands." 

That  was  a  proper,  an  honourable,  and  a 
constitutional  reply.  Now,  one  of  those  in- 
dividuals who  was  so  transported  to  Maria 
Island,  was  a  gentleman  whose  friendship 
he  had  long  had  the  honour  to  enjoy. 
How  had  the  humane  treatment  so  strongly 
recommended  by  the  Earl  of  Clarendon 
been  carried  out  towards  that  individual  ? 
Mr.  Smith  O'Brien  had  50^  forwarded  to 
him,  and  he  wished  to  purchase  some  tea, 
but  he  was  prevented  doing  so;  he  wanted 
to  read  the  papers,  but  that  privilege  was 
denied  him;  he  was  anxious  to  take  exer- 
cise, but  that  he  was  not  allowed  to  do 
without  being  constantly  accompanied  by 
some  official  person;  in  short,  they  would 
not  allow  him  to  expend  any  portion  of  tho 
501.,  either  in  a  way  conducive  to  his 
health  or  to  his  amusement.  Such  was 
the  treatment  Mr.  Smith  O'Brien  experi- 
enced at  Maria  Island.  Such  was  the 
humanity  of  the  generous  mind  of  the  Earl 
of  Clarendon,  in  Dublin,  on  the  one  hand, 
and  such  the  inhumanity  of  the  officials  at 
Downing-street,  on  the  other.  But,  in  tho 
case  of  tho  administration  of  justice  at 
home — suppose  a  man  tried  in  Ireland  on 
a  Thursday,  sentenced  on  a  Saturday  to 
death,  and  the  execution  of  that  sentence 
to  be  carried  into  effect  on  the  following 
Monday.  In  such  a  case  what  appeal 
could  be  made  to  the  Government  in  Down- 
ing-street to  arrest  that  sentence  ?  Was 
it  not  clear  that  instead  of  having  justice 
promoted  by  the  transferring  of  the  crim- 
inal administration  from  Dublin  to  London, 
the  risk  would  be  incurred  of  the  people  of 
Ireland  receiving  no  justice  at  all  ?  But 
there  were  many  other  difficulties  in  the 
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way  of  this  measure.  The  Bill  would  bring 
a  number  of  onerouB  duties  on  Her  Majesty 
which  she  would  never  be  able  to  discharge. 
Without  intending  to  make  the  assertion 
himself,  it  certainly  was  generally  supposed 
that  the  creation  of  this  fourth  Secretary 
of  State  was  a  job,  and  that  it  was  for  the 

Surpose  of  giving  increased  power  and  in- 
uence  to  the  Crown.  He  would  request 
the  House,  at  all  events,  to  consider  whe- 
ther it  was  not  calculated  to  have  that 
effect.  His  own  opinion  was  that  it  would 
not  only  very  largely  increase  the  expense 
of  the  government  of  Ireland,  but  that  it 
would  increase  most  formidably  the  power 
of  the  Sovereign.  The  effect  of  the  mea- 
sure would  be  to  desolate  Ireland.  If  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  were  removed,  the  landed 
gentry,  who  were  already  too  few  in  that 
country,  would  immediately  depart  from  it, 
and  those  whose  welfare  they  ought  to  pro- 
mote would  be  left  entirely  without  re- 
source. What  was  the  condition  of  Ire- 
land, even  now  ?  From  his  own  personal 
observation  he  could  declare  that  it  was 
getting  worse  and  worse  every  vear.  He 
had,  within  the  last  few  months,  visited 
the  north  of  Ireland,  not  having  been  in 
that  part  of  the  country  for  six  years  pre- 
viously, and  there  he  saw  the  people  in  the 
greatest  state  of  wretchedness  and  misery. 
A  Mr.  Mauleverer  had  been  recently  mur- 
dered, and  great  indignation  had  been  ex- 
pressed of  the  management  of  the  estates 
under  that  gentleman;  but  what  was  the 
fact  ?  Talk  of  Irish  landlords  neglecting 
their  duty  !  Why,  the  manner  in  which 
English  landlords  managed  their  Irish 
estates  was  a  disgrace  to  the  name  of  Eng- 
land. The  hon.  Member  for  Manchester, 
in  one  of  his  philosophical  dissertations  on 
free  trade,  thought  it  proper  to  give  a  de- 
scription of  the  character  of  Irish  trade; 
and  observed  that  the  exports  from  Ireland 
consisted  now  of  Irishmen  only;  who  went 
abroad,  not  to  found  flourishing  colonies  in 
amity  with  the  mother  country,  but  that  as 
soon  as  they  planted  their  feet  on  a  foreign 
nhore,  wherever  it  might  be,  it  was  their 
boast  that  they  harboured  a  feeling  of  un- 
abated hostility  to  this  country.  These 
words  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Manchester 
were  received  with  cries  of  **  Hear,  hear !" 
and  cheers.  Now,  that  in  England  a  body 
of  English  labourers  should  have  cheered 
the  hon.  Member  on  making  such  a  state- 
ment as  that,  was  to  him  very  surprising, 
and  he  could  attribute  it  but  to  one  cause 
alone.  There  was  in  the  English  labourer 
an  innate  love  of  justice.     They  knew  that 


no  Government  would  dare  to  treat  Eng* 
lishmen  as  they  had  treated  the  Irim. 
That  was  the  meaning  of  the  cheer;  and 
so  far  it  was  a  proper  cheer  of  caatioD.  He 
once  attemptea  to  allude  to  a  diffoenee 
between  America  and  this  coontry,  and  he 
was  sheered  at;  but  he  had  heard  this  Ses- 
sion a  like  allusion  made  by  an  English* 
man,  and  it  was  received  with  deeonun« 
He  could  assert  that  a  proposition,  and  that 
not  very  long  ago,  had  been  made  to  send 
70,000  men  from  America  to  Ireland.  He 
had  himself,  when  in  France  not  many 
years  ago,  been  offered  to  land  in  Ireland 
oO,000  men  from  that  countrv.  But  he 
was  a  loyal  citizen,  and  he  would  never  in- 
vite the  Americans  over  to  his  country* 
though  in  five  days  a  communication  could 
be  effected  by  the  Viceroy — he  meant,  not 
the  Viceroy  of  Dublin,  but  the  steamer 
from  Galway  Bay  —  with  the  American 
shores.  He  had  once  declared  that  he 
never  would  sharpen  his  sword  but  on  one 
side,  and  that  was  as  a  loyal  subject  and  in 
support  of  the  constitution  ;  but  now  so 
stricken  down  and  doomed  had  his  countrj 
become  by  the  insane  policy  of  the  Ministers 
of  this  country,  he  would  not  sharpen  his 
sword  on  eidier  side,  but  would  leave 
the  Government  to  fight  out  their  battle 
by  themselves.  [Mr.  Roebuck  :  Tant 
mieux.']  Tant  tnieur,  said  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman.  It  might  weU 
be,  so  much  the  better  for  him«  for  a  Terj 
little  sword  would  soon  cut  him  in  two. 
He  must  say  that,  after  neaHy  25  years  of 
intimate  connexion  with  England,  and 
after  upwards  of  50  years'  strict  observ- 
ance of  public  affairs  in  Ireland,  he  was  as 
much  at'  sea  in  regard  to  what  was  the 
policy  of  the  Government  of  this  country  to- 
wards Ireland  as  ever  he  was  in  the  ear- 
liest days  of  his  life.  No  set  of  Ministers 
had  had  the  spirit  to  act  boldly  towarda 
that  country.  In  all  their  measures  they 
had  halted  half  way.  What  had  been 
their  policy  in  regard  to  the  Church? 
They  had  abolished  ten  bishops — a  mea- 
sure of  which  he  had  never  approved,  but 
they  had  made  no  provision  wnatever  for 
the  real  working  clergy  of  the  Church. 
Then,  how  had  they  dealt  with  absen- 
teeism ?  For  years  men  living  in  London 
had  been  receiving  vast  sums  from  their 
estates  in  Ireland,  leaving  those  estates 
and  the  people  living  on  them  to  be  man- 
aged and  cared  for  by  others.  Could  such 
a  system  last  ?  It  might  last  his  day,  for 
he  was  old;  but  wotdd  it  last  with  the 
young  men  who  were  now  growing  up. 
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What  did  those  Tomig  men  saj  now  of  the 
system  which  the  British  Ministers  were 
pursuing?  Why,  they  declared  that  so 
thoroughly  did  they  detest  that  system 
that  there  was  not  one  man  amongst  them 
who  would  draw  his  sword  for  that  Ministry 
to-morrow.  They  were  giving  constitutions 
to  the  colonies,  to  Australia,  New  Zealand, 
and  the  Cape  of  Good  Hope;  why  would 
they  not  give  a  eonstitution  to  Ireland?  It 
was  because  the  young  men  who  were  their 
public  writers  in  that  country,  and  who 
gladly  earned  their  money,  were  deceiying 
them.  Therefore  it  was  that  he  condemn- 
ed the  remoral  of  the  Lord  Lieutenant, 
because  he  knew  how  easily  the  Ministers 
were  deceived.  The  present  system  of 
government  in  Ireland  was  demoralising 
ue  people;  a  general  apathy  was  coming 
over  them.  But  bad  government  was  not 
only  demoralisinff  them,  it  was  sending 
them  by  thousands  and  tens  of  thousands 
away  from  the  ooontry  altogether.  The 
people  would  not  remain  in  it.  Repeal  was 
once  the  question,  but  yon  refosed  it.  Tou 
would  not  give  King,  Lords,  aiid  Com- 
mons to  Ireland.  But  what  was  now  tiie 
question  ?  It  was  not  repeal,  it  was  sepa- 
ration. 408,000  individuals  had  left  Ire- 
land within  the  last  three  years.  That 
was  separation;  but  there  was  not  only 
separation,  there  was  war.  Here,  then, 
they  had  a  pretty  state  of  affairs.  There 
was  a  quarrel  between  the  different  mem- 
bers of  the  Church,  where  they  had  bap- 
tism without  regeneration-Hiin  without  re- 
mission; while,  again,  there  was  marriage 
without  regard  to  blood;  and,  lastly,  there 
was  in  Ireland  separation  without  repeal. 
It  appeared  to  him  that  the  proceedings  of 
the  Government  would  involve  Ireland  in 
conflicts  which  would  be  interminable,  un- 
less, indeed,  they  were  terminated  by  the 
good  sense  of  the  House  and  the  spirit  of 
justice  and  humanity  which  ought  to  in* 
fluence  the  Ministerial  benches.  The  truth 
was,  the  hard  work  of  legislating  for  Ire- 
land had  killed  Ministers  of  State  as  well  as 
Members  of  Parliament,  and  the  decima- 
tion would  go  on  so  long  as  we  approached 
the  task  in  our  present  spirit.  jBngland 
took  away  Ireland's  nobQity  and  gentry, 
and  supnlied  their  place  by  40,000  soldiers 
and  10,000  police.  He  appealed  to  that 
spirit  of  humanity  which  ought  to  animate 
the  Government  and  Parliament  not  to  per- 
mit the  errors  of  Ireland  to  perpetuate  her 
misery  and  degradation. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the 
word  "  now/'  and  at  the  end  of  the  Qoea- 


tion  to  add  the  words  "  upon  this  day  six 
months." 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  word 
'  now '  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

Mb.  G.  a.  HAMILTON  said,  he  was 
unwilling  to  give  a  silent  vote  on  so  im- 
portant a  question.  He  felt  sure  of  this, 
that  things  in  Ireland  would  never  be  in 
a  satisfactory  state — ^that  Ireland  never 
would  cease  to  be  England's  difficulty-— 
until  a  complete  change  was  made  both  in 
the  system  of  legislation  and  of  adminis- 
tration in  that  country.  [Cheen.]  He 
need  scarcely  say  the  meaning  in  which  he 
used  those  words  was  different  from  the 
sense  in  which  probably  the  hon.  Members 
opposite,  and  especially  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Sheffield,  who  had 
cheered  him,  understood  him.  What  he 
meant  was,  that  the  system  of  legislation 
as  regards  Ireland  should  be  so  assimilated 
with  that  of  England,  that  English  Mem- 
bers would  be  actuated  by  precisely  the 
same  motives  and  feelings  in  legislating 
for  Ireland  as  they  were  when  legislating 
for  England.  He  was  far  from  saying  or 
meaning  that  Englishmen  were  at  all  in- 
difierent  as  regarded  Ireland:  quite  the 
contraiy;  but  so  long  as  the  system  of 
legislation  snd  the  laws  were  so  different 
— and  he  was  sorry  to  say  the  differences 
were  widening  every  day---4t  was  impossi- 
ble for  English  Members,  engaged  as  they 
were  with  English  legislation,  to  bring  to 
bear  upon  Ireland  that  sound  practical 
good  sense,  and  those  habits  of  business, 
which  were  eminently  the  characteristic  of 
Englishmen  ;  and  when  he  spoke  of  ad- 
ministration, what  he  meant  was,  that  the 
administration  of  affairs  in  Ireland  should 
be  on  the  principles  of  the  British  consti- 
tution—on those  principles  which  were 
recognised  as  the  only  ones  on  which  the 
conduct  of  affairs  could  be  carried  on  in 
England — namely,  that  the  law  should  be 
made  and  held  paramount ;  that  the  rights 
of  property  should  be  maintained  ;  and 
that  the  legislation  *and  administration 
should  be  conducted  for  the  good  of  the 
community,  and  not  frotn  any  party  or 
political  motives.  He  had  hoped  that  the 
noble  Lord  would  have  propounded  some 
such  policy  as  this :  and  as  a  part  of 
such  policy,  he  (Mr.  Hamilton)  would  have 
supported  him  in  the  Bill  before  the  House. 
He  had  watched  anxiously  the  speech  of 
the  noble  Lord,  and  he  was  unable  to  dis- 
cover any  indication  of  such  a  policy :  on 
the  contrary,  the  Bill  itself,  and  nearly 
every  Government  Bill  that  had  been  laid 


1015  Lord  Lietaenancy  Abolition   {COMMONS} 


(Ireland)  Bill. 


1016 


on  the  table  this  year,  indicated  a  different 
policy.  In  all  there  was  a  tendency  to 
centralise,  and  a  jealousy  of  the  local 
authorities.  The  Bill  for  the  abolition  of 
the  Lord  Lieutenancy  increases  the  power 
of  the  Poor  Law  Commissioners  —  the 
Petty  Sessions  Bill  contained  most  absurd 
proyisions  indicative  of  their  policy — the 
magistrates  were  not  of  themselves  even 
allowed  to  fix  the  day  for  petty  sessions, 
or  a  place  for  keeping  their  books  without 
the  consent  of  the  Government.  Would 
such  a  thing  be  tolerated  in  England  ?  In 
the  same  way  the  Medical  Charities  Bill 
was  full  of  the  centralisation  principle.  It 
seemed  from  the  measures  of  Government 
that  Ireland  was  henceforth  to  be  ruled  by 
boards.  The  Poor  Law  Commissioners, 
the  Board  of  Works,  the  Board  of  Health, 
were  to  be  her  governors.  Now,  he  did 
not  hesitate  to  say  that  the  abolition  of 
the  Lord  Lieutenant — except,  as  a  part  of 
a  new  policy  and  of  a  new  system  on  Eng- 
lish principles — would  bo  an  injury  instead 
of  an  advantage.  There  could  be  no 
doubt  it  would  injure  Dublin  and  its  mer- 
cantile interests.  It  would  give  increased 
political  power  to  the  Lord  Chancellor  of 
Ireland,  who,  with  the  Privy  Council, 
would  constitute  the  local  government. 
He  thought  there  were  many  objections  to 
that.  Again,  how  was  the  patronage  to 
be  dispensed  ?  Already,  there  were  com- 
plaints of  the  disposition  of  patronage  by 
the  Government  in  Downing-street  as  re- 
garded Irishmen.  The  right  hon.  Baronet 
opposite  the  Member  for  Harwich  had 
taken  offence  at  some  observations  that 
were  made  some  time  ago  as  regards  pat- 
ronage in  his  department.  It  was  not 
intended  to  blame  him  in  particular,  but  it 
was  quite  notorious,  and  was  strongly  felt 
in  Ireland,  that  in  foreign  appointments, 
and  in  India  and  the  colonies.  Irishmen 
did  not  receive  their  fair  share.  He  (Mr. 
Hamilton)  had  made  out  a  list  of  one 
department ;  there  were  twenty-two  colo- 
nial bishops  and  forty  dignitaries  ;  as  far 
as  he  could  discover,  not  one  of  them  was 
an  Irishman.  These  evils  would  bo  aggra- 
vated by  the  removal  of  the  Lord  Lieuten- 
ant. He  also  thought  the  time  and  man- 
ner of  bringing  forward  the  measure  was 
improper.  So  important  a  measure  involv- 
ing so  great  a  change  in  the  constitution  of 
Ireland,  ought  to  have  been  announced 
formally  in  the  Queen's  Speech.  Public 
attention  would  thus  have  been  directed  to 
it  in  the  proper  and  constitutional  manner. 
For  tbcBo  rcMom,  haying  given  iho  B\)b- 


ject  his  best  consideration,  he  felt  bound 
to  record  his  vote  against  the  second  read- 
ing of  the  Bill. 

Ma.  M.  0*C0NNELL  expected  that 
some  Member  of  the  Government  would 
have  favoured  the  House  with  a  lew 
reasons  for  the  necessity  of  passing  this 
Bill.  Failing  that,  however,  he  was  drivea 
to  look  at  the  arguments  adduced  on  the 
occasion  of  the  first  reading.  The  main 
argument  appeared  to  be,  that  there  had 
been  abuses  connected  with  the  office  in 
former  times,  and  that  the  parties  holding 
it  had  been  abused  in  all  times.  He  was 
not  there  to  deny  that  there  had  been  in- 
justice and  maladministration  by  Lord 
Lieutenants ;  but  the  argument,  if  it  were 
worth  anything,  went  not  only  against  all 
offices,  but  all  governments  also.  The  Bill 
left  the  Privy  Council  and  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor of  Ireland  to  carry  on  the  executive; 
so  that,  whilst  they  were  going  in  Eng- 
land to  separate  the  judicial  functions  of 
the  Lord  Chancellor  from  his  Parliament- 
ary functions,  in  Ireland  they  were  going 
to  superadd  to  his  judicial  functions  the 
duties  of  the  Lord  Lieutenant.  Another 
argument  in  favour  of  this  Bill  had  been 
founded  on  a  reference  to  Scotland.  The 
cases,  however,  were  not  parallel ;  for,  in 
the  Union  with  Scotland,  the  Church  of 
the  people  had  been  left  as  the  established 
Church  of  the  realm;  whilst  in  Ireland  the 
Church  of  the  few  had  been  made  all-do- 
minant. With  all  those  abuses  standing 
before  their  eyes,  and  patent  to  all  the 
world,  the  Ministers  of  the  Crown  con- 
tinued to  tell  the  House  that  the  cases  of 
Ireland  and  of  Scotland  were  alike.  Thej 
continued  to  tell  Parliament  that  the 
case  of  Scotland  was  a  precedent  that 
might  be  quoted  in  favour  of  the  measure 
which  they  now  proposed  for  removing  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  from  Ireland.  It  might 
be  all  very  well  for  them  to  talk  of  Scot- 
land, but  they  left  the  government  of  that 
country  to  Scotchmen ;  they  never  sent  a 
spendthrift  there  to  rule  the  people,  nor  a 
political  adventurer.  The  people  of  Ireland 
never  had  the  nomination  of  their  own 
Lord  Lieutenant;  they,  on  the  contrary, 
were  obliged  to  take  whomsoever  the  Eng- 
lish Government  for  the  time  being  thought 
proper  to  send.  Now,  in  the  course  of  the 
present  discussion,  they  had  heard  much  of 
the  evils  attendant  upon,  and  supposed  to 
be  inseparable  from,  the  administration  of 
the  government  of  Ireland  by  a  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant. But  he  maintained  that  those 
q.nW^'^^t^  Ti^Vi  \x!k&^^^x«.\^l^  {com.  the  ancient 
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practice  of  ruling  Ireland  by  means  of  a 
Viceroy.  The  present  system  was  the 
abuse  of  the  institution ;  and,  though  the 
remark  might  be  old,  it  was  not  the  less 
just,  that  no  argument  against  the  legiti- 
mate use  of  anything  ought  to  be  derived 
froth  its  abuse.  He  would  say  to  the  pre- 
sent Ministers  of  the  Crown,  *•  Reform 
the  abuse,  and  give  to  Ireland  the  benefit 
of  that  reform."  He  could  supply  to  the 
House  many  instances  in  which  the  pre- 
sence of  a  Lord  Lieutenant  in  Ireland  had 
been  of  the  highest  value  and  importance, 
not  merely  in  maintaining  order  within  the 
limits  of  the  kingdom,  but  in  preserving 
the  empire  intact.  In  1745,  when  Prince 
Charles  Edward  landed  in  Scotland,  and 
advanced  at  the  head  of  his  followers  as 
far  as  Derby,  the  Earl  of  Chesterfield  was 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland;  and  at 
that  critical  moment  what  kept  the  Catho- 
lics from  rising  on  behalf  of  the  exiled 
family  ?  Nothing  but  the  politic  character 
of  the  Earl  of  Chesterfield,  and  the  pro- 
found knowledge  of  human  nature  which 
he  possessed.  That  wise  and  able  man 
soothed  the  discontents  of  the  people,  and 
alleviated  the  mischiefs  produced  by  former 
Governments  in  Ireland;  there  was,  there- 
fore, no  rising  there  simultaneously  with 
the  rising  in  Scotland.  He  never,  in  his 
own  person,  had  occasion  to  transact  much 
business  with  the  Lord  Lieutenant ;  offici- 
ally he  knew  but  little  of  that  functionary; 
no  one,  however,  could  be  acquainted  with 
events  occurring  in  Ireland,  and  not  know 
that,  in  proposing  this  measure,  the  Go- 
vernment were  striking  the  first  blow 
against  the  connexion  subsisting  between 
the  two  countries.  It  appeared  to  him 
scarcely  possible  that  the  Government  of 
Ireland  could  be  safely  and  efficiently  car- 
ried on  unless  there  was  always  to  be  found 
on  the  spot  an  eminent  public  officer,  in- 
vested with  full  powers,  and  prepared  to 
exercise  those  powers.  He  knew  that  Mi- 
nisters would  tell  him  that  they,  by  the 
present  Bill,  gave  those  powers  to  the 
fourth  Secretary  of  State  in  Downing- 
street,  and  that  the  improved  facilities  of 
communication  rendered  such  an  officer 
quite  competent  to  the  task  of  governing 
Ireland;  but  surely  that  wonderful  ease  of 
transit  was  equally  available  in  Dublin  as 
in  London,  and  the  fourth  Secretary  of 
State  would  possess  no  advantage  denied  to 
the  Lord  Lieutenant.  Ho  desired  now  to 
come  to  the  argument  founded  upon  the 
economy  of  the  proposed  change.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Montrose  had  often  brought 


the  subject  under  their  notice,  but  he  had 
rested  his  arguments  chiefly  on  the  ground 
of  economy.  Now,  nothing  could  be  more 
manifest  than  that  it  would  not  effect  the 
saving  which  the  hon.  Member  for  Mon- 
trose anticipated.  His  opinion,  deliberately 
adopted,  was,  that  they  would  effect  no 
saving  whatever  by  the  removal  of  the 
Lord  Lieutenant ;  and  they  would  prevent 
the  spending  of  a  certainly  small  sum-^ 
only  54,000?.  a  year — ^in  the  capital  of 
Ireland.  There  would,  he  repeated,  be  no 
saving  to  the  united  kingdom,  but  a  great 
loss  to  Ireland  individually.  Unless  the 
Government  could  show  a  very  great  saving, 
he  should  continue  to  hold  the  opinion  that 
the  sum  expended  in  Ireland,  however 
small,  was  a  great  loss  to  that  country ; 
and  that  the  empire  at  large  was  deeply 
injured  by  the  increasing  centralisation  of 
all  the  powers  of  Government  in  this  me- 
tropolis. 

Colonel  DUNNE  thought  that  the  Irish 
Members  had  derived  no  encouragement 
from  the  debate  which  should  induce  them 
to  draw  tighter  the  bonds  between  the  two 
countries.  On  the  last  night  of  the  de- 
bate, one  of  the  Secretaries  of  State  was 
left  to  answer  the  charges  made  by  hon. 
Members  as  best  he  could  ;  and  this  night 
the  noble  Lord,  trusting  to*  a  majority  in 
that  House,  and  to  the  newspapers  which 
vilified  the  motives  of  his  opponents,  had 
taken  off  his  hat,  and  asked  them  to 
abolish  the  office  of  Viceroy  of  Ireland. 
He  protested  against  this  measure.  It 
was  fifty  years  since  centralisation  had 
been  attempted,  and  during  that  fifty  years 
Great  Britain  had  attained  a  high  pinnacle 
of  glory.  What  advantage  had,  durmg 
the  same  time,  accrued  to  Ireland,  who 
shared  in  those  conquests  by  sea  and  land 
which  rendered  England  great?  The 
Irish  Members,  being  but  one  to  ^ve  in 
that  House,  could  do  nothing  but  protest 
against  their  legislation.  In  the  year  '98, 
Ireland  owed  but  nine  millions  and  a  half 
— she  now  owed  one  hundred  and  thirty- 
four  millions  and  a  half;  and  how  was  this 
incurred  ?  By  wars  in  acquiring  those  co- 
lonics by  which  England  enriched  himself. 
Their  trade  to  the  colonies  had  scarcely 
increased  since  the  Union.  Before  that 
period,  there  were  Peers  and  commoners 
residing  in  Dublin.  One  hundred  Peers 
had  residences  there,  and  now  he  knew  of 
but  one,  and  so  depreciated  had  house  pro- 
perty in  that  city  become,  that  some 
houses  which  had  been  mortgaged  for 
20,000i.  were  lately  sold  for  d.QQOf.  TVs&vt 
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taxes  were  increased,  their  trade  was  de- 

Eressed,  and,  bj  the  repeal  of  the  com 
kws,  their  agriculture  had  suffered ;  in 
return  for  which  they  had  got  free  trade, 
which  was  no  free  trade  except  to  the  fo- 
reigner. The  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of 
the  Government  had  stated  that  it  was  not 
the  intention  of  the  Goyemment  to  remove 
the  law  courts  from  Dublin.  This  would 
come  to  pass  in  time,  and  they  should  not 
trust  the  assertions  of  a  Minister,  for  no 
Minister  could  answer  for  the  acts  of  his 
successor.  In  1846,  when  there  had  been 
a  discussion  on  this  same  subject,  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Tam- 
worth  had  declared,  not  that  it  would  be 
impossible  to  remove  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
from  Ireland,  but ''  that  it  must  be  done 
with  the  will  and  the  wish  of  all  the  Irish 
people."  The  people  did  not  wish  it :  he, 
as  one  of  their  representatives,  protested 
against  it.  It  was  alleged,  as  two  reasons 
for  abolishing  the  office,  that  Lords  Lieu- 
tenant governed  by  corruption,  and  that 
libels  were  heaped  on  their  characters. 
The  corruption  was  derived  from  the  foun- 
tain-head in  Downing-street ;  and  as  to 
the  other  reason,  a  governor  of  Ireland 
should  be  above  libel.  To  proper  censure 
he  might  be  liable;  and  a  fear  of  public 
opinion  being  unfavourable  to  him,  would 
be  the  best  motive  for  inducing  him  to 
govern  with  justice.  He  had  lately  noticed, 
with  great  surprise,  an  article  in  a  paper 
remarkable  for  its  aptitude  at  cooking  sta- 
tistics, and  also  as  enjoying  the  confidence 
of  the  Government  —  the  Economist — 
showing  the  rapid  prosperity  of  Ireland. 
Nothing  was  more  calculated  to  mislead 
public  opinion  than  such  paragraphs,  in 
papers  supposed  to  be  clothed  in  official 
authority;  and  he  was  sure  that  the  paper 
in  question  had  no  such  authority  for  mak- 
ing the  statements,  which  were  a  tissue 
of  misrepresentations.  Such  statements 
might  be  taken  as  a  specimen  of  the  kind 
of  information  upon  which  the  people  of 
England  were  expected  to  form  a  correct 
opinion  upon  Irish  affairs.  The  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  for  Middlesex  had  ridi- 
culed what  he  called  the  mock  royalty  of 
the  Lord  Lieutenancy.  But  if  this  was  an 
objection,  it  was  an  objection  which  ap- 
plied wherever  a  Viceroy  existed.  If  the 
Lord  Lieutenancy  be  done  away — if  the 
people  of  Ireland — ^the  most  loyal  people 
upon  the  face  of  the  earth — are  to  be  de- 
prived of  the  presence  of  a  representative 
of  their  Sovereign  in  Dublin — ^let  an  as- 
surance be  given,  as  fiur  as  an  aasoranee 


can  be  given  on  such  a  snbjeety  that  the 
presence  of  the  Sovereign  mrself  mmj  be 
occasionally  depended  upon.  The  tig^ 
hon.  Member  for  Tamworth,  when  arguing. 
in  1846,  against  the  abolition  of  the  Lord 
Lieutenancy,  stated  most  truly  tiiat  one  of 
the  effects  would  be  to  increase  the  amoiml 
of  absenteeism.  He  (Colonel  Dunne)  was 
of  opinion  that  the  same  resolt  woold  in- 
evitably follow  from  the  adoptton  of  the 
present  measure,  and  that  it  would  inereaae 
the  plague  spot  of  Ireland  instead  of  re- 
moving it.  He  thought  it  would  he  far 
wiser  to  pass  laws  to  discourage  and  pfe> 
vent  absenteeism,  rather  than  to  promote 
it.  For  the  reasons  enumerated,  he  would 
give  every  opposition  in  his  power  to  the 
progress  of  the  Bill,  and,  in  doing  ao,  he 
considered  he  was  acting  a  eonsiatent  and 
honest  part  towards  Ireland. 

Mb.  roebuck  might  ask  what  waa 
the  real  question  before  the  House,  beoauia 
from  the  multitudinous  array  of  argumeata 
which  had  been  brought  forward,  one  eould 
hardly  believe  but  that  they  were  engi^ged 
in  a  general  debate,  not  only  upon  the 
measures  of  the  present  year,  as  regarded 
Ireland,  but  of  every  year  since  the  union 
of  the  two  kingdoms.  It  was  psopoted  by 
the  Bill  before  the  House  that  the  oflbe 
of  Lord  Lieutenant  in  Ireland  should  eeaaa 
to  exist;  and  therefore  the  question  before 
them  was—whether  that  was  an  alteration 
which  would  be  for  the  benefit  of  the  people 
of  Ireland  ?  The  hon.  and  learned  Qen* 
tleman  the  Member  for  the  University  of 
Dublin  said  he  wished  to  see  the  Govern- 
ment of  Ireland  so  like  the  Government  of 
England,  that  nobody  could  distinguish  the 
one  from  the  other.  In  that  case  they 
would  find  in  Ireland  counties  and  boroughs 
governing  themselves  exactly  as  they  did 
in  England,  and  the  same  system  in  every 
respect  in  operation;  but  then  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  desired  that  there  ahould 
be  in  Dublin  an  officer  called  the  Lord 
Lieutenant.  Now,  what  did  that  Lord 
Lieutenant  do  for  Ireland  ?  He  asked 
those  who  contended  for  the  existence  of 
that  functionary,  to  point  out,  not  by  refer- 
ences to  past  history,  but  to  the  present 
state  of  Ireland,  what  benefit  was  oonferred 
upon  that  country  by  his  presence  there  f 
He  denied  that  were  was  any  hostility  on 
the  part  of  the  English  people  to  Ireland. 
Those  who  said  there  was,  eould  not  pmni 
out  a  smgle  effect  of  legislation  since  the 
beginning  of  the  Reformed  Parliament, 
except  one  Act,  in  which  there  had  been 
expressed  any  hostile  feeling  towarda  Ir^ 
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land.  It  had  been  said  England  ruined 
the  manufacturers  of  Ireland.  That  he 
acknowledged;  bnt  when?  Were  they 
to  look  back  upon  the  page  of  history  with- 
out reference  to  the  circumstances  that 
then  governed  men,  and  ask  if  the  English 
Parliament,  in  the  reign  of  William  III. 
in  that  of  Anne,  or  of  George  III.  or  even 
of  George  IV.  could  be  contrasted  with 
the  present  House  of  Commons  ?  Let  any 
one  point  out  the  Act  injurious  to  the  ma- 
nufacturers of  Ireland  paiised  in  the  present 
day  ?  [An  Hon.  Mbmbsr  :  The  abolition 
of  the  com  law.]  An  hon.  Member  spoke 
of  the  com  laws.  Now,  what  was  the  fact? 
The  English  people  provided  money  during 
the  famine,  ana  it  went  to  buy  foreign 
com  abroad  to  feed  the  Irish  people;  and 
yet  they  had  been  charged  with  sending 
their  money  abroad,  and  not  thinking  of 
the  people  of  Ireland.  Could  there  be  a 
more  senseless  complaint  than  that  f  And 
he  was  ready  to  maintain  that,  whatever 
might  be  the  case  with  Irish  landlords, 
the  abolition  of  the  oora  laws  had  been  an 
inestimable  boon  to  the  great  mass  of  the 
Irish  people.  But,  the  question  recurred, 
what  had  Ireland  received  from  its  mock 
Royalty  ?  They  were  told  that  it  was  the 
means  of  Imnging  up  to  Dublin  Irish  gen- 
tlemen and  ladies  to  go  through  an  imita- 
tion of  what  took  place  in  St.  James's ; 
and  then  they  were  further  told  that  there 
had  been  a  rapid  diminution  of  property  in 
Dublin.  But  had  not  all  this  poverty  been 
created  during  the  existence  of  a  Lord 
Lieutenant,  and  were  they  likely  to  be 
worse  after  his  removal  ?  If  the  office  were 
abolished,  would  not  the  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land be  seen  in  that  House  with  full  power 
and  responsibility,  ready  to  answer  at  that 
table  for  every  act  and  deed  he  committed? 
But  at  present  he  shrouded  himself  under 
the  covers  of  divided  authority  in  Ireland. 
To  take  an  illustration  from  the  poor-law 
in  this  country,  formerly  there  were  con- 
stant complaints  and  universal  discontent 
with  the  working  of  that  law;  but  from  the 
time  that  the  board  was  changed,  and  one 
Commissioner  brought  into  that  House,  the 
rule  was,  a  fault  found  a  fault  answered, 
discontent  and  dissatisfaction  disappeared, 
and  perfect  contentment  followed.  In  the 
same  way  when  the  Secretary  for  Ireland 
was  made  really  responsible,  they  woviM 
find  him  with  not  half  of  the  government, 
but  the  whole  of  the  goverameni  in  his 
hands,  and  the  Irish  Members  able  to  deal 
with  him  in  his  place*  fie  asked  whorein, 
after  this  alteration^  was  the  poasihi^ty  of 


evil  to  Ireland  ?  The  only  objection  was, 
that  the  Court  would  be  withdrawn  from 
Dublin,  and  that  the  shopkeepers  would 
thereby  suffer;  but  was  that  an  argument 
which  ought  to  influence  the  House  ?  He 
hoped  that  by  breaking  down  the  petty  in- 
trigue which  characterised  the  present 
state  of  things  they  would  give  the  Govern- 
ment of  Ireland  an  imperial  character,  and, 
by  making  it  imperial,  promote  the  inter- 
ests of  England  and  Ireland  under  the 
same  system  of  a  free  and  liberal  adminis- 
tration of  public  affairs. 

Mr.  CONOLLT,  m  supporting  the  BiU, 
expressed  a  wish  that  the  hon.  and  learn- 
ed Member  for  Sheffield  had,  in  doing  the 
same  thing,  rested  his  arguments  more  on 
the  real  points  of  the  question  before  the 
House,  and  indulged  less  in  those  person- 
alities, of  which,  he  regretted  to  say,  he 
made  too  liberal  use.  He  (Mr.  Conolly) 
thoueht  that  the  abolition  of  this  office 
cotda  fairly  be  argued  on  grounds  of  na- 
tional policy;  and  that  it  was  for  the  in- 
terest of  Ireland  at  large  that  the  office 
should  be  done  away  with.  There  i^ 
peared  to  be  no  real  ground  of  opposition 
offered  to  the  measure,  but  that  of  the 
city  of  Dublin;  and,  such  being  the  case, 
he  thought  it  was  the  duty  of  the  Govern-* 
ment  to  persevere  with  it.  It  was  an  old 
and  acknowledged  maxim,  that  union  was 
strength;  and  it  was  on  the  principle  that 
the  union  between  England  and  Ireland 
was  for  the  benefit  of  the  imperial  consti- 
tution that  that  union  was  originaUy  pro- 
moted by  Mr.  Pitt.  He  believed,  there- 
fore, that  they  were  only  carrying  out  Mr. 
Pitt's  policy  in  removing  this  last  obstacle 
to  the  real  union  of  the  two  kingdoms. 
On  that  ground,  he  supported  the  mea- 
sure. He  believed  it  was  a  measure  for 
the  benefit  of  Ireland,  for  whose  welfare 
and  future  good  government  he  considered 
it  was  of  great  importance  that  they  should 
have  in  that  House  a  responsible  Irish  Sec* 
rectary. 

Mr.  OROGAN  considered  it  as  some- 
what remarkable  that  on  a  Bill  of  such  im- 
portance as  that  then  before  them — a  Bill 
for  the  abolishing  an  office  which  had  ex- 
isted in  Ireland  for  centuries — no  Member 
of  the  Cabinet  should^  up  to  that  moment, 
have  addressed  the  House.  The  first  per* 
■on  to  speak  in  favour  of  it  was  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Sheffield,  a  Gkn- 
tieman  whose  arguments  were  easily  an- 
swered. That  hen.  Gentleman,  and  the 
hon.  Member  for  Donegal,  were  the  only 
penona  losoppori  the  ffiH.    Thekoa.  uHi 
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learned  Member  for  Sheffield  desired  to 
abolish  the  office  of  Lord  Lieutenant  on 
the  ground  that  they  would  have  a  respon- 
sible Secretary  in  that  House.  Why,  that 
might  be  attained  by  having  the  Secretary 
for  Ireland  a  Member  of  the  Cabinet — that 
which  the  present  Irish  Secretary  was  not; 
but  that  the  preceding  Irish  Secretaries  had 
been.  There  was,  then,  no  necessity  for 
making  this  change,  and  in  so  doing  abol- 
ishing an  office,  when  it  was  notorious  that 
the  Irish  people  were  induced  to  support 
the  Union  on  the  promise  that  a  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant should  be  continued.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Sheffield  boasted  of 
what  the  Reform  Parliament  had  done  for 
Ireland.  He  (Mr.  Grogan)  said  that  the 
policy  pursued  by  that  Parliament — ^he  said 
nothing  of  its  motives — ^had  been  most  in- 
jurious in  its  consequences  to  Ireland.  The 
trade  of  Ireland  had  been  destroyed,  upon 
an  application  from  the  Parliament  here 
to  that  effect.  The  woollen  trade  had  been 
so  destroyed;  but  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  said  that  no  such  thing  could 
occur  at  the  present  day.  What  was  the 
fact?  That  which  was  the  only  trade  of 
Ireland — its  agriculture — was  annihilated; 
and  this  happened  for  the  benefit  of  the 
manufacturing  interests  here,  who  deemed 
it  to  be  very  convenient  to  increase  their 
foreign  trade.  He  asked  them  what  sin- 
gle interest  of  Ireland  had  been  benefited 
by  their  legislation  ?  Let  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Sheffield  show  him 
one  class  in  Ireland  that  had  been  bene- 
fited by  their  legislation.  He  (Mr.  Grogan) 
could  point  to  many  that  had  been  injured 
by  it.  That  which  they  complained  of  in 
Ireland  was  the  system  of  centralisation — 
the  system  which  promoted  absenteeism 
from  Ireland;  and  the  noble  Lord's  argu- 
ment in  favour  of  his  Bill  went  to  show 
that  the  evil  would  be  extended  still  further 
by  this  Bill.  The  policy  for  establishing  a 
fourth  Secretary  of  State  was  more  than 
doubtful;  and  as  to  their  policy,  it  was 
proved  by  the  fact  that  in  the  short  space 
of  three  years  not  less  than  500,000  acres 
of  wheat  land  had  been  thrown  out  of  cul- 
tivation. 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL  said,  that  the  hon. 
Member  who  had  just  sat  down  seemed 
surprised  that  no  Member  of  the  Govern- 
ment had  yet  risen  in  defence  of  the  mea- 
sure now  before  the  House.  But  the  hon. 
Gentleman,  and  those  who  preceded  him, 
could  not,  he  thought,  fail  to  perceive  that 
the  Government  had  taken  the  usual  course; 
and  that  after  introducing  the  measure, 


and  stating  the  reasons  which  had  induced 
the  Government  to  bring  it  forward,  thej 
had  been  waiting,  on  the  second  reading* 
to  hear  what  objections  could  be  urged 
against  it.  Having  waited,  therefore,  he 
found  from  hon.  Gentlemen  that  in  fact  the 
objections  which  they  had  to  urge  were 
not  directed  against  the  present  measure; 
but,  whether  they  were  good  or  bad,  were 
almost  all  directed  against  legislation  by 
Parliament  for  the  united  kingdom,  and 
if  these  objections  were  good  for  anything, 
they  tended,  not  to  maintain  a  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant in  Ireland,  but  to  repeal  the  Union. 
One  of  the  topics  on  which  the  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen dwelt,  namely,  the  repeal  of  the 
com  laws,  which  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  Portarlington  said  had  been 
most  injurious  to  Ireland,  was  not  connect- 
ed in  any  way  with  the  maintenance  of  the 
Lord  Lieutenant.  The  decision  for  a  re- 
peal of  the  corn  laws  was  come  to  by  a 
Parliament  of  the  united  kingdom  ;  and 
unless  there  had  been  a  Parliament  sitting 
in  Dublin,  that  Act  was  sure  to  have  pass- 
ed, whether  there  was  a  Lord  Lieutenant 
or  not.  The  arguments  which  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen had  used,  in  some  cases  unceremo- 
niously, had  put  them,  not  in  the  situation 
of  objectoi*s  to  the  removal  of  the  Lord 
Lieutenant,  but  of  repealers  of  the  legis- 
lative Union.  He  would  not  now  enter 
into  the  question  of  the  injuries  said  to 
have  been  inflicted  on  Ireland  by  William 
III.;  he  gave  up  William  III.  to  those 
Gentlemen  who  had  been  pleased  to  at- 
tack him,  and  abandoned  his  memory 
altogether.  The  question  at  present  be- 
fore the  House  was  that  of  the  mainte- 
nance or  abolition  of  the  office  of  Lord 
Lieutenant.  Hon.  Gentlemen  seemed  to 
think  that,  by  pronouncing  a  single  word, 
they  uttered  the  condemnation  of  a  mea- 
sure which  the  Government  had  brought 
forward  after  considerable  deliberation. 
They  said  that  the  measure  tended  to 
**  centralisation " — a  word  now  in  very 
common  use.  There  were  occasions  when 
that  word  was  properly  used,  as  when  local 
powers  were  proposed  to  be  transferred  to 
the  central  Government;  it  might  be  ar- 
gued, whether  rightly  or  wrongly,  that 
these  local  powers  ought  to  be  preserved, 
and  that  such  centralisation  should  not 
take  place.  With  respect  to  the  Imperial' 
parts  of  administration,  he  had  never  heard 
any  one  deny,  unless  there  were  insuper- 
able objections  to  it,  that  it  was  desirable 
to  have  the  Government  in  one  place,  so 
that  persons  in  different  departments  might 
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readily  confer  with  each  other — that  Min- 
isters might  easily  communicate  with  their 
Colleagues,  so  that  thej  might  he  enahled 
to  form  their  measures  in  such  a  way  as 
was  calculated  to  promote  the  general  wel- 
fare of  the  empire.  These  were  advan- 
tages which  he  helieved  no  one  had  denied. 
The  objection  hitherto  urged  against  the 
adoption  of  such  a  measure  as  the  present, 
was  the  time  that  was  consumed  in  making 
communications  with  Ireland.  This  argu- 
ment might  have  been  of  a  valid  character 
formerly;  and  at  present,  with  regard  to 
particular  parts  6f  the  empire,  it  was  of  a 
binding  character.  With  regard  to  India 
and  Canada,  those  countries  must  have  a 
local  administration ;  for  it  never  could 
happen  that  they  could  communicate  in 
due  time  with  India  and  Canada  in  the 
affairs  of  these  countries.  Did  this  ob- 
stacle now  exist  with  regard  to  Ireland? 
He  recollected  the  time  when  a  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant might  be  three  or  four  days  per- 
forming his  journey  to  Holyhead,  and  be 
forty-eight  hours  more  on  his  voyage  to 
Dublin;  or  even,  as  had  happened,  he  might 
be  a  week  at  sea.  At  that  time  the  Go- 
vernment might  justly  say  that  it  could 
not  trust  to  the  winds,  or  to  the  chances 
of  the  delays  of  a  long  journey,  and  there- 
fore they  must  place  a  man  in  Ireland  with 
the  power  of  administering  the  affairs  of 
that  country  in  his  own  hands ;  by  those 
means  avoiding  the  stormy  and  adverse 
gales  that  ;might  impede  the  intercourse 
between  the  two  countries.  But  now  these 
evils  had  been  done  away  with;  and  by 
means  of  the  progress  of  mechanical 
science,  they  had  succeeded  in  doing  that 
which  the  gods  had  formerly  been  called 
upon  in  vain  to  do,  namely,  annihilate 
space  and  time.  Those  objections  and 
obstacles  which  formerly  were  urged  no 
longer  exist ;  so  that  they  might  now  ob- 
serve the  rule,  that  there  should  be  one 
eeneral  Government  for  the  united  king- 
dom, which  should  take  upon  itself  the 
administration  of  affairs.  This  was  the 
reason  for  the  introduction  of  the  Bill  be- 
fore the  House  at  the  present  time.  He 
had  stated,  on  a  former  occasion,  the  gen- 
eral reasons  and  arguments  in  favour  of 
this  measure;  and  he  had  also  stated  some 
evils  which  were  connected  with  the  con- 
tinuation of  the  Lord  Lieutenant  in  Dub- 
lin ;  and  he  had  hitherto  heard  no  answer 
to  them.  He  had  said,  he  thought  that 
party  spirit  in  Ireland,  which  was  generally 
of  a  very  violent  and  vehement  nature,  was 
embittered  by  the  continuance  of  a  separ* 
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ate  authority  in  that  country;  for  if  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  was  known  to  be  favour- 
able to  one  of  these  parties,  it  gave  rise  to 
great  hostility  on  the  part  of  the  other 
party,  and  thus  it  proved  most  injurious  to 
the  general  administration  of  the  country. 
He  did  not  wish  te  repeat  to  the  House 
what  he  said  on  that  occasion ;  but  there 
were  instances  which  must  be  in  the  recol- 
lection of  all.  Such,  for  instance,  as  the 
hostility  manifested  towards  the  Govern* 
ment  of  the  Marquess  of  Normanby  by  a 
great  part  of  the  nobility  and  gentry  of 
Ireland;  and,  on  the  other  hand,  the  hos- 
tility shown  by  large  masses  of  the  people 
to  the  administration  of  a  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  opposite  politics.  In  such  instances, 
they  found  party  spirit  of  a  far  more  bitter 
nature  than  it  would  have  been  if  the  ad- 
ministration of  affairs  had  rested  in  thb 
count nr.  Hon.  Members  had  stated  that 
a  number  of  gentlemen  residing  in  different 
parts  of  Ireland  went  at  particular  seasons 
to  Dublin,  in  consequence  of  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  holding  a  court  there,  and  that 
their  expenditure  in  consequence  amounted 
to  a  large  sum.  This  might,  no  doubt,  be 
a  very  excellent  reason  for  the  representa- 
tives of  Dublin  to  urge ;  but  if  there  was 
no  court  at  that  place,  the  gentlemen 
would  still  have  their  money  to  spend: 
and,  for  his  own  part,  he  believed  it  would 
be  more  advantageous  if  they  spent  it  in 
living  on  their  own  estates,  than  in  going 
to  a  distance  to  do  so.  He  did  not  see  any 
reason,  as  the  two  countries  were  so  close, 
for  the  necessity  of  having  more  than  one 
Court,  which  would  be  held  by  the  Sove- 
reign of  the  united  kingdom ;  nor  did  he 
perceive  the  necessity  of  there  being  a 
reflection  and  imitation  of  Royalty  in  Dub- 
lin. The  reason  he  had  just  alluded  to 
could  apply  only  to  Dublin ;  but,  with  re- 
spect to  Cork  or  Limerick,  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant*s  court  could  have  no  more  to  do 
with  those  places  than  if  it  was  in  London. 
The  same  facilities  for  communications 
from  these  places  would  exist  with  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  in  thb  country  as  there 
now  was  with  the  Lord  Lieutenant.  That 
part  of  the  Bill  which  he  had  heard  the 
most  objected  to,  but  into  which  he  did  not 
then  wish  to  enter,  was  in  respect  to  the 
appointing  an  additional  Secretary  of 
State.  It  was  said  that  it  would  be  much 
better  to  have  but  one  Secretary  of  State 
to  administer  the  whole  of  the  internal  af- 
fairs of  the  united  kingdom;  but  when  they 
went  into  Committee  on  the  Bill,  he  should 
be  able  to  show  that  there  were  so  many 
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qnestions  of  administration  relating  to  Ire- 
land constantly  arising,  that  it  was  desirable 
there  should  be  a  Minister  to  have  this  depart- 
ment, and  this  department  only,  and  who 
should  be  responsible  for  its  administration. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  who  spoke  last  said, 
that  all  the  advantages  which  were  pro- 
posed to  be  attained  by  haying  this  addi- 
tional Secretary  of  State  could  be  effected 
by  the  Secretary  for  Ireland,  as  the  office 
was  now  constituted,  having  a  seat  in  the 
Cabinet;  but  the  hon.  Gentleman  did  not 
see  the  weight  of  the  objection  to  this,  as 
the  circumstance  was,  that  the  Chief  Sec- 
retary was  only  the  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant.  The  Cabinet  was  appointed  for 
the  whole  kingdom,  in  which  the  Ministers 
of  the  sereral  departments  had  to  bring 
forward  their  different  propositions  for  con- 
sideration in  framing  instructions  for  the 
administration  of  affairs,  so  that  when  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  was  sitting  in 
the  Cabinet,  he  was  giving  orders  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant;  but  immediately  on  his 
arrival  in  Ireland,  the  Lord  Lieutenant  was 
his  master.     This  was   an  anomaly  that 
could  not  be  got  over,  and  he  believed  that 
great  inconveniences  arose  in  the  adminis- 
tration of  Irish  affairs,  in  consequence  of 
there  not  being  a  person  in  this  country 
who  was  responsible  for  that  department, 
with  whom  the  rest  of  the  Government 
could  communicate  from  day  to  day.   That 
advantage  would  be  obtained  by  passing 
this  measure.     They  would  thus  nave  a 
Minister  who  would  be  able  directly  to  con- 
fer with  his  Colleagues  on  the  measures  to 
be  brought  forward,  and  who  would  be  able 
to  defend  either  in  that  or  the  other  House 
of  Parliament  the  administration  of  any 
measures  for  which  he  might  be  respon- 
sible, and  could  show  whether  or  not  he 
was  pursuing  such  a  course  as  would  afford 
satisfaction  to  Ireland,  and  at  the  same 
time  promote  the  great  interests  of  the 
empire  at  large.     He  believed  this  change 
would  tend  more  and  more  to  make  the 
legislation  for  Ireland  similar  to  that  for 
Enghind.     The  hon.  Member  for  the  Uni- 
versity of  Dublin  said,  if  he  (Lord  J.  Rus- 
sell) had  stated  that  the  object  of  this  mea- 
sure was  to  make  a  change  in  the  legisla- 
tion for  Ireland,  so  as  to  make  it  more  in 
harmony  with  the  legislation  of  this  coon- 
try,  he  should  not  have  opposed  it.     Now 
he  (Lord  J.  Russell)  thought  that  it  was 
quite  unnecoesary  on  his  part  to  make  any 
such  statement,  for  he  had  hardly  ever 
spoken  on  an  Irish  subject  in  which  he  had 
not  dwelt  on  the  importance  and  advantage 


of  attaining  that  object.  He  would  refer 
on  this  point  to  what  he  had  said  on  the 
Municipal  Corporations  Bill  for  Ireland » 
when  he  had  repeatedly  urged  upon  the 
House  his  anxious  desire  that  the  Irish 
should  feel  that  they  enjoyed  all  the  ad- 
vantages and  privileges  possessed  by  the 
inhabitants  of  this  part  of  the  united  king- 
dom. '  The  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for 
Portarlington  must  excuse  him  (Lord  J. 
Russell)  when  he  referred  to  the  rather  ex- 
traordinary language  which  fell  from  him 
just  after  that  House  had  declared  that  it 
would  make  a  large  extension  of  the  fraa- 
chise  in  Ireland,  and  make  it  as  far  aspoa- 
sible  correspond  with  the  franchise  which 
the  people  of  England  enjoyed.  When  a 
large  majority  of  the  House  had  so  recently 
adopted  a  measure  for  that  purpose,  it  was 
rather  disappointing  to  hear  an  hon.  Mem- 
ber say  that  no  measures  had  been  brought 
forwaitl  by  the  Government,  or  supported 
and  adopted  by  that  House,  which  were 
not  introduced  for  the  injury  of  Ireland. 
They  had  heard  a  mat  deal  respecting 
ministers*  money,  and  the  evils  which  arose 
from  its  being  levied  in  Ireland;  and  no 
doubt  when  they  met  next  year,  and  Her 
Majesty's  Ministers  brought  forward  a  mei^ 
sure  for  its  abolition,  they  would  be  told 
that  ministers'  money  was  a  blessing  to 
Ireland,  and  that  nothing  but  a  determine 
tion  on  the  part  of  the  Government  for  the 
ruin  of  Ireland  could  have  induced  it  to 
propose  such  a  Bill.  Such  was  the  mode 
in  which  some  Gentlemen  argued  on  the 
affairs  of  Ireland.  This  measure  had  been 
under  consideration  ever  since  the  Eaii  of 
Clarendon  had  been  sent  to  Ireland;  and 
last  August  he  (Lord  J.  Russell)  wrote  to  the 
Earl  of  Clarendon,  and  having  referred  to  the 
termination  of  the  famine  in  I847»  and  to 
there  being  an  end  of  the  perils  of  1848, 
he  asked  whether  he  should  be  justified*  in 
the  course  of  the  present  Session,  in  bring- 
ing forward  a  measure  for  the  abolition  of 
the  office  of  the  Lord  Lieutenant  Hia 
noble  Friend  after  having  given  the  moat 
mature  consideration  to  the  matter,  ae- 
sentcd  to  the  proposal,  and  it  was  in  con- 
sequence, with  his  advice  and  counsel,  the 
measure  had  been  brought  forward. 

Mb.  ANSTEY  said,  as  he,  with  many 
other  hon.  Members  oonneeted  with  Ire* 
land,  were  anxious  to  address  the  Honaa 
on  this  subject,  but  who  had  not  been  foiu 
tunate  enough  to  catch  the  Speaker's  eye« 
he  thought  it  was  not  too  much  on  hia 
part  to  ask  for  an  adjournment  of  the  de- 
bate, notwithstanding  the  understanding 
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that  prevailed  during  the  Session  that  a 
debate  should  not  be  adjourned  after  the 
Prime  Minister  had  addressed  the  House. 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL  would  not  agree 
to  an  adjournment.  He  trusted  the  very 
useful  course  which  had  been  adopted  dur- 
ing the  present  Session,  of  abstaining  as 
far  as  possible  from  having  adjourned  de- 
bates, would  not  be  departed  from  in  this 
instance,  aa  the  measure  would  be  often 
under  discussion  in  its  future  stages. 

Mr.  T.  M*CULLAGH  thought  it  would 
be  better  at  once  to  assent  to  the  adjourn- 
ment, as  it  was  desirable  that  the  people 
of  Ireland  should  see  that  the  measure 
had  been  fully  discussed. 

Mr.  F.  FRENCH  observed,  that  there 
were  Members  in  that  House,  both  Irish 
and  English,  whose  opinions  it  was  most 
desirable  to  have  on  this  subject.  He  be- 
lieved the  greatest  man  in  England,  the 
Duke  of  Wellington,  had  not  changed  his 
opinion  as  to  the  inexpediency  of  such  a 
measure  as  this.  He  believed  also  the 
right  hou.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Tam- 
worth  had  not  changed  his  opinion  on  the 
subject ;  and  it  was  most  desirable,  before 
they  went  to  a  division,  that  that  right 
hon.  Gentleman  should  let  the  House  know 
what  he  thought  of  this  measure. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  put,  '*  That 
the  debate  be  now  adjourned." 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  63;  Noes 
188:  Majority  125. 

Question  again  proposed. 

Mr.  E.  B.  ROCHE  moved  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  debate,  on  the  ground  that 
the  discussion  had  not  commenced  before 
half-past  eight,  and  there  had  not  been 
afforded  an  opportunity  of  fully  considering 
the  Bill. 

Whereupon  Motion  made,  and  Question 
proposed,  "  That  this  House  do  now  ad- 
journ." 

The  O'GORMAN  MAHON  seconded 
the  Motion,  and  declared  his  willingness 
to  persevere  till  six  o'clock  in  the  morning 
to  gain  his  point.  He  thought  Irish  Mem- 
bers should  have  an  opportunity  of  stating 
their  opinions  upon  a  Bill  of  such  magni- 
tude. 

Sir  R.  PEEL  said,  he  had  given  his 
vote  for  the  adjournment,  as  he  did  not 
think  it  unreasonable  that,  considering 
only  four  hours  had  been  appropriated  to 
discuss  the  second  reading  of  a  Bill  making 
such  a  great  change  in  the  internal  admin- 
istration of  Ireland,  and  many  Irish  Gen- 
tlemen wished  to  declare  their  sentiments 
upon  it,  there  should  be  another  oppovto- 


nity  for  their  doing  so.  At  the  same  time 
that  he  was  desirous  of  deferring  to  the 
sense  of  the  majority  of  the  House,  and 
was  perfectly  prepared  to  state  his  opinion 
on  this  Bill,  jiving  however  precedence  to 
Irish  Gentlemen  on  this  subject;  yet,  aa 
he  saw  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Dublin  University  was  anxious  to  deliver 
his  opinions,  and  he  (Sir  R.  Peel)  had 
never  heard  a  speech  from  that  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  that  did  not  make  him 
desirous  of  hearing  him  again;  and  aa 
many  Irish  Members  wished  also  to  apeak, 
he  thought  the  Motion  for  an  adjournment 
was  not  unreasonable. 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL  said,  that  after 
the  division  which  had  just  been  come  to, 
he  was  readv  to  consent  to  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  aebate. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

•Debate  adjourned  till  Monday  next. 

The  House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  after 
One  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Tuesdojf,  June  11,  1850. 

BCnruTxs.]    Pubuo  Bills. — Reported, — Court  of 

Chaneerj  (CouDty  Palatine  of  LsDoaster). 
8*  RaUway  Audit  BiU  (No.  3). 

AUSTRALIAN  COLONIES  GOVERNMENT 

BILL. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  House  to  be 
put  into  Committee  read. 

House  in  Committee. 

LoKD  MONTE  AGLE  rose  to  bring  for- 
ward  the  Motion  of  which  he  had  given  no- 
tice. The  question  which  he  was  about 
to  raise  was  one  of  the  utmost  importance 
to  the  Australian  colonies,  in  relation  to 
their  primary  and  fundamental  interests. 
That  question  was,  whether,  in  establish- 
ing a  new  constitution  in  these  oolonies. 
Parliament  was  prepared  to  adopt  the 
principle  of  a  single  chamber,  or  whe- 
ther in  New  South  Wales  they  intended  to 
revert  to  the  old  constitutional  principle  of 
a  legislature  composed  of  two  chambers, 
analogous  to  the  order  of  things  established 
in  the  mother  oountry.  He  thought  that 
the  arguments  which  had  been  brought 
forward  in  favour  of  the  Bill  in  its  present 
stage  were  founded  upon  a  mistaKe  in  a 
matter  of  fact.  The  noble  Eari  at  the 
head  of  the  Colonial  Department  had  stated 
that  in  his  opinion,  the  voice  of  the  c<^ 
nists  had  been  pronounced  in  favour  of  a 
single  chamber.  Now,  he  should  endeavour 
to  show  iheir  Lordahipsy  upon  various  aulho- 
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rities,  and,  among  others,  upon  the  autho- 
rity of  his  noble  Friend  himself,  that  he 
was  in  error  in  asserting  that  a  govern- 
ment by  one  chamber  was  deemed  by  our 
Australian  colonies  preferable  to  a  legis- 
lature composed  of  two.  But  even  in  the 
absence  of  such  direct  proof,  he  presumed 
it  would  be  conceded  that  unless  there 
could  be  clearly  shown  to  exist  special 
and  exceptional  reasons  to  the  contrary, 
the  result  of  all  practical  experience  was 
such  as  strongly  to  recommend  the  adop- 
tion of  the  double  chamber  in  the  case 
now  before  the  House.  If  any  exceptional 
circumstances  did  exist,  he  wanted  to  know 
what  they  were.  If  on  a  late  occasion 
their  Lordships  had  wisely  consented  to 
hear  at  their  bar  authorities  upon  the  sub- 
ject, fully  competent,  as  they  were,  to 
speak  to  the  feeling  of  the  colonists,  much 
of  the  trouble  which  their  Lordships  would 
ha?e  to  endure  in  listening  to  his  argu- 
ment in  favour  of  a  double  chamber  might 
have  been  spared.  But  as  their  Lordships 
had  unfortunately  come  to  a  different  con- 
clusion, and  rejected  the  prayer  of  Mr. 
Lowe  and  Mr.  Scott's  petition,  in  the  ab- 
sence of  better  authority,  it  would  be  his 
duty  to  refer  to  evidence  already  existing 
and  bearing  upon  the  subject.  They  had 
already  had  the  experience  of  the  great 
colonial  possessions  of  this  country  in  ex- 
emplifying the  relative  advantages  of  a 
single  or  a  double  chamber.  Our  colonies 
did  not  all  of  them,  it  was  true,  commence 
with  two  chambers;  but  all  our  British  co- 
lonies, properly  so  called,  had  adopted  two 
chambers  as  soon  as  they  found  that  form 
of  government  practicable;  and  they  had 
found  it  practicable,  when  their  social  con- 
dition was  much  less  advanced  than  that 
of  the  Australian  colonies  at  present.  Our 
colonists,  indeed,  had  universally  held  to 
one  general  principle,  to  which  they  had 
adhered  from  the  outset,  to  the  present 
time,  and  that  was  a  love  for  the  mstitu- 
tions  of  their  mother  country,  and  a  de- 
sire to  adapt  those  institutions  to  their 
condition.  He  found  that  principle  very 
clearly  and  forcibly  propounded  in  one  of 
his  noble  and  learned  Friend's  (Lord 
Brougham's)  earliest  productions — ^name- 
ly, his  Colonial  Policy,  The  whole  of  the 
constitutional  part  of  this  question  had, 
their  Lordships  would  recollect,  come  im- 
der  discussion  in  the  memorable  debate  on 
the  Quebec  Bill,  memorable  for  the  re- 
sults to  which  it  led.  The  question  was 
not  at  that  time  whether  there  ought  to 
be  9b  doable  chamber  or  a  single  cham- 


ber; that  was  assumed  throughout  as  in- 
controvertible, but  the  question  in  contro- 
versy was  how  the  upper  chamber  shonld  be 
constituted.     A  preference  of  two  cham- 
bers rather  than  one  was  indeed  ag^reed  to 
by  universal  consent.      Mr.  Fox  consid- 
ered two  chambers  to  be  so  essential  to 
good  legislation,  that,  with  all  his  love  of 
popular  rights,  he   asserted   any  second 
chamber,  any  council  chosen  in  anj  man- 
ner, to  be  preferable  to  a  single  assembly. 
As  much  might  turn  on  the  capacity  of  the 
Australian  colonies  to  receive   a    second 
chamber  at  present,  he  begged  leave  to  call 
the  attention  of  their  Lordships  to  the  fsct 
that,  at  the  time  of  the  debates  on  the  Ca- 
nada Bill,  Upper  Canada  contained  a  popula- 
tion of  not  more  than  10,000  individuals; 
and  yet  Fox,  Pitt,  Burke,  and  all  tlie 
great  men   of  that  day,  assumed  as  an 
admitted    fact,    that  it  was  essential  to 
the  good  government  even  of  an   infant 
colony  that  it  should  have  a  second  cham- 
ber.    New  South  Wales  contained  a  po- 
pulation of  220,000  in  1848.    Would  Par- 
liament  refuse  to  them,  on  the  ground 
of  unfitness,  what  Pitt  had  granted  to 
10,000    Upper    Canadians?      He  would 
next  refer  to  that  wider  experience  which 
this  country  had  derived  from  our  earlier 
possessions,  those  extensive  provinces  which 
were  once  ours  in  North  America,    and 
which  now  constituted  the  United  States. 
The    experience   thence  obtained  led  to 
the  same  conclusion,  that  it  was  prefer- 
able to  have  a  legislature  of  two  chambers 
rather  than  of  one.     Even  when  those  co- 
lonies, after  their  separation  from  Great 
Britain,  established  their  republican  con- 
federation, they  adhered  to  the  principle 
of  a  double  chamber ;    after  mature  de- 
liberation they  determined  to  adopt  it  in 
their  congress;  and  this  after  an  elaborate 
comparison  of  the  relative  advantages  and 
disadvantages  of  a  double  and  single  cham- 
ber.    Hence  originated  their  House  of  Re- 
presentatives and  their  Senate.     Experi- 
ence had  fully  justified  the  wisdom  of  their 
choice.     He  then  quoted  at  great  length 
the  opinions  of  Chief  Justice  Storey  and 
Chancellor  Kent,    in    which   those  great 
lawyers  gave   their  reasons  for  deciding 
that  a  double  was  in  all  respects  superior  to 
a  single  chamber.     Their  authorities  were 
more  important  as  coming  from  citizens  of 
a  democratic  Republic.     The  world  had 
seen  a  sad  and  remarkable  instance  of  the 
mischievous  and  dangerous  effects  arising 
from  a  single  chamber  in  the  French  con- 
stitution of  1791 — a  chamber  which   he 
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looked  upon  as  a  monuineiit  of  human  follj. 
And  yet  tbat  experitneDt  had  again  heen 
fatallj  tried  in  our  own  times  in  France, 
and  was  likelj  to  Im  attended  again  with 
the  same  consequences.  He  challenzed 
his  noble  Friend,  with  all  his  knowleage 
on  the  Buhject,  to  show  him  an  instance 
in  which  the  experiment  of  a  single  cham- 
ber had  hcen  permanenttj  auccessfiU, 
whilst  he  would  show  hit  noble  Friend 
man  J  instances  in  which  it  had  been 
nneuccessful.  In  Rhode  Island  and  in 
Carolina  the  form  of  a  single  chamber  bad 
been  tried,  and  after  a  long  trial  it  had 
been  abandoned,  and  two  chambers  were 
finally  established.  The  constitution  of 
Rhode  Island  was  thus  described  in  Ur. 
Roebuck's  valuable  work  on  the  Colonies, 
p.  56:— 

"  The  oanititutiOD  u  lupposed  to  have  bMn 
drawn  bj  CUrendoD.  The  auiituiti  aat  with  the 
repreMDtativei,  but  thej  oUimed  a  right  to  cod- 
lider  (epatatelj  the  reaolutioDi  puaed.  A  ihorter, 
simpter,  and  more  hotieat  proponl  wonld  hare 
been  to  fonn  a  wparate  obamber.  The  rapre- 
aenUtiTCi  reaiited  their  pretemiou,  'jet,'  aaji 
Hr.  Rancrofl,  '  the  autharit;  of  the  patrioiani 
was  long  maintained,  winetimee  bj  wise  delaji, 
aometimei  bj  ■  judioioni  urmon,  till  a  judioioiu 
eompromiie  divided  the  court  into  two  branohei, 
and  gave  to  each  a  negatiie  on  the  other.'  The 
cue  of  Carolina  was  equallj  itriking.  There  the 
eonatitution  had  been  framed  bj  John  Looke.  but 
founded  ai  it  wu  on  ■  &]ie  principle,  iti  &jlure 

Yet  his  noble  Friend,  after  having  such  ex- 
amples of  failures  before  him,  was  about, 
not  only  to  continue  one  chamber  where 
it  was  already  established,  but  to  establish 
it  where  it  bad  never  as  yet  existed,  and 
where,  he  believed,  it  was  not  asked  for. 
He  took  it  for  granted  that  be  might  now 
assume  that  he  had  shown  that  a  double 
chamber  had  hitherto  been  found  to  work 
more  beneficially  than  a  single  one.  Be 
would,  therefore,  proceed  to  explain  to  the 
House  the  progress  of  our  later  legislation 
on  this  subject ;  but,  first,  he  would  call 
his  noble  Friend  (Earl  Grey)  into  court  u 
a  witness  in  favour  of  the  expediency  of  a 
second  chamber.  His  noble  Friend  (Earl 
Grey]  had  been  a  great  dealer  in  constitu- 
tions. Qe  would  not  say  that  all  the  coin 
which  bis  noble  Friend  had  pnt  into  cir- 
culation was  pure  coin — tome  of  it  cer- 
tainly had  a  Brummagem  look  about  it. 
His  noble  Friend  bad  at  a  former  time 
tried  his  hand  at  constitution-mongering 
in  New  South  Wales.  He  hod  also  tried 
his  skill  in  constitution-mongering  in  New 
Zealand.  In  New  Zealand  bis  noble  Friend 
established  «  double  chamber.    In  1 847  ha 
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proposed  to  establish  in  Australia  a  double 
obamber.  He  bad  recommended  sucfa  an 
institution  in  the  warmest  terms  to  theahlo 
men  whom  he  bad  appointed  governors  of 
those  colonies.  What,  then,  had  sinee 
happened  to  change  the  noble  Earl's  pre- 
vious opinion?  On  the  31st  of  July,  1847, 
Eari  Grey  wrote  to  Sir  Charles  Fitiroy — 

"  One  of  the  meet  material  of  the  proposed 
oonatltntional  ohangee  is  that  which  iDvolret  a 
return  to  the  old  form  of  colonial  oonititutiona. 
la  one  case,  the  legiilature  is  divided  into  two 
«eparate  honsei  or  ohamben  ;  in  the  other,  the 
representative*  of  the  people  and  the  nominee!  of 
the  Crown  form  a  tingle  hoij  under  the  title  of 
tbe  Legiilative  CooneU.  It  doee  not  appear  to 
me  that  the  praoUoal  working  of  thii  laat  tjtttaa 
would  b;  anj  meana  Jnttifji  the  oonoliuion  that  it 
is  an  improvement  on  that  which  it  wai  formerljr 
the  practice  to  adopt :  oo  the  eontrarjr,  I  tee 
nun;  reaeona  for  the  belief  that  the  more  ancient 
ejrtem,  bj  which  ever;  law  wai  •nbmittsd  to  the 
separate  coaiideration  of  two  diitinct  hao«ea,  and 
required  their  joint  oonieat  fi>r  ita  enactment, 
waa  the  beat  calculated  to  inanre  judicicua  and 
prudent  legislation. " 

On  the  31st  of  July,  1848,  his  Lordship 
wrote  again  to  Sir  Charles  Fitxrqj  in  th« 
following  terms : — 

"  As  to  tbe  diviiiona  of  the  eooncil,  four  (Sir 
C.  Fittroj'!)  opinion,  founded,  as  roQ  state,  on 
long  pTsctieal  experience,  that  it  would  be  a  de- 
cided improvement  on  the  present  form  of  tbe 
iegiilature,  ia  one  to  which  I  have  alreadj  elated 
taj  own  adherence.  Had,  therefore,  tbe  genoal 
feeling  of  the  ixAoaj  retptmded  in  anf  degree  t« 
the  viewi  eipreased  bj  mjraelf,  I  should  have  had 
no  hesitation  in  advising  tier  M^estjr's  Govern- 
ment to  Isjr  before  Parliament  the  meaanrM  ns- 
ceasar;  to  occompluh  the  change.  But  it  is  not 
eneh  a  reform  as  I  conaider  it  to  be  at  all  inoom- 
bent  on  tbe  Home  LeciaUture  to  presa  on  an  on- 
willing  or  even  an  indifltrent  people." 
He  asked  his  noble  Friend  to  state  the 
grounds  upon  which  he  had  abandoned,  ia 
1850,  all  the  sound  principles  and  all  the 
just  arguments  whicn  he  had  thus  twice 
enunciated  in  favour  of  a  double  chamber. 
Could  be  do  so,  more  especially  after  tbe 
progress  made  by  the  Australian  colonies, 
which  be  so  forcibly  described,  and  on 
which  he  had  so  justly  congratulated  tbe 
House — on  which  he  justly  prided  himself. 
He  would  ask  him  why  he  considered  two 
chambers  less  proper  in  1850  than  they 
wereinI847T  How  happened  it,  likewise, 
if  Australia  proposed  the  elements  of  4 
double  chamber  ia  1847,  that  it  did  net 
possess  them  now  ?  Population,  trade, 
revenue,  had  all  increased.  He  admitted 
the  proposal  of  1847  had  failed.  But 
why  ?  Because,  together  with  the  sound 
principle  of  a  double  chamber,  the  noble 
Earl  nnfortoiuttelj  introdnced  into  hia  Ml 
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the  indefeasible  system  of  a  double  elec- 
tion. When  the  measure  was  sent  out  to 
the  colon j»  it  was  treated,  as  he  (Lord 
IConteagle)  hoped  their  Lordships  would 
treat  the  Bill  now  before  them  if  it  re- 
mained unchanged — it  was  laughed  to 
ROom.  Both  the  constitutions  ^r  New 
Zealand  and  Australia  were  suspended  or 
withdrawn;  and  their  Lordships  would  do 
well  to  compel  the  noble  Earl  either  greatly 
to  amend,  or  to  withdraw,  the  present  Bill 
in  like  manner.  He  would  next  show  their 
Lordships  that  the  colonists  themselves,  as 
well  as  the  governors  of  the  colonies,  were 
in  favour  of  a  double  chamber.  Sir  Charles 
Fittroy,  as  he  had  already  shown,  Sir  Wil- 
liam Denison,  and  Sir  George  Grey  (the 
Governor  of  New  Zealand),  as  he  would 
show  presently,  had  declared  their  opin- 
ions decidedly  in  favour  of  two  chambers. 
Sir  Henry  Young,  the  Governor  of  South 
Australia,  had,  in  like  manner,  declared 
the  opinions  of  the  colonists  to  be  in  favour 
of  the  ancient  system  of  a  governor  and 
two  chambers.  Sir  William  Denison,  the 
Governor  of  Van  Diemen*s  Land,  had 
written  to  the  following  effect  on  August 
15,  1848 :— 

"  Undor  the  peculiar  oircumfltaocei  of  theie 
eolooiei,  I  should  most  Btrenuously  recommend 
the  adoption  of  a  Becond  or  upper  chamber.  Your 
LonUhip  can  hardly  form  an  idea  of  the  character 
of  the  population.  There  is  an  essentially  demo- 
cratic spirit,  which  actuates  the  large  mass  of  the 
oommunity,  and  it  is  with  a  Tiew  to  check  this 
spirit  that  I  suggest  the  formation  of  an  upper 
chamber.  The  members  of  this,  call  it  senate, 
or  what  you  may,  will  be  raised  in  some  measure 
abore  the  general  level  of  society,  independent  of 
popular  blame  or  approbation,  but  also  free  from 
the  suspicion  of  government  control ;  they  will 
oonciliaie  popuUr  feeling,  and  hold  a  &ir  position 
between  the  executive  and  the  legislature.  Govern- 
ment should  have  as  little  as  possible  to  do  in  the 
nomination  or  selection  of  the  members.'* 

On  the  28th  of  December,  1849,  Sir  Wil- 
liam  Denison  again  wrote  : — 

"  I  afree  with  the  Privy  Council,  that  it  is  un- 
desirable to  press  a  reform  upon  an  unwilling  or 
indiflbrent  people ;  but  I  much  doubt  whether  the 
evidence  is  sufficient  to  prove  that  the  people  of 
New  South  Wales  are  unwilling  to  adopt  two 
chambers.  Indifferent  they  may  be  perhaps,  but 
I  submit,  the  wel&re  of  the  three  colonies  now 
about  to  be  called  into  exiseence,  might  outweigh 
the  indifference  of  New  South  Wales.  I  fear  the 
propoeed  remedy  of  empowering  the  legislature  to 
amend  their  constitution,  by  resolving  single 
houses  into  two,  will  hardly  meet  the  evil.  It  is 
not  probable  that  they  will  originate  a  change  to 
diminish  their  power,  and  tending  to  deprive  each 
individual  of  the  importance  which  attaches  to 
himself.  My  opinion  remains  unchanged — every 
additional  day  stdds  to  my  canviction  tl^t  it  would 
be  most  desirable  that  wh'jn  a  change  does  take 


place,  a  seoond  chamber  should  be  oonstitnted  at 
once  by  Parliament.  A  largo  portion  of  the  Meni- 
bers  should  be  elected  or  rendered  independent  of 
the  Government ;  otherwise  they  should  hold  fbr 
a  long  period,  if  not  for  life." 

Sir  George  Grey,  GoTemor  of  New  Zea- 
land, wrote  on  the  29th  of  November, 
1848— 

**  That  the  reasons  which  induced  him  to  recom- 
mend that  the  legislature  should  eonsiat  of  two 
chambers  were  so  obvious,  that  he  need  aot 
trouble  the  Secretary  of  State  with  statiog  them." 

Lord  Grej  having  transmitted  the  de- 
spatch adopting  a  single  chamber  on  the 
3rd  of  August,  1848,  to  the  Governor 
of  South  Australia,  Sir  Henrj  Young, 
on  the  16th  of  November,  1849,  do- 
scribed  in  the  following  terms  Mr»  Mor- 
phett*s  notice  in  favour  of  two  chambers 
— the  first  nominated  by  the  Crown  and 
hereditary,  the  second  elected.  "  These 
resolutions,"  he  said,  "may  be  described 
as  a  transfer  to  South  Australia  of  the 
institutions  of  Great  Britain,  by  which  the 
grandeur  of  the  empire  has  been  enlarg- 
ed and  preserved."  On  the  17th  of  De- 
cember, Sir  H.  Young  communicated  the 
resolutions  adopted  by  the  Council : — 

"  Two  chambers,  the  upper  chamber  nominated 
for  life,  the  second  elected,  with  official  beads  of 
six  departments,  sitting  and  voting  in  right  of 
office,  without  election.  These  recommendations 
&vour  the  establishment  of  that  eariy  form  of 
government,  consisting  of  a  governor  and  two 
chambers,  which  has  prevailed  in  the  older  colo> 
nies,  with  the  exception  of  New  South  Wales." 

On  the  22nd  of  December,  1849,  he  com- 
municated the  resolutions  of  Adelaide  :-*— 
"Bill  is  generally  approved  of;  but  the 
federal  assembly  condemned,  as  well  as  the 
life  nominees  in  the  upper  chamber."  Ho 
(Lord  Monteagle)  had  thus  shown  that  all 
parties,  including  the  noble  Barl  himself, 
were  favourable  to  the  system  of  a  double 
chamber.  But  his  noble  Friend  had  taken 
a  most  extraordinary  and  unprecedented 
step  to  get  himself  out  of  the  difficulties 
into  which  he  had  been  plunged  by  his 
former  experiments.  He  introduced  a 
new  principle  unheard  of  before.  He 
sought  the  aid  of  a  Committee  of  the  Privy 
Council  to  assist  him  in  framing  eonstita- 
tions  for  the  colonies,  casting  on  them  a 
rei^onsibility  which  should  have  attached 
to  himself  alone.  But  he  did  not  leave  to 
those  councillors  the  freedom  tof  thought 
and  action  essential  for  offering  sound  ad- 
vice. He  had  already  prejudged  the  ques- 
tion, and  committed  the  Government.  The 
Committee  of  Council  felt  themselves  bound 
by  what  the  Secretary  of  State  had  already 
announced .  He  only  allowed  them  to  advise. 
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BO  far  a8  he  was  himself  pleased  to  take 
their  advice.  It  was,  on  the  whole,  the 
greatest  farce  ever  performed.  He  wished 
to  speak  with  the  highest  respect  and  con- 
sideration of  the  Lord  Chief  Justice  of  the 
Queen's  Bench,  of  his  excellent  friend,  Mr. 
Lahouchere,  of  that  most  ahle  and  efficient 

Euhlio  serrant,  Sir  James  Stephen,  who 
ad  recently  gone  into  an  honourable  re- 
tirement, aner  a  life  spent  to  the  benefit 
of  this  oountiy,  and  so  greatly  to  his  own 
credit,  and  of  Sir  E.  Ryan,  the  Railway 
Commissioner.  But  of  what  avail  were 
their  high  principles,  their  intelleetnal 
powers,  or  their  varied  information,  when 
the  noble  Earl  only  consulted  them  with 
the  intention  of  following  their  advice 
when  it  ooineided  with  his  own  ?  To  call 
in  two  members  of  his  own  cabinet  to  de- 
cide whether  he  was  right  in  his  former 
decision,  as  Secretary  for  the  Colonies,  was 
one  of  the  most  preposterous  instances  of 
unmeaning  formality  which  he  had  ever 
heard  of.  The  conduct  of  his  noble  Friend 
reminded  him  strongly  of  a  couplet  in 
Pope's  "  January  and  May" — 

"  Firm  and  determined  in  his  mind  was  he. 
As  those  who  ask  advice  are  wont  to  be." 

The  noble  Earl  asked  the  advice  of  his  ap- 
pointed councillors,  having  firmly  deter- 
mined in  his  own  mind  beforehand  what 
course  he  would  pursue.  It  was  what  Mr. 
Carlyle  would  ctXL  "  a  great  sham,"  to 
call  upon  that  Committee  of  Privy  Council 
for  advice  when  the  noble  Earl  knew  they 
could  not  give  it  freely.  If  he  had  failed 
altogether  in  his  argument  hitherto,  he  had 
one  authority  in  reserve,  which  he  felt 
should  bo  conclusive  with  his  noble  Friend. 
What  had  been  the  last  act  of  the  Colonial 
Government  in  regaid  to  new  forms  of  con- 
stitution  for  the  colonies?  Why,  this — 
The  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonial 
Department  was  called  upon  to  give  a 
form  of  government  to  the  Cape  of  Good 
Hope.  He  had  given  it.  The  Cape  was 
a  Crown  colony.  The  interference  of  Par- 
liament was  not  required  to  settle  the 
form  of  its  constitution.  The  noble  Earl 
was  neither  thwarted  in  his  own  endeavour 
nor  driven  into  a  different  course  by  Par- 
liamentary opposition.  Yet  into  the  con- 
stitution which  he  had  devised  for  the 
Cape,  he  had  avowedly  introduced  the 
principle  of  two  chambers ;  he  had  done 
so  of  his  own  free  will  and  seeking,  and 
of  his  own  preference,  founded  upon  a  re- 
commendation from  the  Privy  Council — 
a  tribunal  which,  in  that  instance,  left 
free  and  untrainmelledy  had  recommended 


two  chambers,  as  they  would  have  done  in 
respect  to  Australia,  had  they  been  equally 
free  to  express  their  preference.  Now, 
it  followed  either  that  the  noble  Earl  was 
entirely  in  error  with  regard  to  the  Cape, 
or  thaft  the  circumstances  which  made  two 
chambers  desirable  at  the  Cape,  did  not 
exist  in  other  colonies.  But  what  were 
the  oircumstanoas  which  distinguished  the 
Cape  from  Australia  at  the  time  the  new 
constittttien  was  devised  ?  The  Cape  was 
in  open  resistance  to  the  law.  Australia 
was  tranquil  and  obedient.  He  had  already 
upon  a  former  occasion  said  that  the  re* 
sistance  of  the  Cape  colonists  was  alto- 
gether unjustifiable.  They  might  have  had 
^ir  grounds  of  complaint.  Their  interests 
might  have  been  slighted  and  disregarded ; 
but  still  he  thought  their  open  resistance 
to  the  law  of  the  land  was  without  excuse. 
They  virtually  imprisoned,  and  attempted 
to  starve  out  the  naval,  military,  and  civil 
servants  of  the  Crown,  in  order  to  compel 
the  governor,  and  those  oolonists  who  dif- 
fered from  them,  to  submit  to  their  dicta- 
tion. This  was  altogether  unjustifiable,  even 
supposing  their  case  to  have  been  a  very  hard 
one.  He,  for  one,  never  would  have  given  his 
assent  to  the  submission  of  the  Government 
to  such  violent  dictation.  Yet  it  was  to 
that  colony  of  the  Cape,  which  thus  had 
triumphed  over  the  noble  Earl,  the  Go- 
vernment, and  the  Crown,  that  the  noble 
Earl  gave  the  boon  of  a  legislature  formed 
of  two  chambers;  whilst  to  those  colo- 
nists who  had  been  obedient,  peaceable, 
and  loyal,  he  was  prepared  to  refuse  it. 
But  there  remained  the  question.  Was 
there  some  little  doubt  in  what  man- 
ner this  single  chamber  would  work  ?  He 
knew  that  it  was  not  well  to  prophesy  evil 
results  from  acts  of  the  Legislature.  Such 
prophecies  had  sometimes  the  effect  of 
leading  to  their  own  accomplishment.  He 
could  not  help  looking  forward  with  great 
alarm  to  the  effects  that  might  follow  in 
one  colony,  from  the  example  of  successful 
violence  in  another.  He  dreaded  to  see 
the  spirit  of  man  roused  to  resistance. 
Since  the  days  when  the  chests  of  tea 
were  broken  open  and  their  contents  thrown 
into  the  harbour  of  Boston,  so  fatal  an 
example  as  that  of  the  Cape  had  not  been 
given.  To  yield  to  the  rioters  at  the 
Cape  that  which  they  refused  to  a  colony 
more  advanced,  more  enlightened,  and 
more  fitted  to  deal  with  constitutional 
forms,  he  feared,  could  hardly  fail  to 
give  rise  to  a  deep  feeling  of  discontent. 
A  case  had  bemi  cited  on  a  former  night 
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whiob  seemed  to  weaken  his  argument  for 
two  chambers.  The  noble  Lord  (Lord 
Stanley)  stated  that  a  double  chamber 
had  been  tried  in  1832  in  Newfoundland, 
and  had  been  found  wanting.  Such  was 
the  case,  but  he  must  observe  the  circum- 
stances were  not  analogous,  The  New- 
foundland experiment  was  too  rash  a  one 
to  succeed.  There  was  no  property  quali- 
fication, and  the  members  were  elected 
by  almost  universal  suffrage.  The  conse- 
quence was  that  great  confusion  arose,  and 
that  Parliament  suspended  the  existing 
form  of  government  from  1842  to  1846 — 
the  two  chambers  were  merged  into  one, 
and  this  charge  succeeded :  thus  far  his 
noble  Friend  was  right.  What  since  had 
happened  ?  Why,  in  1847  the  double  cham- 
ber was  restored,  and  the  government  had 
worked  there  perfectly  well  ever  since.  He 
begged  to  apologise  for  having  so  long  taken 
up  the  time  of  the  House.  He  had  dealt 
with  facts,  and  with  facts  only,  and  those 
facts  were,  he  believed,  quite  sufficient  to 
establish  the  principle  for  which  he  was 
contending.  He  had  not  dwelt  on  the  ex- 
ample of  this  country :  it  was  unnecessary 
he  should  do.  In  defending  two  cham- 
bers in  the  assembly  where  he  stood,  it 
would  foe  enough  for  him  to  say,  as  a  sum- 
ming up  of  his  argument  —  Si  argumeiu 
turn  qucBriSf  circunupice.  Would  the  noble 
Earl  attempt  to  apply  his  doctrine  of  one 
assembly  to  the  mother  country  ?  If  he 
were  not  dealing  with  colonists,  would  he 
have  attempted  to  refuse  them  the  best 
constitutional  form  of  legislature?  He  de- 
nied that  the  noble  Earl  was  justified  in 
endeavouring  to  establish  his  case,  as  he  had 
done,  by  quotations  from  colonial  news- 
papers. If  newspapers  were  to  settle  the 
argument,  he  too  could  bring  down  colo- 
nial newspapers  which  dealt  with  his  noble 
Friend  and  with  his  measures  in  a  man- 
ner that  he  (Lord  Monteagle)  thought  to 
be  neither  respectful  nor  just.  But  he 
denied  that  newspapers  could  safely  be  re- 
lied on  as  evidence  in  the  case.  He  could 
refer  to  Australian  papers  expressing  sen- 
timents very  different  from  those  on  which 
his  noble  Friend  relied.  His  noble  Friend 
should  have  sought  more  authoritative  sup- 
port. Why  did  not  the  noble  Earl  direct 
the  governors  of  the  different  colonies  to 
lay  his  Bill  before  their  respective  assem- 
blies, and  thus  seek  and  obtain  an  autho- 
ritative declaration  of  the  opinions  of  the 
colonies?  In  the  absence  of  legislative 
declarations  he  was  disposed  to  consult 
the  petitions   from  Australia.     If  there 


was  one  argument,  if  there  was  one  prajer 
which  ran  through  the  whole  of  the  pe- 
titions and  memorials  he  had  presented* 
it  was  that  their  institutions  should  be 
assimilated  to  those  of  the  mother  country. 
They  seemed — and  long  might  they  pre* 
serve  the  feeling! — ^they  seemed  ^uH  de- 
sirous  to  cherish  an  unbounded  attach- 
ment to  the  mother  country,  an  unshaken 
loyaltv  to  the  Crown.  It  was  true  that 
they  had  entreated  the  home  anthorities 
to  make  no  alteration  in  their  constitn* 
tion  without  their  consent.  But  under 
what  circumstances  was  that  request  made? 
It  was  at  a  time  when  they  bad  been 
frightened  from  their  propriety  by  the  acts 
of  the  noble  Earl;  when  he  had  proposed 
to  infiict  upon  the  colonies  that  most 
desperate  of  all  quackeries,  the  system  of 
double  election — ^providing  that  the  people 
should  elect  municipal  councils,  who,  in 
their  turn,  were  to  elect  the  assembly. 
It  was  when  the  colonists  felt  equal  indig- 
nation and  disgust  at  being  insulted  wiUi 
that  proposition,  that  they  asked  that  no- 
thing might  in  future  be  done  without  their 
own  consent.  But  if  the  noble  Earl  as- 
sented to  their  principle,  he  could  not  jus- 
tify the  present  Bill.  If  Parliament  were 
bound  to  do  nothing  without  the  previous 
consent  of  the  colonists,  how  could  the 
noble  Earl  introduce  so  great  a  novelty  as 
his  proposed  federal  constitution ;  how 
could  he  justify  that  novelty,  which  had 
never  been  heard  of  in  the  Bill  of  1842? 
But  he  did  not  think  that  mistrust  and  dis- 
content would  be  called  forth  by  the  estab- 
lishment of  such  a  double  chamber  as  he 
should  recommend.  .  He  proposed  that  the 
upper  as  well  as  the  lower  house  should  be 
elective,  the  members  being  of  a  graver  age» 
and  elected  for  a  longer  period,  than  the 
members  of  the  second  chamber;  in  that  way 
they  would  obtain  a  real  conservative  but 
at  the  same  time  a  popular  chamber.  He 
would  put  it  to  his  noble  Friend  him- 
self, who  had  laid  down  so  broadly  the 
principle  of  responsible  government — Did 
he  feel  very  comfortable  in  anticipating 
the  first  burst  of  popular  feeling  upon  any 
question  at  issue  between  the  Home  Go- 
vernment and  the  colonies,  when  that  feel- 
ing came  to  be  expressed  by  all  the  vehe- 
mence of  a  single  representative  chamber  ? 
Did  he  think  there  would  be  no  advantage 
in  having  some  intervening  authority  that 
would  break  the  wave  of  popular  feelings 
before  it  burst  in  Downing-street  ?  Hie 
noble  Friend  would  obtain  protection  as 
well  as  guidance,  the  colonists  would  ob» 
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tain  wisdom  from  the  counsel  even  of  a 
numerical  minoritj  sitting  in  another  cham- 
ber— a  minority  it  might  he  in  point  of 
numbers,  but  not  a  minoritj  in  point  of 
weight  and  experience.  He  would  ven- 
ture to  prophesy  that  if  the  principle  of 
a  single  chamber  were  adopted,  invested 
with  an  unlimited  power  of  varying  their 
form  of  constitution,  the  new  constitution 
that  would  be  returned  to  this  country 
would  be  a  legislature  formed  of  a  single 
chamber,  but  excluding  all  nominees — in 
fact,  a  simple  democracy,  which  he  con- 
tended this  Bill  would  give  the  colony  an 
absolute  power  of  creating;  and  he  would 
say  that  no  Secretary  of  State,  and  least 
of  all  the  noble  Lord  who  had  expressed 
himself  on  the  subject  of  responsible  colo- 
nial government  in  a  manner  which  he 
thought  somewhat  dangerous  to  himself 
and  to  the  Government,  would,  after  confer- 
ing  unrestrained  powers,  dare  to  interpose 
the  Queen's  prerogative  to  negative  such  a 
colonial  act.  He  therefore  csdled  on  their 
Lordships  to  weigh  well  the  importance  of 
this  question,  and  to  secure  to  the  people 
of  Australia  the  blessings  of  the  constitu- 
tion under  which  the  mother  country  had 
flourished.  He  concluded  by  moving  as 
an  Amendment — 

"  After  the  words  *  and  be  it  enooted,'  to  insert 
the  following  words : — *  That  there  shall  be  within 
each  of  the  said  colonies  of  New  South  Wales  and 
Victoria  a  Legislative  Connoii  and  a  Representa- 
tive Assembly.' " 

Earl  GREY  would  not  now  occupy 
much  of  their  Lordships'  time>  the  greater 
part  of  the  arguments  having  been  pre- 
viously disposed  of.  The  noble  Lord  had 
gone  very  carefully  and  very  elaborately 
into  the  abstract  political  question  of  the 
merit  of  one  or  two  chambers;  ho  had  gone 
into  an  historical  survey  of  the  different 
forms  of  constitution  in  our  ancient  colo- 
nies, and  those  of  the  United  States  and 
other  parts  of  the  world;  he  had  indulged 
in  a  good  deal  of  criticism  on  his  (Earl 
Grey*s)  measure — which  criticism,  at  the 
proper  time,  there  would,  he  believed,  be 
no  difficulty  in  answering — he  had  mixed 
up  with  it  a  good  deal  of  very  harmless 
banter,  and  some  jokes  which  their  Lord- 
ships might  consider  to  be  a  little  ponder- 
ous. The  noble  Lord  had  done  all  this, 
but  in  the  whole  course  of  his  speech  he 
had  not  even  touched  the  real  argument 
which  he  (Earl  Grey)  took  the  liberty  last 
night  of  pressing  upon  their  Lordships. 
The  noble  Lord  had  not  shown  how  it  was 
possible  to  adopt  his  views  of  dividing  the 
legiaUture  of  xTew  SouUi  Wales  into  two 


bodies  without  flying  directly  in  the  face  of 
the  recorded  wishes  of  the  colonists  in  this 
matter.  The  noble  Lord  had  not  ventured 
to  deny  that,  from  the  petitions  then  upon 
their  Lordships'  table  from  all  parts  of  the 
colony  of  New  South  Wales,  it  appeared 
that  a  unanimous  resolution  had  been  there 
carried,  in  which  the  colonists  asked  that 
no  change,  however  small,  should  be  made 
in  their  existing  institutions  without  their 
previous  assent  being  given.  He  (Earl 
Grey)  had  said  on  the  previous  evening, 
and  he  would  not  then  repeat  the  argu- 
ment, that  when  they  once  gave  repre- 
sentative institutions  to  a  colony,  such  a 
colony  had  a  right  to  demand  that  no 
change  should  be  made  in  those  institu- 
tions without  their  concurrence;  and  he 
would  repeat  that  he,  for  one,  was  not  pre- 
pared to  be  the  Secretary  of  State  who 
should  send  out  to  those  colonies  a  com- 
plete and  total  alteration  of  the  sptem  of 
government  under  which  they  now  live, 
upon  which  alteration  they  had  not  been 
consulted.  The  noble  Lord  had  said-— 
"  Introduce  into  these  colonies  our  own 
institutions."  That  was  very  fine,  but 
unhappily  it  was  impossible  to  do  so.  A 
House  of  Lords  existed  in  this  kingdom; 
but  it  existed  nowhere  else  on  the  face  of 
the  earth.  It  had  grown  up  from  the  time 
of  the  Conquest ;  but  it  was  an  institution 
which  they  could  no  more  create  than  they 
could  create  one  of  the  magnificent  oak 
trees  which  had  been  planted  at  the  Con- 
ouest,  and  which  were  now  crumbling  into 
dust.  He  had  showed  their  Lordships,  on 
the  previous  evening,  that  the  present  sys- 
tem of  government  in  the  colony  of  New 
South  Wales  had  worked  well  and  satis- 
factorily; and  upon  that  ground,  and  upon 
that  ground  alone,  he  asked  their  Lord- 
ships not  to  disturb  it.  The  noble  Lord 
had  not  attempted  to  pursue  his  argument, 
and  therefore,  without  following  him  into 
his  elaborate  examination  of  the  merits  of 
two  chambers,  he  (Earl  Grey)  would  ask 
their  Lordships  to  concede  to  him  this 
plain  and  simple  principle,  that  they  should 
not  disturb  that  which  they  found  to  work 
satisfactorily  to  the  inhabitants  of  New 
South  Wales,  and  to  leave  that  constitu- 
tion practically  unaltered,  except  in  those 
respects  in  which  the  colonists  themselves 
had  signified  their  desire  for  a  change. 

Lord  AB^NGER  said,  the  inevitable 
consequence  of  giving  the  colonies  a  single 
chamber,  and  then  giving  that  chamber 
the  power  of  making  such  alterations  in 
their  constitution  as  they  thought  fit, 
would  be  thftt  thej  would  adopt,  not  the 
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principle  of  a  doable  chamber,  but  a  Bin- 
gle  one  with  Government  nominees  ez- 
duded,  making  their  constitution  in  fact  a 
pure  democracy.  Some  years  ago  he  had 
much  intercourse  with  people  who  were 
very  conversant  with  the  affairs  of  the 
oolony  of  New  South  Wales;  and  from  the 
information  they  gave  him,  he  was  assured 
there  was  a  strong  democratic  feeling  in 
New  South  Wales.  There  were  two  ways 
of  governing  that  country;  and,  unfortu- 
nately, the  noble  Earl  had  chosen  the 
worst  of  the  two. 

Lord  LYTTELTON  oould  not  admit 
that  when  the  present  constitution  was 
granted  to  New  South  Wales,  in  1842,  it 
was  ever  intended  to  withdraw  from  this 
country  the  power  of  altering  it  without 
the  consent  of  the  colonists.  It  appeared 
to  bim  that  it  was  the  duty  of  the  mother 
country  to  give  the  colonies  the  best  con- 
stitution which,  under  existing  circum- 
stances, could  be  prepared  for  them.  B^ 
sides,  the  colonists  had,  over  and  over 
again,  petitioned  that  the  principles  of  the 
British  constitution  should  be  extended  to 
them,  and  one  of  those  principles  was  un- 
doubtedly the  existence  of  a  double  cham- 
ber. His  noble  Friend  opposite  (Earl  Crey) 
had  not  dwelt  to-night  on  an  argument 
which,  elsewhere,  had  had  great  stress 
laid  upon  it,  that  there  were  not  the  mate- 
rials for  a  double  chamber;  but  he  eon- 
tended  that  it  would  be  of  great  advantage 
to  lay  down  the  principle,  leaving  the  colo- 
nists to  fill  up  the  outline  as  their  circum- 
stances might  warrant  them.  They  were 
all  agreed  on  the  question  that  in  the  ab- 
stract a  double  chamber  possessed  a  great 
advantage  over  a  single  one,  and  in  addi- 
tion to  the  other  authorities  on  that  subject 
that  had  already  been  quoted  by  his  noble 
Friend,  he  would  quote  an  extract  from 
a  work  by  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  who 
had  just  left  the  House  (Lord  Brougham), 
That  noble  and  learneid  writer,  looking 
forward  to  a  case  of  almost  political  per- 
fection, said  that  legislation  by  a  single 
chamber  was  less  likely  to  be  adopted  the 
more  enlightened  communities  became, 
and  preceded  to  show  that  the  use  of  a 
double  chamber  was  in  preventing  evils 
arising  from  overhasty  decisions.  In  this 
view,  therefore,  he  contended  that  it  would 
be  of  great  value  to  the  future  destinies  of 
the  colonies,  that  they  should  lay  down  the 
legislative  machinery  for  a  second  chamber, 
leaving  it  to  the  colonies  themselves  to  de- 
cide how  that  second  chamber  should  be 
constituted.  If  the  noble  Earl's  policy 
were  carried  out,  not  only  would  they  have' 


a  single  ohamber  now,  but  it  would  be  im- 
possible that  they  should  ever  have  a 
doable  chamber,  because  there  was  no  re- 
sisting the  argument  of  Sir  W.  Denisoii» 
that  it  was  not  in  the  least  likely  that  a 
single  chamber  would  ever  adopt  the  prin- 
ciple of  a  double  chamber,  which  would 
operate  as  a  check  upon  their  own  proceed- 
ings. He  did  hope,  therefore,  that  the 
House  would  adopt  his  noble  Friend's 
Amendment,  leaving  the  details  to  be  fet- 
tled by  the  colonists  themselves. 

The  Eaal  of  ST.  GERMANS  concnmd 
with  those  who  argued  that  a  doable  oham- 
ber was,  considered  in  the  abstract,  the 
more  advantageous  form  of  constititticm ; 
but  it  was  a  different  thing  to  say  what,  m 
the  abstract,  ought  to  be,  and  to  vote  for 
an  Amendment  which  would  have  the  ef- 
fect of  disappointing  the  hopes  held  out  to 
the  colonies.  ELis  noble  Friend,  who  moved 
the  Amendment,  told  them  that  the  oli|eet 
he  had  in  view  was  the  establishment  of 
an  elective  double  chamber.  Now,  it  ap- 
peared to  him  that  a  fallacy  ran  throoA 
the  whole  circle  of  his  noble  Friend's 
speech  in  this  respect.  He  spoke  of  n^ak- 
ing  the  colonial  institutions  identical  with 
those  of  this  country.  But  surely  he  did 
not  mean  to  say  that  an  elective  upper 
chamber  would  bear  any  resemblance  to 
the  House  Of  Lords  ?  There  could  be 
no  wider  discrepancy  than  between  an 
elective  chamber  and  the  House  of  Lords 
as  it  existed  in  this  country;  and  yet 
the  noble  Lord  insisted  upon  his  propo- 
sition, in  order  to  render  the  institatioas 
of  the  colonies  identical  with  those  of  the 
mother  country.  Then  the  noble  Lord 
relied  upon  the  despatches  of  the  different 
governors  as  being  in  favour  of  his  propo- 
sition; but  no  one  could  read  the  despatches 
of  Sir  Charles  Fitzroy,  Sir  William  Deni- 
son,  or  Sir  Henry  Young,  without  seeing 
that  they  never  contemplated  an  elective 
chamber.  What  they  wanted  was  a  cham- 
ber of  nominees,  which  would  save  them, 
in  many  cases,  from  the  ungracious  task 
of  interposing  their  veto  upon  the  acts  of 
the  legislature.  And  yet,  notwithstanding 
this,  his  noble  Friend  had  argued  throagh- 
out  as  if  the  governors  were  in  favour  of  a 
measure  which,  as  the  noble  Lord  who  had 
last  spoken  (Lord  Lyttelton)  truly  told 
them,  had  never  been  before  the  colonies 
at  all.  He  looked  with  suspicion  on  the 
formation  of  a  double  chamber  under  ex- 
isting circumstances,  because  he  felt  that 
if  they  took  away  the  best  men  in  the  co- 
lony to  form  a  second  chamber,  they  would 
materially  injure  the  oharaeter  of  the  £»t| 
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and  it  must  be  remembered  thai  there 
were  not  many  among  the  settlers  who 
would  be  ready  to  gite  their  gratuitous 
services  in  aid  of  the  govenusent  of  the 
eolonies.  Manj  of  the  settlers  resided  a 
thous&nd  miles  from  Sydney ;  and  it  was 
impossible  for  them  to  leave  their  floeks» 
their  herds,  and  their  farms,  and  reside, 
for  several  months  in  the  year  together,  at 
Sydney,  The  choice  of  representatives 
must  be  confined,  for  the  most  part,  to  the 
residents  in  Sydney,  and  its  neighbour- 
hood. The  present  system  was  adopted 
by  Lord  Stanley  in  1842  as  the  one  best 
adapted  to  the  then  eiisting  eiroumstances 
of  the  country  ;  and  the  noble  Lord  who 
had  just  sat  down  declared  that  it  had 
worked  well.  If  that  were  the  ease,  he 
saw  no  reason  for  interfering  with  it. 

Lord  WODEHOUSE  :  The  noble  Earl 
(Earl  Grey),  in  support  of  this  measure, 
had  alleged  that  Um  Australian  colonies 
were  so  fond  of  their  present  form  of  con- 
stitution, that  it  would  be  quite  gratoiUms 
on  the  part  of  their  Lordships  to  make 
any  alteration  in  it,  as  such  alteration 
must  prove  highly  disagreeable  to  the  in- 
habitants of  those  oolonies.  Now,  what 
were  the  real  facts  of  the  case  ?  From  the 
papers  which  had  been  laid  upon  their 
Lordships*  table,  it  appeared  that  they 
were  simply  these.  In  the  year  1847,  the 
noble  Earl  the  Secretary  for  the  Colonies 
proposed  to  introduce  into  New  South 
Wales  an  entirelr  new  constitution,  sind- 
lar,  or  very  nearly  so,  to  the  constitution 
which  had  been  given  to  New  Zealand;  and 
the  consequence  was  such  as  might  be 
imagined — a  storm  of  indignation  arose  in 
the  colonies,  and  remonstrances  s^ere  sent 
to  this  country  against  the  Government 
measures.  They  prayed  that  they  might 
not  be  subjected  to  crude  experiments. 
They  objected  to  two  chambers ;  but  it 
must  be  borne  in  mind  that  it  was  not  to 
the  principle  of  two  chambers  that  they 
objected,  but  simply  to  two  chambers,  one 
of  which  would  be  entirely  nominated  by 
the  Crown.  The  colonies  never  had  the 
simple  question,  whether  two  elective 
chambers  were  better  than  one,  brought 
before  them.  The  only  question  which 
they  had  to  consider  was,  how  they  could 
place  the  nominees  of  the  Crown  in  such  a 
situation  that  they  should  be  of  the  least 
possible  obstruction  to  the  elective  mem- 
bers. The  colonies  required,  very  natu- 
rally, that  the  nominees  should  be  mixed 
up  with  the  representatives  of  the  colonies, 
and  that  they  should  not  form  a  separate 
chamber  of  themsalTes,  as  tbtj  would 


thereby  be  enabled  to  place  a  veto  on  the 
proceedings  of  the  representatives  of  the 
people.  The  colonies  did  not  object  to  the 
principle  of  a  second  chamber;  on  the  con- 
trary, they  distinctiy  prayed  that  their  con- 
stitution might  be  assimilated  as  nearly  as 
their  oironmstances  would  permit  to  the 
ooBstitution  of  this  country.  And  were 
not  two  elective  chambers,  representing 
the  wants  of  the  people  in  diflFerent  ways, 
a  much  nearer  resemblance  to  the  spirit  of 
the  British  constitution  than  this  ano- 
malous single  chamber  ?  But  then  their 
Lordships  had  been  told,  «  Oh,  all  that 
is  very  true,  but  it  was  necessary  that 
these  colonies  should  have  been  trained  to 
the  exercise  of  representative  institutions 
before  tou  confer  upon  them  the  privi- 
leges of  a  double  chamber."  It  was  also 
objected  that  there  were  no  miMerials  in 
these  colonies  for  two  chambers;  but  if 
there  were  not  materials  for  a  second  elec- 
tive chamber,  how  could  they  find  materi- 
als for  nominees  ?  How  could  they  find 
persons  of  such  influence  as  to  be  fitted, 
on  the  bare  nomination  of  the  Government, 
to  contn^  the  votes  of  their  elected  col- 
leagues in  the  same  chamber?  And  it 
should  be  recollected  that  in  the  United 
States  of  America  representative  institn- 
tions  had  been  grantea  to  colonies  of  far 
less  importance  in  population  and  wealth 
than  the  colonies  in  question.  By  the 
ordinance  of  1787,  for  establishing  a  go- 
vernment in  Ohio  (which  had  been  the 
basis  of  legislation  on  this  subject  ever 
since),  it  was  provided  that  as  soon  as  in 
any  territory  there  should  be  5,000  male 
inhabitants  of  full  age,  there  should  be 
established  a  legislature  consisting  of  two 
elective  chambers.  And  if  their  Lord- 
ships would  take  one  of  the  latest  ex- 
amples, they  would  find  that  to  the  dis- 
trict of  Oregon,  by  no  means  the  most 
civilised  portion  of  the  United  States, 
two  chambers  of  legislature  had  been 
given,  the  first  consisting  of  nine  elective 
members,  and  the  other  of  eighteen  repre- 
sentatives of  the  people.  And  were  they  to  be 
told  that  there  was  such  a  moral  and  intel- 
lectual inferiority  in  a  colonial  population, 
that  the  backwoodsmen  of  Oregon  could 
afibrd  materials  for  a  senate,  and  they 
were  not  to  be  found  in  New  South  Wales, 
which,  in  1848,  exclusively  of  Port  Phillip, 
had  170,000  inhabitonU.  As  to  the  ob- 
jection that  such  a  senate  would  be  too 
small  for  practical  purposes,  he  need  only 
point  to  the  State  of  Delaware,  where  the 
senate  consisted  of  only  nine  members,  or 
New  HaJnysWrOj  where  it  had  twolTO»  aa 
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a  refutation  of  their  argument.  He  did 
not,  however,  agree  with  those  who  wished 
to  estahlish  an  aristocracy  in  tho  Austra- 
lian colonies  ;  he  did  not  think  it  likely 
aristocratical  institutions  would  take  root 
there :  they  were  the  result  of  long  habit 
and  old  associations  ;  but  the  necessity  for 
a  second  chamber  did  not  rest  on  these 
grounds.  To  prevent  hasty  legislation — 
to  provide  a  nucleus  of  experienced  mem- 
"bers — and  to  combine  together  those  con- 
Bervative  elements,  always  found  in  all 
populations,  were  the  legitimate  objects  of 
a  second  chamber;  which,  he  thought, 
might  be  attained  by  its  members  being 
fewer  in  number,  with  a  higher  property 
qualification,  of  greater  age,  and  holding 
their  office  for  a  longer  period.  He  thought 
if  they  passed  this  Bill  in  its  present 
shape,  tney  should  commit  a  great  error. 
If  they  believed,  with  him,  that  there  were 
great  and  radical  defects  in  this  constitu- 
tion— that  in  forcing  it  on  the  colonies 
they  were  about  to  forsake  the  tried  paths 
of  legislation — if  they  believed,  with  him, 
that  they  were  about  to  disregard  the  ex- 
perience of  constitutional  governments, 
and,  abovo  all,  of  the  British  constitution 
— if  they  believed  that  they  were,  by  this 
Bill,  about  to  give  to  the  Australian  colo- 
nies a  constitution  to  which  it  was  not  safe 
to  confide  the  interests  either  of  the  co- 
lonies or  the  empire  at  large,  then  they 
would  adopt  the  Amendment  of  his  noble 
Friend. 

On  Question, 

Their  Lordships  divided:— Contents 20; 
Not-contents  22  :  Majority  2. 

List  of  the  Contents. 
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Resolved  in  the  Negative. 

On  Clause  5,  regulating  the  franehise. 

Lord  LYTTELTON  said,  he  had  given 
notice  of  an  Amendment  for  reducing  the 
franchise  to  one-half  the  amobnt  at  whidi 
it  stood  at  present  in  New  South  Wales; 
hut  as  the  noble  Earl  intended  introdacing 
a  clause  on  that  subject,  he  should  h^ 
leave  to  withdrair  his  Amendment.  In 
consequence  of  the  great  proportion  of 
convicts  in  New  South  Wales,  a  high  qua- 
lification was  considered  necessary  in  1m2; 
but  the  same  necessity  did  not  apply  to 
the  other  colonies. 

Earl  GREY  confessed  that  he  had  al- 
ways thought  the  franchise  in  New  Sooth 
Wales  too  high ;  and  the  only  reason  the 
Bill  was  drawn  as  it  stood  was,  that  he  did 
not  wish  to  make  any  alteration  in  the 
existing  state  of  things  that  could  be 
avoided.  However,  as  there  was  a  very 
general  feeling  in  favour  of  a  reduction  oi 
the  franchise,  and  as  it  was  likely  that  the 
existing  franchise  would  probably  operate 
unfavourably  at  the  first  election  in  Vic- 
toria, he  proposed  to  introduce  the  amend- 
ments suggested  by  the  noble  Lord,  in  a 
clause  which  he  intended  to  submit  for  the 
approbation  of  the  House. 

Clause  agreed  to,  as  were  Clauses  6 
and  7. 

On  Clause  8, 

Lord  MONTEAGLE  said,  by  this  clause 
it  was  provided  that,  no  matter  what  the 
capacity,  numbers,  or  intelligence  of  the 
population  of  Western  Australia  might  he» 
yet  they  were  not  to  have  the  benefit  of  a 
constitution  until  they  were  prepared  to 
pay  all  their  expenses.  He  thought  this  a 
most  severe  restriction,  as  it  should  be  re- 
collected that,  until  a  comparatively  recent 
period,  an  annual  vote  was  passed  by  the 
Imperial  Parliament  towards  the  expenses 
of  the  Goverament  of  Canada.  The  best 
way  to  get  a  revenue,  and  to  render  taxa- 
tion palatable,  was  to  give  good  govern- 
ment to  a  country.  Certainly  Van  Die- 
men's  Land  had,  for  some  years  back, 
been  obliged  to  borrow  to  the  amount  of 
40,000/.  to  50,0001.  a  year;  but  surely 
that  was  no  reason  why  it  should  not  have 
a  constitution. 

Earl  GREY  said,  it  was  no  new  prin* 
ciple  that  representative  government  and 
provision  for  the  public  expenditure  should 
go  hand  in  hand;  on  the  contrary,  it  was  aa 
old  as  the  British  constitution.  Until  the 
people  of  the  colonies  were  able  to  pay  the 
expenses  of  their  own  civil  govemment» 
they  had  no  right  to  expect  the  advaa* 
tagea  of  representative  government;  the 
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two  should  go  together.  Every  one  knew 
that,  to  the  want  of  money  hy  the  Crown, 
and  the  necessity  of  ohtaining  it  from  the 
House  of  Commons,  the  growth  of  our  own 
liherties,  or  at  least  their  estahlishment 
and  security  hy  the  sanction  of  specific 
laws,  were  owing.  His  nohle  Friend  said 
we  had  gone  on  an  opposite  principle  in 
the  case  of  Canada.  Most  certainly,  if  he 
(Earl  Grey)  wanted  an  instance  to  make 
out  his  own  case,  he  should  fix  on  that. 
In  Canada,  Parliament  created  represen- 
tative institutions,  hut  at  the  same  time 
enahled  the  colonial  government  for  a  long 
time  to  be  carried  on  hy  means  of  lavish 
grants  voted  by  the  House  of  Commons ; 
and  the  consequence  was,  that  in  that 
country  representative  government  re- 
mained a  farce  and  a  delusion  until  the 
system  was  put  an  end  to  by  the  pressure 
of  economical  considerations  on  the  Im- 
perial Government.  If,  in  1791,  we  had 
thrown  on  Canada  the  burden  of  her  own 
government  at  the  same  time  that  we 
created  representative  institutions,  those 
institutions  would  have  been  a  reality. 

Lord  MONTEAGLE  contended  that  the 
case  of  Canada  offered  no  analogy  to  that 
with  which  their  Lordships  had  now  to 
deal.  As  to  this  country  having  formerly 
defrayed  the  expenses  of  colonial  govern- 
ment, such  things  as  colonial  estimates 
still  existed,  and  the  salaries  of  West  India 
governors,  as  the  noble  Earl  well  knew,  were 
in  some  instances  paid  by  this  country. 

Earl  FITZWILLIAM  thought  that, 
although  the  wiUiholding  of  a  constitution 
might  be  right,  the  ground  alleged  for  it 
was  wrong.  It  was  true  that  the  power  of 
the  purse  had  given  the  House  of  Com- 
mons the  means  of  exercising  its  functions; 
but  the  rights  of  the  people  were  anterior 
to  its  origin,  and  this  was  a  ft*ee  country 
before  the  House  of  Commonji  furnished 
money  to  the  Executive  Government. 

Earl  GREY  said,  his  stotement  was 
merely  an  historical  one.  If  hb  view  was 
practically  true  as  regarded^ourselves,  which 
could  not  be  disputed,  he  believed  it  also 
theoretically  true  as  regarded  the  colonies. 
With  respect  to  the  salaries  of  governors, 
he  thougnt  it  would  be  wise  in  all  cases  to 
pay  them  from  the  Imperial  Treasury. 

Lord  LYTTELTON  rejoiced  that  his 
noble  Friend  opnosite  (Earl  Grey)  should 
have  come  rouncl  to  the  views  he  now  ex- 
pressed as  to  the  simultaneity  of  repre- 
sentative institutions  and  provision  for 
public  expenditure;  for  it  was  quite  certain 
that  at  one  period  they  had  been  very  dif- 
femit.  In  1846»  whoa  the  GoTenmwiit  to 


which  he  (Lord  Lyttelton)  had  belonged 
were  in  office,  the  noble  Earl  pursued  an 
entirely  opposite  course,  being  in  favour  of 
giving  a  representative  constitution  to 
Western  Australia  at  once,  before  any  step 
had  been  taken  by  the  colonists  to  defray 
their  own  expenses. 

Clause  agreed  to,  as  were  the  succeeding 
Clauses  up  to  13. 

On  Clause  14,  charging  the  colonial  re* 
venues  with  expenses  of  collection,  &c., 
subject  to  the  regulations  of  the  Commis- 
sioners of  the  Imperial  Treasury, 

Lord  MONTEAGLE  wished  to  know  if 
any  steps  were  to  be  taken  for  bringing 
this  branch  of  the  expenditure  under  the 
cognisance  of  the  colonial  legislatures  ? 

Earl  GREY  concurred  in  the  opinion 
that  the  colonies  should  have  th.e  fullest 
information  as  to  the  whole  of  the  expendi- 
ture, but  thought  it  might  lead  to  incon- 
venience to  insert  any  provision  on  the 
subject  in  an  Act  of  Parliament  like  the 
present.  Hitherto  the  Imperial  Legis- 
lature and  Government  had  kept  exclu- 
sively in  their  own  hands  the  whole  man- 
agement of  the  customs  establishments  of 
the  colonies.  He  had  lately  been  in  com- 
munication on  this  subject  with  his  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer, and  he  had  very  little  doubt  that 
they  would  be  able  to  mature  an  arrange- 
ment by  which  very  much  greater  control 
over  their  own  customs  establishments 
would  be  given  to  the  local  legislatures, 
still  maintaining  the  principle,  that  the 
cost  of  collection  should  be  paid  out  of  the 
gross  produce,  laying  at  the  same  time  the 
accounts  of  expenses  before  the  legis- 
lature. 

Clause  agreed  to,  as  were  Clauses  15  to 
24. 

Lord  LYTTELTON  then  proposed 
to  introduce  the  following  clause : — 

"  That  the  Governors  of  Viotoria,  New  South 
Wales.  Van  Diemen's  Land,  and  South  Australia 
respectively,  with  the  advice  of  the  Legislative 
Council,  to  be  established  in  the  colony  under 
this  Act,  shall  have  leave  to  repeal  all  or  any  part 
of  the  Acts  of  5  and  6  Victoria,  and  9  and  10  Yio- 
toria,  for  the  regulation  of  the  sale  of  land  or  any 
Orders  in  Council  issued  by  Her  Majesty  in  pur- 
suance of  those  Acts,  or  either  of  them,  and  to 
make  further  provisions  for  the  management  oi 
the  said  waste  lands  and  the  appropriation  of  the 
revenue  arising  therefrom." 


The  noble  Lord  said,  his  object  was  to 
give  the  colonial  legislature  the  power  of 
dealing  with  the  sale  of  the  Crown  lands, 
and  especially  with  the  price  of  them. 
With  reffard  to  Van  Diemen's  Land  and 
Soiiili  Anptnli^  Ihe  yalne  of  the  Grown 
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lands  was  eqnal  to  the  amount  placed 
upon  them  hj  the  Government,  and  he  ex- 
pected those  colonies  would  not  be  disposed 
to  meddle  with  the  existing  system;  hut 
he  had  been  reluctantly  brought  to  the 
conclusion  that  it  was  no  longer  possible 
to  maintain  through  the  whole  extent  of 
New  South  Wales  and  Port  Phillip  the 
existing  price  of  unsold  land  at  1{.  an  acre. 
The  extent  of  unsold  lands  in  those  colonies 
was  so  enormous,  that,  for  an  indefinite  pe- 
riod it  could  not  be  suited  for  any  other 
than  pastoral  occupation;  and  the  franchise 
which  the  Goyemment  proposed  proceeded 
entirely  upon  the  fact  of  this  kind  of  oc- 
cupation. He  contended  that  on  this 
ground,  it  was  expedient  that  the  local 
legislatures  should  have  the  power  he 
proposed  to  give  to  them.  It  was  said, 
indeed,  that  Her  Majesty's  Government 
were  prepared  to  concede  this  power  to 
the  federal  assembly.  The  whole  princi- 
ple, if  that  were  the  case,  was  then  given 
up ;  the  whole  point  of  the  Land  Sales 
Act  was  conceded  when  the  federal  as- 
sembly was  intended  to  be  invested  with 
this  power.  He  might  perhaps  be  told 
that  the  machinery  of  the  federal  assem- 
bly had  been  blown  to  the  winds;  but 
whether  that  was  so  or  not,  it  had  been 
proved  to  demonstration  that  they  would 
never  be  able  to  deal  satisfactorily  with 
the  power  of  selling  waste  lands.  Such 
being  the  case.  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment now  proposed  to  leave  the  existing 
law  intact.  He  could  not  believe  they 
meant  long  to  abide  by  that  position  ; 
but  in  the  meantime  he  submitted  that 
Parliament  was  ripe  for  giving  this  power 
into  the  hands  of  the  colonial  legisla- 
tures. Few  more  popular  measures  could 
be  adopted.  Few  measures  would  more 
conciliate  the  feelings  of  the  colonists  to- 
wards the  whole  Bill  as  it  stood;  and  he 
saw  no  reason  for  doubting  that  the  le- 
gislatures of  Victoria  and  New  South 
Wales  would  not  deal  with  the  subject 
consistently  with  the  interests  of  those 
colonies.  That  they  would  reduce  the 
price  of  land  he  had  no  doubt ;  but  be 
oelieved  they  would  not  be  inclined  to 
alter  in  any  other  respect  the  principle 
of  the  existing  Land  Sales  Act.  They 
would  be  willing,  he  expected,  to  retain 
the  existing  division  of  tne  funds  arising 
from  such  sales — one  portion  being  ap« 
propriated  to  local  improvements,  and  the 
other  to  the  promotion  of  emigration. 
But  if  they  were  not,  it  would  still  be 
la  tha  power  of  Her  Majesty's  Oovarn* 
■lenty  through  the  Colonjul  OSfi;  to  i»> 


fuse  their  assent  to  any  meMnre  offered 
to  them.  The  particular  point  with  the 
colonies,  however,  would  no  doubt  be 
that  of  price.  At  the  same  time  he 
should  object  to  the  price  of  land  in  New 
South  Wides  being  reduced  to  a  nominal 
amount.  The  question,  then»  was  one  of 
degree;  and  he  contended  that  the  colo- 
nial legislature  would,  upon  such  a  sub- 
ject, have  the  best  means  of  arrivhig  at 
the  best  decision.  The  chief  praetieai 
difficulty  in  the  way  of  their  daaKnr 
with  the  question  would  be  the  vested 
rights  and  interests  of  individuals  who 
had  purchased  at  a  higher  rate  —  that 
was,  supposing  the  price  to  be  redooed. 
On  this  point  he  would  only  express  his* 
belief  that  the  difficulty  would  bo  flurly 
met  by  the  colonial  legislatures;  hot  at 
the  same  time  he  would  add,  that  tinea 
the  year  1842,  when  the  Land  Sales 
Act  passed,  the  sales  of  land,  both  in 
New  South  Wales  and  Fort  Phillip,  had 
been  exceedingly  few  in  nnmber.  The 
vested  interests  which  could  interpose 
any  practical  difficultv  were  therefore  ex« 
tremely  limited.  It  had  also  been  urged 
that  the  proposal  to  give  over  the  nnsohl 
lands  of  tne  Crown  to  the  colonies,  was  an 
absurdity,  inasmuch  as,  owing  to  their 
extent,  they  were  out  of  the  reach  of  the 
colonies.  Certainly  not,  was  his  reply. 
The  reserve  would  still  be  in  the  hands  of 
the  Crown.  The  practice  had  always  been 
that  the  amount  of  land,  snob  as  could  be 
easily  ascertained,  was,  in  neariy  all  the 
colonies,  in  the  power  of  the  colonies  them* 
selves  to  deal  with;  but  at  the  same  time  he 
admitted  it  would  be  important,  if  his  pro- 
posal should  be  adopted,  that  boundaries 
should  be  accurately  defined.  Entertain- 
ing these  views,  he  should  submit  the 
clause  which  he  had  read,  hoping  bj  it 
to  give  the  colonies  practically  the  power 
of  reducing  the  price,  if  thev  should  think 
fit,  of  the  unsold  Crown  lands. 

Earl  GREY  said,  he  oould  not  eonear 
in  the  proposition  of  his  noble  Friend,  he- 
cause  if  the  House  adopted  it,  the  greatest 
blow  would  be  given  to  the  future  pros- 
perity of  all  the  Australian  colonies.  Up 
to  the  year  1831  the  practice  had  been  to 
grant  lands  to  all  applicants  under  certain 
rules  and  conditions.  The  object  of  these 
rules  was  to  endeavour,  as  far  as  possihle« 
to  prevent  land  being  claimed  by  parties 
who  reallv  did  not  belong  to  them.  To 
accomplish  that,  a  regulation  was  required 
that  the  amount  of  grant  should  be  in  pro- 
portion to  the  eapital  possesssd  hy  the 
settler,  the  ffraat  to  he  tesmnshle  ttnlesa 
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there  was  a  certain  amount  of  improve- 
ment upon  the  land.  But,  practically,  all 
these  useful  regulations  were  a  dead  letter, 
for  thej  were  evaded  in  a  manner  which  it 
was  impossihle  bj  any  vigilance  to  prevent. 
It  was,  therefore,  suggested  that,  instead 
of  giving  land  away,  it  ought  to  be  told, 
and  the  proceeds  applied  so  as  to  increase 
the  value  of  the  land  to  the  real  settler, 
and  to  assist  the  emigrant.  When  the 
prices  were  settled  under  Lord  Ripon*s 
regulations,  the  greatest  discontent  was,  no 
doubt,  caused  in  the  colonies;  but  the  bene- 
ficial effect  of  the  new  system  soon  became 
obvious.  In  1840  the  whole  subject  was 
brought  under  the  consideration  of  a  Se- 
lect Committee,  and  after  a  very  long, 
fuU,  and  patient  inquiry,  that  Committee 
came  to  the  oondusion  that  the  prices 
of  land  ought  to  be  raised,  but  that  in 
order  to  induce  persons  to  purchase  more 
largely,  a  parliamentary  security  ought  to 
be  afforded  to  them  against  the  prices  be- 
ing subsequently  reduced.  This  view  was 
adopted  by  the  noble  Lord  now  at  the 
head  of  the  Government,  and  then  the 
Colonial  Secretary,  but  he  did  not  remain 
in  office  long  enough  to  carry  it  out.  His 
noble  Friend,  however,  (Lord  Stanley), 
who  succeeded  him,  brought  in  a  Bill  in 
1842,  founded  on  the  report  of  the  Com- 
mittee,  and,  with  the  object  of  guarantee- 
ing to  future  purchasers  that  their  pro- 
perty should  not  be  reduced  in  value,  pro^ 
vision  was  made  for  the  permanent  fixing 
of  a  minimum  price,  and  very  large  sales 
subsequently  took  place.  He  wished,  in- 
deed, to  call  their  Lordships'  especial  at- 
tention to  the  effects  which  had  resulted 
from  the  policy  thus  adopted.  Their  Lord- 
ships would  recollect  that  it  was  in  1831 
that  the  scheme  was  adopted  of  selling 
land,  and  applying  the  proceeds  to  emigra- 
tion. Since  that  period — eighteen  years 
ago-'-'there  had  been  realised  by  land  sales 
no  less  than  2,500,000{.,  all  of  which  was 
expended  in  furtherance  of  emigration. 
Previously  to  the  time  in  question  die  emi- 
gration to  our  Australian  eoloniee  consisted 
only  of  convicts  and  small  numbers  of 
persons  in  the  superior  classes  of  life. 
The  lowest  sum  at  which  a  pa8sage<-**a 
steerage  passage  -^  could  be  obtained, 
amounted  to  upwards  of  401.,  whereas,  at 
the  present  time,  a  person  could  be  eon* 
veyed  to  the  colonies  in  question  at  an 
expense  of  from  122.  to  142.,  and  with 
innnitely  superior  accommodation.  Well, 
the  number  of  persons  sent  out  by  means 
ef  thU  2,500»000(.,  amounted  ia  the 
eighteen  jmn  to.  117,000  Mde.     Vov 


was  this  all.  The  indirect  effects  of  the 
system  were  to  encourage  voluntary  emi- 
gration, which  was  earried  on  to  the  extent 
of  61,750  persons,  making  a  grand  total 
of  179,350  souls.  Under  these  circum- 
stances he  had  to  ask  the  House  not  to 
shake  the  confidence  of  purchasers  in  the 
value  of  the  commodity  offered  to  them 
for  sale.  If  they  did  so,  the  result  would 
be  seriously  to  check  the  tide  of  emigra- 
tion, which,  as  he  had  shown,  was  setting 
so  strongly  towards  the  Australian  shores. 
But  there  was  still  another  party  interest- 
ed— a  partv  formed  by  the  general  body 
of  the  British  public  at  home.  He  main- 
tained that  the  Crown  Jands  were  domains 
held  by  the  Crown  as  trustee  for  the  bene- 
fit of  the  mat  bulk  of  Her  Majesty's 
subjects,  and  that  it  was  of  the  greatest 
importance  that  they  should  not  be  en- 
grossed by  a  few  persons  to  the  detriment 
of  future  purchasers.  He  found,  however, 
that  were  the  prices  of  the  lands  to  be 
now  lowered,  they  would  be  bought  up  by 
speculators  to  hold  until  the  gradually  in- 
creasing population  enhanced  the  value  of 
land,  and  then  to  be  resold  at  a  corre- 
sponding advance  of  prices.  One  of  the 
arffuments  in  favour  of  the  proposition 
before  the  Hoase  was,  that  that  proposi- 
tion was  popular  in  the  colonies  them- 
selves. Me  did.  not,  however,  by  any 
means  admit  that  this  was  the  case.  He 
believed,  on  the  contrary,  that  public  opin- 
ion was  much  divided  upon  the  point;  that 
in  South  Australia  the  general  feeling  was 
in  fS&vour  of  the  maintenance  of  existing 
laws  as  to  land  prices  ;  while  even  in  New 
South  Wales  a  considerable  diversity  of 
opinion  existed.  He  believed,  indeed,  that 
the  legislative  council  of  that  colony  would 
not  now  support  the  report  of  a  committee 
of  their  body,  made  in  favour  of  a  reduc- 
tion of  price.  The  resolution  against  the 
present  minimum  of  price  come  to  by  the 
council  in  1846  showed  that  there  were 
only  ninety-seven  representatives  in  favour 
of  reduction,  the  great  body  of  the  ma- 
jority being  made  up  of  nominee  members. 
He  repeated,  however,  that  he  had  every 
reason  to  believe  that  the  report  of  the 
committee  to  which  he  had  .alluded  did  not 
embody  the  opinion  of  the  council,  or  that 
of  the  colonial  public.  Their  Lordships 
had  had  some  experience  of  committeest 
and  kqew  how  very  generally  it  happened 
that  the  formal  o^nion  pronounced  by  a 
committee  was  in  reality  the  opinion  of  its 
most  active  and  infiuential  member.  He 
need  only  aUude  in  conclusion  to  the  peti* 
tion  most  nnmereoily  signed  by  thd  ujutt 
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ier  class  in  the  colony,  against  any  lower- 1 
ing  of  the  price  of  lands,  and  to  appeal  to 
their  Lordships  if  the  system  had  pro- 
duced the  results  which  he  hi&d  demon- 
strated— if  under  and  hy  means  of  it, 
Australia  had  grown  from  heing  a  mere 
convict  settlement  into  the  dignity  and 
power  of  a  nation — he  appealed  to  them 
not  to  endanger  or  to  change  a  course  of 
policy,  of  which  the  results  had  heen  so 
uniformly  advantageous. 

Lord    MONTEAGLE    supported    the 
Amendment.     The  system  which  his  nohle 
Friend  had  suhverted  was  most  vicious, 
and  he  deserved  the  thanks  of  the  country 
for  its  abolition.      But  it  did  not  follow 
that  the  system  which  he  wished  to  intro- 
duce was  a  good  or  a  beneficial  one.     The 
great  argument  which  had  heen  urged  in 
favour  of    the  proposition  of   his  noble 
Friend  was,  that  a  large  fund  would  be 
raised  by  the  sale  of  those  lands  for  local 
purposes,  and  for  the  promotion  of  emigra- 
tion.    But  he  contended  that  the  sale  of 
those  lands  would  never  realise  the  expec- 
tations of  his  noble  Friend.     It  was  a  mat- 
ter of  great  interest  to  the  people.     The 
noble  Lord  admitted  that  they  were  enti- 
tled to  deal  with  the  matter,  yet  he  prac- 
tically refused  to  them  the  privilege  which 
he  acknowledged  in  theory  was  their  in- 
disputable right.     In  the  year  1842  a  re- 
port was  adopted  condemning  the  land  sys- 
tem.    In  the  year  1844  another  report 
was  adopted  of  a  similar  effect;  but  before 
that  was  agreed  to,  a  circular  was  sent 
round    to  the  magistrates,   who  all  con- 
curred in  it.     In  the  year  1846  there  was 
a  resolution  in   council  condemning  the 
system;  and  in  the  year  1849  the  present 
report  was  adopted.     He  entreated  their 
Lordships  to  act  upon  the  principle  which 
they  had  hitherto  adopted,  to  give  the  local 
legislature  the  power  of  acting  for  them- 
selves, and  to  support  the  Amendment. 

Lord  LYTTELTON  replied. 

On  Question, 

Their  Lordships  divided  : — Contents  18; 
Non-Contents  28 :  Majority  10. 
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Resolved  in  the  Negative, 

The  Bishop  of  OXFORD  then  rose  to 
move  the  insertion  of  a  clause,  the  object 
of  which  was  to  relieve  the  Established 
Church  in  the  colonies  from  the  restric- 
tions imposed  by  the  statute  laws  passed 
to  regulate  the  Church  since  the  Reforma- 
tion.    He  felt  the  less  embarrassment  in 
doing  so,   because  of   the  statement  to 
which  he  had  listened  with  so  much  satis- 
faction on  the  previous  evening,  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government  were  ready  to  listen 
to  any  reasonable  suggestion  to  extend  the 
spiritual  power  of  the  Church  of  England. 
The  present  position  of  the  Church  was 
this — that  all    the    laws   and   ordinances 
affecting  her,  and  in  force  when  the  colo- 
nies were  founded,  became  binding  on  the 
colonial  clergy.      It  was  foreseen   when 
bishops  were  first  appointed  for  the  colo- 
nies that  it  would  be  necessary  to  provide 
some  machinery  by  which  those  things  so 
easily  done  in  England  could  be  effected 
in  the  colonics,  and  power  was  accordingly 
given  in  the  patents  of  the  first  bishops  to 
enable  them  to  hear  and  examine  witnesses 
and  to   exercise    the    ordinary   episcopal 
powers  in  their  own  courts.    It  was  found, 
however,  the  first  time  those  powers  were 
put  to  the  proof,  that  the  authority  of  the 
bishops  was  disputed;  and  in  reference  to 
the  highest  law  authorities  at  home  it  had 
been  decided  that  in  advising  Her  Majesty 
to  insert  those  powers  in   the    bishops* 
patents,  they  had  exceeded  the  just  limits 
of  the  Crown's  prerogative,  and  had  gone 
beyond  the  powers  they  could  properly 
convey  in  those  instruments.     The  words 
conferring  those  powers  weire  now  with- 
drawn from  the  patents,  and  the  position 
of  tho  Church  was  this — that  it  was  utterly 
impossible  for  the  bishops  or  clergy  to 
make  any  rules  for  their  own  internal  ma- 
nagement, because  no  such  rules  could  be 
enforced    without    the    authority   of    the 
Crown,  and  by  one  of  the  canons  it  was 
prohibited  even  to  discuss  them.     Nay, 
more,  it  was  impossible  to  make  any  rules 
binding  on  the  members  of  the  Church, 
even  by  their  own  consent.    Now,  these 
were  no  fanciful  evils.     The  noble  Eail 
(Earl  Grey)  last  night  had  referred  to  the 
authority  of  a  rev.  gentleman  to  show 
that  the  colonial,  and  not  the  Imperial 
Legislature,  was  the  quarter  where  those 
evils  ought  to  be  redressed.     With  the 
noUe  Bail'a  leave,  he  wonU  quote  tiie 
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Taluable  evidence  of  the  chaplain  to  the 
Bishop  of  TasDiaoiA  to  give  their  Lordships 
some  idea  how  the  law  had  operated,  and 
how  br  the  Church  of  England  was  en- 
titled to  look  to  the  Legislature  for  re- 

"  At  ohapluD  to  the  Biihop  of  Tununiii  from 
1843  to  1818,  and  huTiog,  either  previouslr  or 
labKqaeDtl  J,  naited  the  other  AoBtr&lUn  ooloniea, 
I  have  ■em  nuDr  mHoub  diaordera  uid  inoon- 
Tenienoes  srieiDg  from  thie  uurchy  umI  wuit  of 
due  repiUtioD." 

lo  a  memorandum,  to  show  the  evils  of  the 
want  of  diBcipline,  he  said — 

"  Od  tbe  remoTalofdoubtieonoeming  the  right 
of  the  biihop,  olergir,  >nd  lajr  membore  of  Uie  Church 
of  England  ia  an  Auetntlum  diooeie  to  make  regu- 
btiouB  by  cooaent  unoug  themielTfli  for  the  bet- 
ter «anduet  of  their  l(w>l  ecoleaiuCioat  tStin, 
the  doubts  which  it  is  proposed  to  remote  osuse 
much  embsTTuement  to  tbe  members  of  the 
Church  of  Englssd  in  tbe  Austniliui  oolonies; 
and,  •■  tbe  GoTonimefit  hsTo  now  determined  to 
giTo  the  colonists  tbe  initiative  in  proposing  tbeir 
own  civil  constitution  for  the  suution  of  the 
Crown,  it  seenu  reuonsbla  t«  extend  to  Uiem  the 
ome  freedom  of  Mtion  in  eoolesisstical  a&irs,  or 
rather  to  remove  the  doubts  which  hinder  the 
membenaftbs  Churohof  EagUndfromsasuming 
the  freedom  wbioh  other  denominstions  already 
eiercLse  with  advantage.  Nine  years'  intiioale 
experienee  of  the  most  recent  proceedings  of  our 
Church  in  those  parts  convinces  me  that  the  in- 
iemal  afCuni  of  the  Chanth  of  England  and  Ire- 
land in  the  Anstralian  colonies  are  now  in  a  stale 
of  almost  complete  anarchy  ;  because  the  eeoleai- 
astioal  law  ana  ooorts  of  England  will  not  work 
there,  and  there  are  no  lawful  means  of  making 
looat  regulations  by  consent.  The  Taunanian 
letters  patent  anthoriae  the  bishcv  '  to  proceed  to 
flnal  sentence  in  due  form  of  law  with  criminous 
elerks.  But '  no  tribtmal  exists  wbieb  has  power 
to  try  and  convict  a  chaplain, '  says  the  Registrar 
of  Tasmania  (19th  July,  181S).  The  Bishop  of 
Australia  (now  Sydney)  endeavoured  to  proceed 
wltb  the  oonslstanal  court,  which  the  old  letters 
patent  of  Australia  seemed  to  sanction,  but  be 
oould  not.  In  hii  protest  (1^36}  be  stated  the 
•erious  inoonvenlenoe  reenltlng  fivm  these  doubts : 
'  The  bishop  has  no  opportunity  of  stating,  in  the 
bee  of  the  Churoh,  the  grounds  upon  which  his 
judgment  is  formed,  and  the  party  condemned  is 
deprived  of  the  benefit  of  an  appeal ;'  all  which 
was  afterwards  verified  in  the  eiperienoe  of  the 
Bishop  of  Tasmania,  who  deprived  Messrs.  Wig- 
more  and  Bateman  of  tli^  lieenae*  pro  ariiitrw 
«uo.  The  ecelesiaatleal  laws  of  England  were  not 
very  applkable  to  the  colonies ;  and  doubts  existed 
almost  m  every  ease  which  arose,  whereby  their 
applicatioD  was  in  ju-actice  forbidden.  I  have 
before  me  tbe  opinion  of  Mr.  Home,  Attorney 
General  of  Van  Diemen's  Land  (May  30,  ISlfi), 
statin?  the  objections  against  extending  the  im- 
proved English  Church  Acts  to  the  oolonies  ;  which 
objections  were  acted  upon,  The  same  authority 
said  that  there  was  not  in  these  oolonies  a  single 
preferment  in  the  sense  of  the  English  statutes  ; 
■D  that  the  power  given  to  the  bishop  in  the  new 
letters  patent  of  Sydney, '  to  give  inaUtution  to 
benefices '  which  do  not  exist — >  to  call  befbre 
him  the  elergy,'  who  need  not  oome — '  to  hav* 
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fiill  power  and  authority  to  affirm,  reverse,  or 
alter  the  judgment,  seatence,  or  decree '  of  inferior 
ecoleaiastical  oourts,  which  cannot  be  enforced! 
[Jl  these  provisioaa  are  nugator;  and  perplexing 
'  all  parties  concerned.  The  Church  of  England 
the  Australian  colonies  cannot  at  present  make 
enforce  local  regalations  fer  want  of  some  re- 
moval of  doubts  which  exist  as  to  her  power  to 
do  so.  *  The  Churches  of  Rome  and  Saotland,' 
said  Mr.  Harrison,  Che  Registrar  of  Tasmania 
(July  IS,  18U}, '  are  not  amenable  to  the  tempo- 
ral courts  in  this  colon;  for  any  eodesiasUeal 
judgment  paised  Or  discipline  exeroised  by  their 
respective  beads ;  they,  however  de&ctive  they 
may  he  in  law,  are  yet  final,  and  are  not  open  to 
further  legal  censure,  nor  can  the  clergy  of  those 
churches  harass  their  eeeleiiastical  superiors  by 
appeals  to  the  superior  courts  here,  or  to  th* 
Privy  Council  at  home  ;  whilst  the  judgments  of 
the  Church  of  England,  however  just  and  equit- 
able, however  founded  upon  notorious  laota 
and  admitted  delinquency,  if  they  are  not  eon- 
ducted  in  strict  aeoorduce  with  the  eoclesiat- 
tieal  law,  are  open  to  appeal  both  here  and  at 
home,  to  mandamus,  and  to  sundry  vexations  pro- 
ceedings. Kay,  if  they  be  even  legally  correct, 
eiperienoe  has  proved  that  they  are  not  seoure 
fnnn  attempts  to  reverse  them  throujb  tin  m>- 
dium  of  the  civil  power  (that  is,  the  Secretary  of 
State).  Instances  might  be  multiplied  in  proof 
of  the  doubts  which  enveloped  all  the  relations  of 
the  Church  of  England  in  these  colonies — double 
which  could  only  be  removed  by  the  wholesome 
action  of  local  experience  and  discussion." 
He  went  on,  in  another  paper,  with  whicti 
he  would  not  trouble  their  Lordshipa,  to 
show  how  all  attempts  to  give  the  Church 
of  England  full  scope,  and  extend  her  use* 
fulness,  had  foiled.  The  bishop  tried,  for 
instance,  to  hold  home  viiitationi — he  was 
utterlj  nnsucceesful.  Again,  he  attempted 
an  ordinaiT  visitation,  hut,  from  the  ab- 
sence of  all  power  in  his  hands,  he  was 
obliged  to  abandon  it,  as  he  could  not  pro- 
cure the  attendance  of  bis  clergj.  In 
one  instance  tbe  bishop  called  the  clergj 
together  to  consider  the  affairs  of  the 
Church;  but  they  told  bim  thej'  bad  no- 
thing to  do  with  the  matter — had  no  power 
to  interfere — did  not  wish  to  be  mixed  up 
with  it,  and  that  they  would  leave  him  to 
manage  it  himself.  Another  case  waa 
mentioned  by  this  gentleman,  to  wbioh  he 
begged  their  Lordships'  attention.  It  was 
this :  the  Bishop  of  Tasmania,  thinking 
there  was  not  sufficient  service  in  his  own 
cathedral  church  of  St.  David's,  deter- 
mined to  give  a  sernce  himself  on  everr 
Saturday  evening,  from  which  he  believM 
great  advantages  would  arise  to  the  inha- 
bitants. The  officiating  clergyman,  think* 
ing  this  interference  an  indignity,  ordered 
the  churchwarden  to  lock  the  gates.  Tha 
bishop,  who  was  ver;  popular  with  the  in- 
habitants,  came  down  to  the  church  at- 
tended by  K  large  congregation,  who,  ob 
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finding  what  had  occurred,  became  yiolent, 

and  threatened   to  break  in   the  doors, 

whereupon    the    churchwarden    unlocked 

them.     It  was  found,  however,  impossible 

to  settle  the  question  finally,  or  to  lay 

down  any  rules  which  would  be  attended 

to;  and  the  consequence  was  that  it  was 

left  to  be  determined  every  time  by  brute 

force  whether  the  Bishop  of  Tasmania  was 

to  preach  in  his  own  cathedral  or  not. 

The  last  statement  with  which  he  should 

trouble  their  Lordships  was  one  not  less 

remarkable : — 

"  The  Bistum  of  TMmama  wia  desirous  to 
4iTide  Hobvt  Town  into  Ibnr  pnriahes  ;  but,  at  a 
■looting  of  the  clergy  coneerned,  whom  he  had 
•nmmoned  to  oonoert  a  plan  with  him,  one  retired, 
after  having  proteeted  against  the  whole  prooeed- 
iag.  The  rest  fomatned,  and  volontariijr  followed 
the  wishes  of  the  bishop,  whioh  were  reasonable 
enoogh ;  but  great  doubts  hang  over  this  paroohial 
division,  and  it  is  set  at  nought  with  impunity." 

Such  were  the  evils  that  resulted  from  the 
impossibility  of  combined  action.  He  did 
not  wish  to  exaggerate  the  evils  to  which 
the  members  of  the  Chureh  of  England 
were  subject  in  the  colonies  in  making  in- 
ternal regulations,  even  by  consent,  or  the 
restrictions  and  difficulties  to  whioh  they 
were  exposed.  He  had  been  lately  told  by 
an  intelligent  gentleman  that  it  was  impos- 
sible to  conceive  the  state  of  the  Colonial 
Church,  and  that  the  simple  fact  of  its 
being  known  that  every  clergyman  held 
his  office  by  the  mere  ipse  aixit  of  the 
bishop,  without  any  rule  or  control*  as  well 
as  the  feeling  that  the  clergy  did  not  stand 
in  the  same  position  as  the  clergy  at  home, 
and  on  an  equally  sound  and  ascertained 
footing,  had  a  most  material  effect  on  their 
status,  and  lowered  their  standard  of  use- 
fulness. It  was  the  opinion  of  the  most 
eminent  legal  authorities  that  all  the  laws 
which  affected  the  clergymen  of  the  Church 
of  England  in  this  country  affected  them  in 
the  colonies  also.  The  restraining  clauses 
which  subjected  the  clergy  of  the  Church 
of  England  to  fine  and  imprisonment  if  they 
laid  down  laws  for  their  own  government, 
applied  to  all  the  clergy  subject  to  the 
province  of  Canterbury;  and  in  the  letters 
patent  of  the  colonial  bishops  it  was  pro- 
vided that  the  bishop  and  his  clergy  should 
be  subject  to  the  see  of  Canterbury;  and 
therefore  they  were  placed  under  the  same 
restraining  enactments  as  the  clergy  of 
that  see;  but  they  were  not  given  the  same 
power  in  local  matters,  and  did  not  enjoy 
the  force  of  a  body  of  rules  carried  up  by 
prescription  from  generation  to  generation, 
and  acted  on  in  every  diocese  at  home. 


None  of  the  cases  he  had  qaoted  eonld 
arise  here :  they  were  aU  prorided  lor  by 
the  regular  course  of  chureh  diaoipliiie, 
and  by  the  gprowth  of  those  presenptifv 
rules  of  which  he  had  spoken.  The  Cbnreli 
of  England  was  hampered,  wh>le  other 
churches  were  left  free.  To  the  elergj  of 
other  churches — grave,  zealous,  *nd  ear- 
nest men,  as  he  rejoiced  to  know — they  had 
ffiven  freedom,  while  they  bound  the  mem- 
bers of  their  own  Church.  They  gave  theoa 
just  so  much  of  ecclesiastical  law  aa  would 
impede  them,  but  not  enough  to  make 
the  position  of  the  Church  intelligible,  or 
her  ministration  effective.  That  than  waa 
the  evil  to  be  remedied.  And  the  daiise 
he  proposed  to  insert  provided,  that  when 
members  of  the  Church  of  England  — 
bishops,  clergy,  and  laity — assembled  toge- 
ther, and,  by  consent,  kid  down  rules  for 
their  internal  government,  it  should  be  im- 
possible for  those  who  had  consented  to 
those  rules  afterwards  to  appeal  against 
them  to  courts  at  home.  He  had  been 
assured  by  lawyers  of  the  highest  autho- 
rity there  was  nothing  objectionaUe  in  the 
clause.  The  effect  of  intrusting  members 
of  the  Church  of  England  in  the  colonies 
with  the  right  he  proposed,  would  be  thai 
they  would  be  left  to  make  some  raleo  for 
their  own  internal  goveniment.  These 
would  be  tested  by  experience,  and  if  thej 
were  found  to  succeed,  application  migoi 
be  made  to  the  colonial  I^alatiure  for  their 
sanction.  The  time  was  not  bow  eooie  Isr 
that.  What  he  asked  their  Lordships  to 
do  was,  what  the  colonial  legislature  could 
not  do— what  c<»cerBed  not  loeal  bat  n»- 
perial  law — ^to  set  their  co-reKKknista  free 
from  certain  conseqaences  of  miperial  le* 
gislation.  It  was  a  point  to  which  Black- 
stone  had  adverted,  that  although  all  ihe 
laws  relating  to  the  church  courts  w«e 
valid  in  the  eoloBies,  yet  reason  and  expe- 
rience prevented  their  enforeement  thm, 
because  they  were  not  suited  to  colonial 
life.  An  that  the  clause  proposed  to  do 
was  to  remove  the  doubt  whieh  existed, 
the  illegality  which  be  believed  existed,  in 
regard  to  doing  what  could  be  done  by  aU 
bodies  of  religionists,  but  which  coula  not 
be  done  by  members  of  the  Church  of  Bag- 
land.  These  restraimng  laws  did  not  ap- 
ply to  other  bodies  at  home;  but  owm^  to 
the  connexion  at  home  between  the  Chureh 
and  the  State  there  was  a  jealousy,  and 
the  Church  was  restrained.  But  what  their 
Lordships  were  asked  to  do  was,  not  to 
apply  that  restraint  under  circumstances 
where  there  were  none  of  the  escapee  from 
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the  misohievous  effects  which  might  he 
found  to  exist  at  home.  It  was  said,  what 
was  asked  to  he  done,  ought  to  he  done  hj 
the  colonial  legislatmre  only.  Bat  it  was 
not  a  matter  for  their  colonial  legislatures, 
for  it  did  not  touch  colonial  but  imperial 
legislation.  The  object  was  to  set  £re0 
from  the  chain  of  imperial  legislation  those 
who  were  members  of  the  Church  of  Eng-* 
land.  Then  it  was  said,  they  ought  not  to 
attempt  to  claim  in  that  part  of  the  world 
the  powers  of  a  dominant  church  for  the 
Church  of  England,  but  rather  trust  to  the 
purity  of  her  faith  and  her  spiritual  power. 
He  entirely  agreed  in  that  opinion;  and  if 
there  were  anything  in  the  clause  which 
went  contrary  to  it,  he  begged  their  Lord- 
ships to  believe  he  would  not  be  the  man 
to  propose  it  for  their  adoption.  But  it 
was  in  the  spirit  of  that  objection  that  he 
proposed  the  clause.  The  clause  was  purely 
permissive;  it  proposed  to  gire  no  power 
to  the  Church  of  England  in  the  colonies 
which  the  members  of  the  Church  of 
Rome  and  the  Presbyterian  body  did  not 
enjoy.  It  gave  them  no  superiority;  it 
gave  them  power  merely  to  draw  up 
such  interior  rules  for  their  own  con- 
duct which  they  were  restrained  from 
drawing  up  by  their  anomalous  connexion 
with  the  restrained  Church  at  home.  It 
was  not  settling  a  home  question  in  settling 
a  colonial  question.  The  difference  was 
perfectly  plain.  When  a  colony  was  first 
founded,  there  was  the  same  difficulty,  at 
first,  in  knowing  how  far  the  temporiU 
laws  of  the  mother  country  would  apply  to 
the  colony.  How  was  that  question  set- 
tled ?  It  was  very  soon  settled.  Some 
representative  assembly  was  called  toge- 
ther which  proceeded  to  make  internal 
laws.  Courts  were  instituted.  An  inci- 
dental code  of  legislation  began  to  be 
made,  marking,  however,  what  were  the 
laws  of  the  mother  country.  There  was 
the  same  need  in  respect  of  spirituiU  legis* 
lation  ;  and  the  question  was  settled  pre- 
cisely in  the  same  way,  by  allowing  mem- 
bers of  the  rehgiotts  body  to  meet  and 
agree  among  themselves  as  to  the  neces- 
sary rules  for  guidance  in  their  own  spiri-* 
tual  affairs-*— which  rules  being  estaUished 
in  practice,  appHcatioH  might  be  made  to 
the  colonial  legislature  for  their  sanction. 
The  concern  of  Parliament  was  to  set  the 
churches  in  the  colonies  free  from  the 
embarrassment  of  their  anomalous  con- 
nexion with  the  Church  at  home,  which 
gave  them  nmther  rule  nor  freedom. 
Again,  it  was  ob^ted  thai  there  was 


danger  lest  the  churches  in  the  colonies^ 
possessing  such  powers,  should  adopt  a 
new  faith,  and  separate  from  the  Church  ai 
home.  But  if  the  proviso  appended  to 
the  clause  were  considered^  that  danger 
would  be  found  to  be  guarded  i^ainat.^ 
The  oath  of  allegiance  was  required  to  be 
taken,  and  the  Thirty-nine  Articles  to  be 
signed,  by  parties  admitted  to  ai^  see  or 
pastoral  charge.  The  liberty  and  lioea^ 
given  were  to  be  given  within  the  defirate 
restrictions  which  limited  the  Ohur^  at 
England  at  home.  It  was  not  proposed 
to  give  power  to  alter  a  single  Article,  or 
to  touch  the  Liturgy.  The  objectioiM  to 
the  clause  fell  absolutdy  to  the  grouiid. 
The  expression^  *'  declared  members  of 
the  Church  of  England,'*  had  a  seeoBil 
intention,  atid  was  meant  to  apply  to  those 
who  claimed  to  themselves  the  privilegee 
of  the  Church  of  England  in  their  applica* 
tion  to  the  Government— so  brbging  them« 
selves  under  the  description.  It  i^as 
alleged  that,  whatever  might  be  said  to 
the  contrary,  the  proposed  clame  wonki 
place  members  of  the  Churoh  of  Sngland 
in  a  position  of  advantage  over  others^ 
What,  candidly  and  judiciously  weighing 
the  matter,  was  the  effect  of  the  worde 
which  clothed  the  last  proviso  9  It  was 
declared  that  these  regulations  should  not 
have  any  other  effect  than  the  regulations^ 
laws,  or  usages  of  other  churches  of  r^ 
gious  communities  in  the  same  colomes.  If 
there  were  force  in  language,  that  to  whiek 
objection  was  taken  was  specially  guarded 
against  it.  If  it  were  possible  to  suggest 
any  form  of  words  which  could  more  effeo' 
tuaDy  attain  the  object  he  had  in  view, 
the  proposal  would  be  hailed  with  pleasure 
by  him,  and  not  only  by  him,  but  by  num« 
hers  out  of  that  House,  who  had  heard  it 
said  last  night  by  the  Government  that  they 
were  really  and  honestly  sincere  in  the  de- 
sire to  aid  the  Church  of  England  in  work- 
ing herself  free— not  gaining  new  power 
from  the  State-^for  the  exercise  of  her  own 
inherent  spiritual  power  in  a  way  beneficial 
to  herself  and  not  injurious  to  others.  The 
only  objection  that  he  remembered  to  the 
clause  was^  that  however  good  it  might  be, 
it  was  not  right  to  introduce  such  a  clause 
in  a  special  Act,  but  that  it  would  be  »or« 
convenient  to  make  it  part  of  a  general 
Act,  applying  to  all  the  Colonies  of  Grsat 
Britain.  For  his  oirn  part  he  thought 
that  the  noble  Earl  was  perfectly  right  in 
temporal  matters  not  to  propose  one  grand 
scheme  for  the  whole  of  the  colonies ;  and 
he  would  appfy  the  same  prioo^Ie  to  tke 
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spiritual  rule  of  the  colonies,  because  a 
mode  of  legislation  which  might  be  wise 
and  just  with  regard  to  one,  might  be  very 
unwise  and  unjust  with  regard  to  another. 
To  say  the  contrary,  was,  he  thought, 
really  to  attempt  by  a  side  wind  to  get  rid 
of  all  legislation  upon  the  subject.  He 
begged  their  Lordships,  in  considering  this 
clause,  to  give  it  that  fair  weight  which  an 
attempt  to  meet  a  great  practical  evil 
pressing  on  the  most  important  interests  of 
the  colonies  deserved  at  their  hands.  He 
begged  them — without  distinct  and  suffi- 
cient cause  shown — not  to  continue  to  the 
colonies  that  which  was  a  sore  and  ever- 
present  restraint  upon  those  spiritual  ener- 
gies which  for  their  Lordships'  sake  and 
the  sake  of  the  colonies  it  was  most  im- 
portant they  should  set  at  liberty  and 
strengthen.  He  begged  to  move  the  in- 
sertion of  the  clause  of  which  he  had 
given  notice. 

Earl  GREY  hoped  that  the  right  rev. 
Prelate  would  not  insist  on  that  occasion 
upon  pressing  the  House  to  come  to  a  de- 
cision on  this  subject.  He  was  far  from  the 
opinion  that  the  matter  alluded  to  was  not 
an  evil  that  required  to  be  redressed.  It  was, 
however,  one  of  very  great  difficulty,  and 
he  was  sure  they  could  not  safely  meet  it  by 
introducing  a  single  clause  of  the  nature  he 
held  in  his  hand.  A  near  examination  of 
the  clause  would  show  how  extremely  de- 
fective it  was,  and  how  impossible  it  would 
be  to  create  powers  of  the  kind  proposed 
without  going  further,  and  declaring  by 
whom  and  in  what  manner  those  powers 
were  to  be  exercised.  They  were  going 
by  the  proposed  clause  to  create  neither 
more  nor  less  than  a  legislative  authority 
in  the  Church  of  England.  The  right  rev. 
Prelate  had  told  them  that  he  had  guarded 
it  carefully  with  certain  provisoes.  That 
might  be  true;  but  still  it  would  create  a 
legislative  authority,  which  might  lay  down 
an  interpretation  of  the  Articles,  and  of 
the  Book  of  Common  Prayer,  in  accordance 
with  their  own  views;  and  what  would  the 
right  rev.  Prelate  say  if  in  some  case  the 
majority  were  to  decide  in  support  of  the 
views  on  a  most  important  question  held  by 
Mr.  Gorham  ?  Yet  there  was  nothing  in 
the  clause  to  prevent  such  an  interpreta- 
tion being  so  authoritatively  imposed  in 
that  colony.  Then,  again,  they  should 
look  at  who  were  the  persons  to  whom 
that  large  authority  was  to  be  confided. 
They  were  to  be  the  **  clergy  and  lay  per- 
sons being  declared  members  of  the  said 
Church/'  &o.y  and  then  came  the  words^ 


"  severally  and  respectively."  What  waa 
the  meaning  of  that  ?  Were  the  clergy  to 
meet  in  one  house,  and  the  laity  in  an- 
other ?  and  was  the  consent  of  both  neces- 
sary to  make  these  regulations  binding? 
or  were  they  to  meet  together  ?  He  con- 
fessed he  was  unable  to  construe  the  words. 
In  fact,  he  felt  convinced  that  they  could 
not  by  a  clause  of  this  description  deal  with 
a  difficulty  of  the  nature  it  was  meant  to 
obviate.  It  was  of  the  utmost  importance 
that  they  should  avoid  clashing  with  the 
colonial  legislature;  but  he  was  quite  cer- 
tain, from  what  he  knew  of  the  temper  widi 
which  the  colonies  viewed  these  matters, 
that,  let  them  do  what  they  pleased,  or  saj 
what  they  could,  i?  they  introduced  a  spe- 
cial provision  of  the  kind  proposed  into 
this  particular  Bill,  it  would  be  considered 
that  it  was  intended,  in  some  way  or  other, 
to  overrule  the  colonial  legislature.  He 
hoped,  therefore,  that  the  right  rev.  Pre- 
late would  not  put  them  to  the  pain  of  a 
division,  but  would  consent  to  reserve  the 
subject  for  more  general  and  deliberate 
consideration. 

The  Bishop  of  SALISBURY  expressed 
his  intention  to  support  the  clause  proposed 
by  his  right  rev.  Friend.  At  the  same 
time,  he  was  bound  to  say  that,  if  the  no- 
ble Earl  would  go  somewhat  further  than 
he  had  gone  in  the  speech  he  had  just  de- 
lievered,  and  promise  that  the  Government 
would  not  only  give  a  fair  and  candid  con- 
sideration to  any  measure  that  might  be 
proposed,  but  really  take  it  in  hand  as  a 
matter  properly  belonging  to  them»  it 
would,  under  such  circumstances,  be  desir- 
able to  meet  such  a  proposition,  and  not 
proceed  to  a  division.  While  he  admitted 
that  the  question  had  been  met  by  the  Go- 
vernment in  a  kind  and  gracious  manner, 
still  he  thought  the  noble  Earl  had  in  his 
speech  gone  rather  farther  than  he  might 
have  done  in  pointing  out  difficulties  which 
of  course  were  to  be  urged  against  every 
important  measure,  no  matter  of  what  de- 
scription it  might  be.  He  was  not  pre- 
pared to  say  that  there  were  not  difficulties 
in  the  way,  for  unquestionably  there  were 
difficulties;  but  if  the  Church  of  England 
laboured  under  disadvantages  by  the  ac- 
tion of  the  Imperial  Legislature,  it  was  the 
duty  of  those  who  were  the  advisers  of  Her 
Majesty  carefully  to  enter  into  a  considera- 
tion of  those  difficulties,  with  a  view  to 
their  abolition  or  mitigation.  The  noble 
Earl  had  said  that  the  object  of  the  clause 
was  to  give  legislative  authority  to  the 
Church.      However,  the  noble  Earl  was 
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much  mistaken,  for  its  only  object  was  to 
give  the  Church  of  England  that  power  to 
regulate  its  affairs  which  was  possessed  bj 
ererj  other  religious  denomination.  On 
these  grounds  he  would  support  the  inser- 
tion of  the  clause;  while,  at  the  same  time, 
he  admitted  that,  if  the  Government  would 
undertake  a  general  measure,  he  would 
rather  leave  the  matter  in  their  hands. 

The  Bishop  of  LIMERICK  said,  that 
the  clause  would  mix  up  the  clergy  and 
laity  in  an  extraordinary  manner,  and  that 
any  disputed  questions  which  arose  would 
be  determined  by  the  majority.  It  was 
true  the  clause  provided  that  such  ques- 
tions should  be  referred  to  the  metropolitan; 
but  the  delay  which  would  occur  from  the 
difficulty  of  communication  would  only 
tend  to  augment  the  angry  feelings  and 
passions  that  might  have  been  excited,  and 
would  lead  to  discord  and  confusion.  He 
(the  Bishop  of  Limerick)  could  not,  there- 
fore, vote  for  the  clause,  and  he  would  re- 
commend his  right  rev.  Friend  not  to  press 
his  Motion  to  a  division,  but  to  leave  the 
matter  in  the  hands  of  Her  Majesty's 
Ministers,  in  the  hope  that  this  and  other 
important  questions  might  be  considered 
under  more  favourable  circumstances  of 
quietness  and  peace.  He  was  anxious  be- 
yond all  things  for  the  peace  of  the  Church, 
and,  therefore,  under  existing  circum- 
stances, he  conceived  that  they  were  pecu- 
liarly called  upon  to  act  with  the  greatest 
circumspection. 

The  Earl  of  HARROWBY  regarded 
the  clause  rather  as  embodying  a  declara- 
tion of  opinion  than  as  a  measure  of  legis- 
lation. He  hoped  his  right  rev.  Friend 
would  not  press  this  clause  on  the  present 
occasion,  but  that  an  opportunity  would 
be  afforded  of  fully  considering  the  posi- 
tion of  the  Church  of  England,  in  the 
colonies.  That  question,  he  thought, 
ought  to  receive  the  careful  consideration 
of  the  Government  and  the  Legislature. 

The  Earl  of  CHICHESTER  admitted 
the  unsatisfactory  state  of  the  law  as  it  at 
present  stood,  and  hoped  something  would 
be  done  to  remedy  it;  but  he  doubted  whe- 
ther the  clause  proposed  by  the  right  rev. 
Prelate  would  produce  the  desired  effect.  He 
suggested  that  there  should  be  a  revision  of 
the  entire  state  of  the  law  in  the  colonies, 
so  far  as  the  Church  was  concerned. 

The  Bishop  of  DOWN  and  CONNOR 
said,  the  simple  question  was,  whether  the 
proposition  of  the  right  rev.  Prelate  was 
sufficient  to  remedy  the  evils  which  were 
acknowledged  on  both  sides  of  the  Hooae 


to  exist.  He  was  afraid  that  the  clause  as 
it  now  stood  was  not  sufficient  in  itself,and 
he  should  should  feel  obliged  to  oppose  it. 

Lord  REDE  SD ALE  said,  what  the 
right  rev.  Prelate  wished  to  do  was  simply  to 
place  the  Church  in  the  Colonies  on  the  same 
footing  as  the  Church  of  England  was  in  the 
United  States.  He  had  heard  nothing  to 
induce  him  to  withdraw  his  support  from 
the  clause;  but  at  the  same  time  he  would 
put  it  to  the  right  rev.  Prelate,  whether, 
under  the  circumstances,  he  would  press 
the  matter  to  a  division  ? 

Lord  LYTTELTON  said,  the  question 
was  one  which  he  thought  it  was  impos- 
sible any  one  except  the  Government  could 
deal  with  in  a  satisfactory  manner.  He 
should  wish  to  hear  from  Her  Majesty's 
Government  whether  they  were  prepared 
to  appoint  such  a  commission  of  able  law- 
yers and  theologians  as  the  right  rev.  Pre- 
late had  alluded  to,  with  a  view  of  inquir- 
ing into  the  condition  of  the  Church  in  the 
colonies  ? 

Earl  GRET  said,  after  what  had  taken 
place  that  night,  it  was  obvious  that  an 
inquiry  should  be  instituted  as  to  the  best 
mode  of  proceeding  on  this  question.  He 
felt  the  deepest  interest  in  the  subject,  but 
he  could  not  undertake  at  that  moment  to 
give  a  specific  answer  to  the  question  just 
put  to  him. 

The  Bishop  of  OXFORD  hoped  the 
noble  Earl  would  tell  them  what  sort  of 
inquiry  he  proposed,  and  whether  he  in- 
tended it  should  take  place  this  Session  or 
not.  He  should  like  to  hear  something 
more  definite  than  what  he  had  heard  from 
the  noble  Earl. 

The  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNE  said, 
there  was  a  clear  and  practical  grievance 
as  regarded  the  Church  in  Australia,  and 
with  a  full  expression  of  that  feeling,  he 
thought  it  was  hardly  fair  to  press  the  Go- 
vernment any  further;  and  it  was  unfair 
when  the  right  rev.  Prelate  had  so  long 
given  his  attention  to  the  subject — after  he 
had  been  in  frequent  communication  with 
the  members  of  the  Church  in  those  colo- 
nies— it  was  too  much  when  the  right  rev. 
Prelate  believed  he  was  fully  prepared  on 
the  subject,  to  expect  that  at  twenty-four 
hours*  notice  the  Government  should  be 
ready  with  any  definite  plan.  On  these 
grounds,  then,  he  ventured  to  think  that 
his  noble  Friend  had  gone  as  far  as  any 
one  could  be  expected  to  go  without  con- 
sulting the  Government.  He  thought  that 
his  noble  Friend  had  gone  quite  far  enough 
when  he  stated  that  the  question  brought 
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under  the  notice  of  the  House  was  a  fit 
ftubjeet  for  iaquirj,  without  stating  the  na- 
ture of  that  inquirj.  It  would  be  impos- 
iible  for  him  to  do  eo  then,  for  the  griey- 
anee  moat  be  aaeertained  and  investigated 
b(Bfore  it  eould  be  redressed,  and  before 
thej  could  state  what  would  be  the  prac- 
tical nature  of  the  remedy  to  be  f^plied; 
but  this  he  might  venture  to  assure  the 
House,  that  it  would  be  inquired  into  at 
no  distant  pmiod,  that  there  would  be  no 
liooecessaiy  delay,  and  that  the  inquiry 
would  be  rendered  most  effectual,  whether 
eondutfted  by  a  commission  or  otherwise. 

The  Sakl  of  POWIS  obsenred,  that 
Ihe  right  rer.  Prelate  was  entitled  to  ex- 
pect that  the  noble  Marquess  would  give 
the  assurance  which  the  House  had  heard, 
namely,  that  the  subject  should  receive 
the  consideration  of  the  Government;  and 
it  was  not  too  much  to  expect,  on  the  part 
of  the  members  of  the  Church  of  England, 
that  the  Government  should  take  the  mat- 
ter in  hand. 

The  Bishop  of  OXFORD  suggested 
that  a  few  wonds  might  be  iutroduced  de- 
claratory of  this,  that  the  disabliog  Act 
which  bound  the  Church  in  England  should 
not  extend  to  or  bind  the  Church  in  the 
colony.  If  they  agreed  to  that,  he  should 
not  press  his  proposition  any  further. 

Earl  GREY  observed,  that  it  was  true 
that  what  the  right  rev.  Prelate  suggested 
could  not  be  regarded  as  open  to  the  same 
objection  which  a  different  Motion  might 
havo  been;  but  he  could  not  consent  to 
place  the  Church  in  Australia  on  a  differ- 
ent footing  from  that  on  which  it  stood  in 
this  country. 

The  Bishop  of  OXFORD,  after  the  ge- 
neral assurance  which  he  had  received  that 
the  grievance  was  to  be  inquired  into,  said 
he  should  not  press  his  Motion  any  further. 
He,  however,  earnestly  desired  that  the 
Government  would  introduce  such  a  clause 
as  he  had  suggested.  • 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

House  resumed  ;  and  to  be  again  in 
Committee  on  Friday  next. 

House  adjourned  to  Thursday  next. 
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HOUSE    OF   COMMONS, 

Thursday,  June  11,  1850. 

Munmt.l    Public  Bilu. — 1'  Population  (Ire- 
land) ;  incorporation  of  Boroughs  Confirmation. 
'         and  Improvement  of  Land  Advances. 


[The  House  met  at  Twelve  of  the  clock 
in  the  New  fiU>use  of  Commons.] 


M£TBX)FOLITiN  IKTERMEKTS  9IIJL 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

House  in  Committee. 

Clause  ^. 

The  CHAIKMAN  said,  ^j  were  it 
the  30th  clause,  in  which  b^  understood 
the  Gov^nment  bad  some  amendm^ats  ie 
introduce. 

Sib  G,  GRET  said,  he  propoaed  to  iH" 
troduce  certain  afnendments  in  tiiie  clause 
(^e  clause  giviug  compensation  to  dergj- 
men),  which  he  conceived  would  noaet  the 
objections  that  bad  been  raised  ag»inst  it. 
It  had  been  decided,  when  tii#  Honae  was 
last  in  Committee,  that  the  compensstjen 
ahould  not  he  limited  to  existing  ioemsbcntst 
but  the  amount  of  that  compensation,  asd 
the  distribution  of  it,  were  still  open  |o 
consideration.  The  House  seemed  gMe- 
rally  to  assent  to  the  principle  of  giving  a 
just  and  fair  compensation  to  existing  in- 
cumbents. With  regard  to  future  incum«> 
bents,  it  had  been  thought  necessary  thai 
some  payment  should  be  continued  to  theoi, 
with  a  view  to  obviate  the  deficiency  of  in- 
come which  would  be  caused  in  many  pa- 
rishes were  these  fees  withdrawn.  In 
several  parishes  these  fees  formed  a  ee»- 
siderabie  portion  of  the  income  of  the  in- 
cumbent, especially  of  that  class  of  the 
clergy  for  whom  great  sympathy  hod  al- 
ways been  expressed  in  that  House,  the 
working  clergy.  The  average  payment  on 
each  interment  had  been  fixed  at  6s.  2d,, 
which  would  be  below  the  general  average 
at  present  received,  and  would  thnrefore 
operate  with  some  degree  of  injustice  in 
some  cases.  He  had  received  communiea- 
tions  from  several  clergymen,  stating  that 
they  were  in  the  receipt  of  fees  of  a  much 
larger  amount;  while  those  received  in  the 
more  populous  parishes  were  considerably 
less.  The  effect  of  the  Amendment  which 
he  now  proposed  was  this,  he  would  leave 
the  gross  amount  of  compensation  un** 
touched;  he  still  proposed  that  6s.  2d. 
should  be  the  fee  payable  on  each  inter- 
ment, for  bodies  removed  from  any  of  the 
metropolitan  parishes;  but,  instead  of  its 
being  paid  in  the  first  instance  to  the  cler- 
gyman of  the  parish  whence  the  body  was 
brought,  the  fees  would  be  carried  to  a 
separate  account,  and  that  account  would 
be  charged,  in  the  first  instance,  with  the 
payment  of  salaries  to  the  chaplains,  then 
the  incumbents  would  receive  out  of  it  a 
compensation  calculated  on  their  average 
receipts  from  burial  fees  for  the  five  yean 
next  before  the  passing  of  this  Act.  Thena- 
fore,  BO  for  from  any  of  the  clergy  iiecfiiT'* 
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ing  more  than  tbej  had  hitherto  reoeired, 
the  amount  would  be  regulated  bj  their 
past  receipts;  and  the  board  would  be  en- 
abled, with  the  consent  of  the  Treasurj^  to 
award  to  incumbents  who  had  been  receiv- 
ing a  higher  amount,  a  sum  ealculated  on 
the  average  of  their  last  five  jears'  receipts. 
That  would  be  strictly  in  aooordance  with 
the  principle  on  which  oompeosation  was 
generally  awarded;  and  he  believed  it 
would  remove  one  great  objection  on  the 
part  of  the  clergy  to  a  provision  which  cer- 
tainly would  have  operated  with  injustice. 
With  regard  to  future  incumbents,  he 
thought  it  would  be  necessary  to  continue 
the  payments;  at  the  same  time  full  power 
would  be  given  to  reduce  the  amount  on 
the  death  of  an  incumbent,  should  circum- 
stances be  found  to  justify  a  reduction. 
If  this  proposal  were  carried  into  effect*  it 
was  probable  that,  with  the  increasing  po- 
pulation in  the  manufacturing  districts, 
there  would  ultimately  be  a  surplus  to  di- 
vide out  of  the  fund  arising  from  the  pay- 
ment of  those  fees.  Various  propositions 
had  been  made  for  the  disposal  of  that 
surplus;  but  he  would  not  then  enter  into 
it.  He  would  move  the  insertion  of  words 
in  accordance  with  the  alteration  he  had 
stated  at  the  end  of  line  5. 

Sir  B.  hall  was  glad  of  the  alteration, 
which  he  thought  would  do  away  with 
much  of  the  objection  to  the  clause  as  it 
stood.  Its  effect  would  have  been,  had  the 
compensation  been  given  by  fees  on  each 
body,  to  double  the  income  of  some  of  the 
clergy  in  about  forty  years;  for  in  the  pa- 
rishes of  St.  Harylebone  and  St.  Pancras 
the  population  had  doubled  in  the  last  forty 
years.  He  had  been  anxious  to  prevent 
one  clergyman  receiving  the  whole  of  the 
fees,  and  would  move  a  proviso  to  that 
effect,  requiring  a  separate  fund  to  be  kept 
for  every  parish.  Those  parishes  near  the 
centre  of  the  metropolis  could  not  increase 
much  in  population;  the  great  increase  was 
in  those  on  the  outskirts;  the  proviso  was 
therefore  necessary  to  prevent  the  amount 
paid  to  the  incumbents  of  the  latter 
parishes  from  continually  increasing,  and 
ultimately  doubling  or  quadrupling  itself. 
This  proviso  would  prevent  the  amount  paid 
to  any  incumbent  ever  exceeding  the  ave- 
rage of  his  receipts  for  the  five  years  pre- 
ceding the  passing  of  the  Act. 

Sib  6.  GREY  would  take  time  to  con- 
sider the  proposition  of  the  hon.  Baronet, 

Colonel  THOMPSON  said,  he  wanted 
to  projpound  distinctly  a  principle  which 
had  only  been  as  it  were 


tioned;  and  that  was,  that  the  number  of 
clergy  must  or  ought,  if  there  was  any 
reason  in  the  thing  at  all,  to  keep  pace 
with  the  increase  of  population.  If,  for  in- 
stance»  the  population  in  any  extensive 
district  was  ever  quadrupled,  it  was  plain 
the  number  of  clergymen  must  increase  in 
something  like  the  same  proportion.  If  he 
waa  asked  why  he  put  himself  forward  on 
this  occasion,  he  would  say  it  was,  because 
he  thought  that  an  unfair  idea  had  gone 
forth,  that  the  clergy  of  the  Establishment 
were  opposed  to  the  contemplated  reforms. 
His  personal  experience  had  been  exactly 
the  contrary.  He  recently  attended  a  pub- 
lic meeting  in  a  metropolitan  borough  on 
this  subject,  the  chairman  of  which  meet- 
ing was  a  clergyman  of  the  Established 
Church,  and  a  number  of  others  were  pre- 
sent and  assisting ;  and  they  said  very 
fairly,  that  they  were  aware  their  incomes 
might  be  affected  by  the  present  measure, 
and  hoped  some  care  might  be  taken  of 
them;  but  they  would  not  submit  to  the 
imputation  that  they  were  opposed  to  the 
contemplated  reforms. 

Mb.  Aldebman  SIDNEY  concurred  in 
the  propriety  of  compensating  the  present 
incumbents,  but  doubted  the  accuracy  of 
the  calculation  whereby  6$,  2d,  had  been 
arrived  at  as  the  average  amount  of  fees 
now  payable.  The  inquiries  he  had  made 
showed  the  amount  to  be  much  smaller  in 
many  parishes.  He  wished  to  know  if  the 
amount  was  to  include  compensation  for 
the  hatbands  and  scarfs  now  received. 

Sib  G.  grey  said,  the  6s.  2d.  was  not 
the  average  of  any  one  parish,  but  of  the 
whole.  In  populous  parishes,  the  average 
of  fees  was  much  lower;  in  others  higher. 
The  matter  of  hatbands  and  scarfs  had 
never  entered  into  his  consideration. 

LoBD  D.  STUART  would  refer  to  the 
evidence  of  the  Bishop  of  London,  in  I843« 
in  proof  of  the  importance  of  scarfs  and 
hatbands  as  -a  source  of  revenue  to  the 
clergy.  Was  the  five  years*  average  to  be 
calculated  on  a  sum  inclusive  or  exclusive  of 
those  receipts  ?  He  also  wished  to  know 
who  was  to  have  the  disposal  of  the  sur- 
plus, if  any  should  be  left  after  compen- 
sating the  incumbents  ? 

Sib  G.  grey  said,  the  average  would 
be  calculated  on  the  number  of  funerals, 
and  the  number  of  fees  received,  exclusive 
of  any  presents  to  the  clergymen.  The 
disposal  of  the  surplus,  after  paying  the 
chaplains  and  compensating  the  GlergTy 
would  be  applied  for  church  purposes  in 
connexion  wiMi  the  growing  popnkuion. 
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Mr.  B.  OSBORNE  said,  the  evidoDoe 
taken  before  the  Select  Committee  in 
1843  showed  that  the  vicars  received  more 
"fittings,"  as  they  were  called,  than  the 
curates.  It  was  a  mistake  to  say  that  the 
clergy  had  never  been  hostile  to  sanitary 
reforms;  they  were  the  parties  who  had 
most  stood  in  their  way;  for,  like  lawyers, 
they  would  never  teach  their  own  profes- 
sion with  a  reforming  hand.  The  bishop 
of  London,  in  his  evidence,  stated  that  he 
had  never  enjoyed  better  health  than  when 
he  resided  in  Bishopsgate-street,  near  the 
churchyard  of  St.  Helen's.  The  same 
noble  Prelate  also  stated  that  the  "  fit- 
tings"  received  by  the  vicars  wore  pur- 
chased  by  the  undertakers,  on  an  average, 
for  10«.;  while  the  curates  only  received 
about  2s.  6d.  for  theirs.  He  therefore 
wished  to  know  whether  there  was  to  be 
a  sort  of  sliding  scale  of  compensation, 
according  to  the  amount  which  had  been 
received  by  the  different  parties  in  the 
shape  either  of  fees  or  ••  fittings." 

LoED  ASHLEY  having  had  personal 
communication  with  the  clergy  on  the  sub- 
ject of  the  Bill,  was  bound  to  say  that  as 
a  body  they  had  shown  the  greatest  desire 
to  assist  in  the  advancement  of  this  mea- 
sure, even  at  the  expense  of  their  own 
fees.  The  clergy,  in  fact,  were  entitled  to 
a  fee  of  Ss,  for  each  funeral;  but  in  order 
that  they  should  not  stand  in  the  way  of 
the  Bill,  they  had  consented  to  take  the 
6«.  2d.,  as  proposed  by  Government,  and 
he  was  therefore  bound  to  acknowledge 
with  admiration  and  gratitude  the  assist- 
ance which  they  had  rendered  this  great 
measure. 

Lord  R.  GROSVENOR  said,  he  wish- 
ed to  make  one  observation  on  a  subject 
which  had  been  referred  to  by  his  hon. 
Colleague.  He  meant  the  salubrity  of 
graveyards.  A  few  weeks  ago  three 
grave  gentlemen  who  had  invested  capital 
in  funeral  paraphernalia  waited  upon  him 
to  point  out  the  injustice  which  the  mea- 
sure would  inflict  upon  them.  They  in- 
sisted that  there  was  no  necessity  what- 
ever for  it,  and  scouted  the  very  idea  of  a 
churchyard  being  at  all  unhealthy.  In 
proof  of  this  they  wished  him  to  go  to  a 
neighbouring  church  and  see  the  sexton, 
whose  children  lived  in  the  yard,  and  were 
remarkable  for  their  roseate  and  healthy 
appearance.  He,  however,  declined  the 
invitation,  much  to  the  disappointment  of 
the  deputation,  who  seemed  to  think  that 
the  best  place  a  worn-out  Member  could 
repair  to  at  the  close  of  a  fatigumg  Ses- 


sion was  not  to  a  salubrious  park  in  the 
country,  but  to  some  lodging  house  in  the 
immediate  neighbourhood  of  a  metropolitan 
churchyard. 

Lord  D.  STUART  said,  it  was  the 
custom  of  the  House  to  print  amendments 
before  they  were  agreed  to.  He  knew 
that  it  was  not  absolutely  necessary;  but 
in  a  difficult  clause  like  this,  the  custom 
ought  to  be  enforced  to  enable  hon.  Mem- 
hers  to  understand  it. 

Lord  R.  GROSVENOR  8aid»  it  would 
only  waste  time  to  print  the  clause,  and  he 
therefore  hoped  his  noble  Friend  would  not 
press  his  proposaL 

Mr.  Alderman  COPELAND  sud,  he 
had  great  objection  to  the  30th  clause  with 
respect  to  the  amount  of  compensation.  He 
would  ask  the  promoters  of  the  Bill  if  they 
thought  they  were  dealing  fairly  with  the 
public?  The  rate  of  6s.  2d.  for  each  in- 
terment would  very  greatly  increase  the 
amount  of  burial  fees  to  be  paid.  Taking 
Shoreditch,  he  found  the  average  amount 
of  fees  on  each  burial  was  2«.  4d.  In 
Islington  it  was,  certainly,  6«.  6d,  In 
Bethnal-green  it  sank  to  Is.  6d.,  and  in 
Lambeth  to  3s.  6d.  Now  was  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  prepared  to  increase  the  fees 
of  burials  in  those  districts  where,  though 
the  people  were  poor,  they  still  took  an 
honest  pride  in  burying  their  own  dead, 
from  Is.  6d.  to  6s.  2d.  ?  It  would  have 
the  effect  of  arising  the  expense  of  inter- 
ment fees  very  materially  indeed  to  all  but 
the  pauper  classes.  In  Bethnal  Green  the 
increase  would  be  400  per  cent.  He  would 
venture  to  enter  into  a  statistical  argument 
with  the  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the 
Board  of  Health,  and  to  maintain  that  in- 
stead of  Ss.  being  the  average  amount,  4«. 
was  more  correct,  and  that  with  respectto  all 
classes.  He  would  urge  upon  the  Govern- 
ment to  lower  the  sum  of  6«.  2d.  to  4s.  M., 
which  he  was  convinced  was  a  much  more 
just  amount. 

Sir  G.  grey  said,  that  he  believed 
the  statistics  of  the  noble  Lord  the  Mem- 
ber for  Bath  were  the  most  correct,  and 
he  could  not  consent  to  lower  the  stan- 
dard. 

Lord  D.  STUART  said,  he  must  again 
put  the  question  which  had  not  yet  been 
answered,  and  that  was  whether  the  Board 
of  Health  was  to  have  the  disposal  of  the 
surplus  fund  which  it  was  expected  might 
perhaps  accrue,  and  if  not,  who  was  to 
have  the  disposal  of  it  ? 

Sir  G.  grey  said,  that  it  would  be 
devoted  to  make  some  provision  for  the 
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spiritual  aid  of  tbe  large  and  growing 
population  of  those  districts.  He  thought 
the  principle  was  one  which  was  well  worthy 
of  being  entertained  by  the  Committee. 

Lord  D.  STUART  said,  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  had  stated  the  objects  of  the  fund, 
but  had  not  mentioned  who  was  to  have 
the  disposal  of  it. 

Sir  G.  grey  could  not  answer  that 
question  at  present. 

Clause  agreed  to.  Clause  31  was 
struck  out. 

On  Clause  32, 

Sir  B.  hall  thought  the  House  ought 
to  confine  compensation  for  burial  fees  to 
the  number  of  burials  of  persons  who  had 
resided  within  the  parish  and  had  been  bu- 
ried within  it.  He  begged  to  repeat  what 
he  had  stated  on  a  former  occasion,  that 
the  metropolitan  clergy  had  acted  in  the 
most  objectionable  manner  with  regard  to 
encouraging  the  interment  of  persons  who 
were  strangers  in  the  parish.  [Mr.  B. 
Osborne  :  Speak  louder.  J  It  was  utterly 
impossible  for  him  to  speak  louder.  He 
had  addressed  thousands  of  persons  within 
the  borough  which  he  represented,  and  his 
voice  had  been  pretty  well  heard  by  them. 
The  fact  that  he  could  not  make  himself 
heard  in  that  House,  showed  the  necessity 
of  appointing  a  Committee  to  see  what  could 
be  done  with  the  House  to  remedy  this  de- 
fect. Some  of  the  clergy  of  London  had 
made  a  traffic  of  their  burial  grounds,  and 
when  they  found  that  the  fees  were  too 
high  they  lowered  them,  in  order  to  induce 
parties  to  bring  a  greater  number  of  bodies 
for  interment  than  the  ground  ought  to 
have  been  made  to  hold.  And  yet  the 
House,  by  this  clause,  was  about  to  give 
compensation  to  persons  who  had  practised 
this  improper  trafficking.  The  disgusting 
scenes  which  had  taken  place  in  St.  Giles's 
Cemetery,  Old  St.  Pancras-road,  had  been 
given  in  evidence.  Sometimes,  when  they 
buried  a  poor  person,  they  threw  a  little 
earth  over  him,  but  as  soon  as  the  burial 
was  over,  and  the  mourners  gone,  the  coffin 
was  removed  to  a  neighbouring  vault.  In 
1846  there  were  896  deaths  in  the  parish 
of  St.  Giles,  but  there  were  2,323  burials 
in  the  ground  to  which  he  was  referring. 
In  1 847  the  deaths  were  1 ,298,  and  the 
burials  2,877;  in  1848  the  deaths  were 
1,111,  and  the  burials  3,578;  while  for  one- 
half  of  1849  the  deaths  were  573,  and  the 
burials,  3,440.  A  case  could  be  proved 
in  which  a  body  was  entirely  broken  up, 
the  head  being  separated  from  the  other 
parts,  and  the  whole  in  this  disgastmg  con- 


dition put  into  a  wheelbarrow  and  removed 
to  another  part  of  the  ground,  where  they 
were  thrown  into  a  hole.  This  was  for 
the  purpose  of  making  room  for  others; 
yet  the  rector,  when  under  examination, 
described  the  cemetery  as  in  an  admirable 
state.  It  was  indeed  notorious  that  in- 
ducements were  held  out  to  people  to  bury 
in  this  ground  in  order  to  increase  as  much 
as  possible  the  fees;  and  the  success  which 
attended  these  efforts  was  shown  by  the 
great  number  of  burials  compared  with  the 
deaths  in  the  parish  which  he  had  just 
pointed  out  to  the  House.  Indeed,  there 
was  a  part  of  the  ground  kept  in  reserve 
for  the  bodies  of  the  rich,  as  an  inducement 
to  the  people  of  the  better  class.  Now, 
these  things  were  done  under  the  sanction 
of  the  rector  himself,  the  Rev.  Mr.  Tyler. 
The  sexton  of  the  rev.  gentleman,  the 
rector  of  St.  Giles,  began  his  life  as  a  sol- 
dier, was  afterwards  a  parson,  then  he  be- 
came sexton  to  this  rev.  gentleman  who 
made  those  exactions,  and  then  he  became, 
as  the  natural  course,  an  undertaker  and 
stonemason.  It  was  impossible  for  him 
to  think  of  compensating  a  clergyman  in 
the  way  proposed  by  the  Bill,  who  had  re- 
sorted to  such  practices  as  he  had  pointed 
out  for  the  purpose  of  increasing  his  fees; 
and,  therefore,  on  the  bringing  up  of  the 
report,  he  would  move  a  clause  for  the 
purpose  of  dealing  with  such  cases. 

Sir  G.  grey  said,  that  he  had  no 
knowledge  of  the  facts  to  which  the  hon. 
Gentleman  referred,  but  he  had  known  the 
Rev.  Dr.  Tyler  for  a  'long  time,  and,  from 
what  be  knew  of  that  gentleman's  charac- 
ter, he  believed  that  he  was  incapable  of 
giving  his  sanction  to  any  such  proceedings 
as  had  been  detailed  by  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man. If  any  parties  had  been  guilty  of 
the  facts  stated,  they  would  be  liable  to  be 
proceeded  against  for  a  misdemeanour. 
He  did  not  know  whether  the  hon.  Gentle- 
men was  misinformed  as  to  his  facts,  but 
he  felt  assured  that  he  was  misinformed  as 
to  the  Rev.  Dr.  Tyler's  having  any  con- 
nexion with  them. 

Sir  B.  hall  said,  that  when  an  in- 
quiry was  ordered  by  the  Board  of  Health, 
Dr.  Tyler  objected  to  the  press  being  ad- 
mitted, and  to  have  any  report  of  the  evi- 
dence appear  in  the  newspapers.  It  came 
out,  however,  on  the  evidence  of  one  of  the 
gravediggers,  that  the  practice  was  to 
pretend  to  fill  up  the  grave  whilst  the 
mourners  were  present,  but  as  soon  as  they 
were  gone,  the  bodies  were  removed  to  a 
family  vault  to  make  room  for  others.   He 
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should  certainly  object  to  give  %bj  compen- 
sation in  such  gross  oases. 

Ma.  60ULBUBN  said,  it  was  not  very 
likely  that  persons  would  send  dead  bodies 
from  neighbouring  parishes  to  be  interred 
in  the  burial  ground  of  St.  Giles,  if  the 
practices  referred  to  by  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  been  going  on. 

Sib  B.  hall  said,  that  the  public  had 
not  been  aware  of  them  till  they  came  out 
in  the  inqmry  which  took  place  in  Novem- 
ber last. 

Mr.  WAELGY  said,  that  all  that  had 
been  stated  by  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Marylebone  was  true;  but  he  believed 
the  Rev.  Dr.  Tyler  was  not  aware  of  what 
was  going  on  till  the  inquiry  took  place, 
for  the  funeral  service  was  performed  by 
the  rev.  sexton.  He  would  ask  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Bath,  whether  he  was 
not  aware  of  the  facts,  as  a  Member  of  the 
Board  of  Health  ? 

Lord  ASHLET  was  understood  to  say 
that  he  had  no  knowledge  whatever  of  the 
facts,  beyond  the  circumstance  that  the 
bodies  were  removed  to  a  family  vault. 

Mr.  bright  said,  there  appeared  to 
be  little  doubt  that  Uiis  reverend  soldier 
and  stonemason  had  been  carrying  on  a 
trade  in  this  burying  ground.  He  under- 
stood that  this  graveyard  was  purchased 
for  the  parish  by  the  funds  of  tne  parish, 
levied  on  the  ratepayers  for  the  purpose. 
And  such  being  the  case,  it  did  appear  a 
monstrous  thing  that  the  ratepayers  should 
be  called  on  to  pay  the  money  to  purchase 
the  burial  ground,  and  then  that  persons 
should  be  invited  from  the  surrounding 
parishes  to  bury  their  dead  in  this  grave- 
yard— that  the  clergymen  should  put  into 
their  pockets  the  proceeds  of  this  system, 
and  then,  when  this  Bill  passed,  that  they 
should  be  empowered  to  receive  in  per- 
petuity— so  long  as  these  impostures  and 
evils  were  permitted — a  sum  equivalent  to 
what  they  had  received  on  an  average  of 
the  last  five  years.  Why,  they  were  trad- 
ing on  the  capital  and  expenditure  of  the 
parish ;  and  it  appeared  astonishing  to  him 
that  such  a  system  should  be  suffered  to 
continue.  Perhaps  he  as  a  Dissenter  had 
not  so  much  right  to  complain;  but  he 
could  not  understand  how  Churchmen  could 
tolerate  such  a  system  in  their  Church.  A 
system  like  that  only  made  him  wish  that 
every  Churchman  should  carry  a  parson  on 
his  back  till  the  last  day  of  his  life. 

Clause  airreed  to. 

Clause  3o» 

Sir  B.  HALL  gave  notice  that»  on  the 


bringing  up  of  the  report,  he  would  iiiov» 
that  no  compensation  be  given  to  parish 
clerks  and  sextons.  The  abominations  prae* 
tised  in  some  of  the  metropolitan  grave* 
yards  were  truly  revolting.  It  w^a  noto- 
rious that  in  St.  Pancras  graveyard  ooffins 
were  deposited  within  nine  inches  of  the 
surface.  It  also  appeared  by  the  evidenee 
of  a  woman  residing  in  the  locality,  who 
had  been  examined  before  the  CommitteSt 
that  on  Friday  the  I9Ui  of  November, 
whilst  looking  through  a  back  windoir  sbs 
saw  two  men  working  in  the  graveyard— 
one  engaged  in  dissevering  a  haman  body, 
and  the  other  in  making  a  hole  in  the 
ground  in  which  to  deposit  the  mutilated 
remains,  which  were  finally  huddled  on  a 
wheelbarrow  and  thrown  into  the  hole. 
The  witness  also  stated  that  she  had  no 
doubt  the  body  was  one  interred  some  five 
weeks  previously. 

Colonel  THOMPSON  was  anzions  to 
keep  4iu  courant  with  the  arguments  of 
hon.  Members  around  him,  but  found  it 
difficult.  Were  these  tales  of  horror  brought 
forward  to  induce  them  to  make  all  possi- 
ble haste  with  the  Bill  ?  On  one  point,  how* 
ever,  he  felt  a  difficulty.  There  was  a 
story  told  of  a  merry  monarch,  who  put 
the  question  to  the  Royal  Society,  why  a 
dead  fish  weighed  more  than  a  living  one  f 
The  Society,  it  was  stated,  occupied  a  con- 
siderable time  in  endeavouring  to  aolre  the 
problem,  and  at  last  thought  of  asking 
whether  the  fact  was  so  to  begin  with. 
Now  he  would  like  to  know,  as  a  simple 
mathematical  question,  how  much  less 
ground  it  took  to  bury  the  parts  of  a 
body  than  the  whole  ?  He  could  not  help 
thinking  the  hon.  Member  had  yielded  to 
the  pleasing  horror  attendant  on  a  frightful 
story,  and  nad  allowed  his  imagination  to 
run  away  with  his  powers  of  examina- 
tion. 

Sib  £.  BUXTON  thought  the  feea  of 
graveyards  should  be  limited  to  those  mem- 
bers of  families  interred  within  them,  and 
that  the  fees  accruing  from  the  interments 
of  strangers  ought  to  be  appropriated  to 
those  parishes  that  were  in  need  of  them. 

Clause  agreed  to,  as  were  also  Clauses 
34  to  52  inclusive. 

Clause  53. 

Lord  D.  STUART  stated  his  deter- 
mination to  opposQ  the  clause,  as  being 
most  objectionable,  and  involving  the  aboli- 
tion of  a  constitutional  principle — the  prin- 
ciple of  self-government.  The  clause  gave 
power  to  the  Commissioners  to  levy  a  rate 
of  Id.  in  the  pound  on  the  inhabitants  of 
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the  metropolis;  and  he  called  on  the  Com- 
mittee to  resist  that,  as  heiiur  unjust  and 
oppressive,  and  also  because  thev  had  the 
authoritj  of  the  promoters  of  toe  Bill  for 
sajiDg  it  was  unnecessarj.  The  objec^ 
tioos  to  the  clause  were  so  ob?ioiis  that 
every  man  must  be  struck  with  them;  and 
he,  therefore,  considered  the  Committee 
would  not  be  doing  its  dutj  if  it  did  n^t 
endeavour  to  reject  the  cUuse.  3o  strongly 
did  he  feel  on  the  matter,  that  he  felt 
bound  to  take  the  sense  of  ^e  Committee 
on  it. 

Sib  B.  hall  said,  the  tax  thus  levied 
would  realise  some  35,000^  a  year.  If 
the  Government  were  anxious  to  carry  out 
the  object  of  their  Bill — as  he  believed  tbey 
were — why  not  allow  the  parochial  dis- 
tricts to  regulate  their  own  affairs?  It 
was,  therefore,  his  intention  to  move,  that 
*'  Vestries  acting  under  local  Acts  may 
provide  burial  grounds  at  their  owji  ex- 
pense, with  the  sanction  of  the  Board  of 
Health." 

Ma.  T.  PUNCOMBE  wished  to  know 
bow  much  money  the  promoters  of  the  Bill 
expected  to  derive  from  this  penny  rate, 
the  proceeds  of  which  were  to  be  placed  at 
the  disposal  of  au  irresponsible  board.  He 
objected  to  the  clause  altogether,  as  one 
that  was  giving  to  wi  irresponsible  board 
the  power  of  taxation,  a  right  that  belong- 
ed only  to  the  House  of  Commons,  as  the 
representatives  of  the  people.  He  main- 
tained that  they  were  exceeding  their 
power  in  thus  transferring  to  another  body 
Che  right  to  impose  taxes.  It  was  to  be  a 
penny  in  the  pound  this  year,  but  it  might 
be  twopence  next  year;  and  it  would  be 
found  that  Dissenters  as  well  as  Church- 
men had  to  pay,  for  there  was  no  exemp- 
tion. There  was  no  precedent  for  so  un- 
constitutional an  act  as  this  on  the  part  of 
the  House  of  Commons. 

Mr.  STANFORD  thought  the  rate 
should  be  a  halfpenny  in  the  pound  instead 
of  a  penny,  and  moved  an  Amendment  to 
that  effect;  but,  after  some  conversation, 
finding  no  support  in  the  House,  the  hon. 
Member  witharew  it. 

Si&  G.  PECHELL  objected  to  both 
halfp^ce  and  penee.  The  system  of  en- 
trusting taxation  to  an  irresponsible  board 
was  most  disagreeable  to  all  classes,  and 
he  should  therefore  oppose  the  clause. 

Mb.  Aldermak  SIDNEY  complained 
that  the  rate  would  operate  unequally  in 
many  of  the  London  parishes  if  the  vslua- 
tion  was  to  be  that  acted  upoain  assessing 
the  county  rate.  ' 


Sib  B.  HALL  then  moved  the  proviso 
giving  power  to  vestries  to  provide  burial 
grounds  at  their  own  expense. 

Sib  G,  GBEY  hoped  it  would  not  he 
necessary  for  the  board  to  have  recoursa 
to  the  rating  cUuse;  but  it  was  elear  that^ 
if  the  fees  did  not  meet  the  expenses*  it 
would  be  necessary  to  have  soma  other  mode 
of  providing  the  necessary  funds  to  fall 
back  upon,  otherwise  the  whole  machinefj 
might  come  to  a  dead  lock.  The  nropristy 
of  having  a  central  board,  rather  than  leaV'^ 
ing  the  whole  matter  to  parochial  manage- 
ment, had  been  amply  discnssedf  and  very 
substantial  reaaons  given  why  a  central 
board  ought  to  be  preferred.  As  to  the 
remarks  which  had  been  made  with  refer* 
ence  to  the  unconstitutional  character  of 
the  rate,  he  mast  remind  the  House  that 
tibe  object  was  to  substitute  burial  gronnds 
for  the  existing  churchyards  in  the  varions 
parishes,  and  that,  though  the  machinery 
by  which  the  rate  was  to  be  raised  might 
tH9  new,  yet  there  was  nothing  new  in  tbo 
imposition  of  the  rate  itself.  He  was  cer- 
tainly surprised  that  the  hon#  Member  for 
Marylebone  should  propose  to  give  jpower 
to  the  parochial  authorities  to  provide  bn- 
rial  places  after  the  statements  they  had 
heaid  from  him  relative  to  one  of  the  paro« 
chial  churchyards.  He  would  certainly 
oppose  the  proviso  he  had  moved,  and  be 
hoped  the  House  would  ^ve  its  sanction 
to  the  clause* 

Question  put,  ''  That  the  proposed  Pro* 
vise  be  there  added." 

The  Committee  then  divided : — Ayes  36; 
Noes  100 :  Majoritv  64. 

LoBD  D.  STU AKT  then  moved  the  re- 
jection of  the  clause* 

Mb.  T.  D'EYNCOURT  begged  to  re- 
mind hon.  Members  that  this  was  a  model 
Bill,  and  that  their  own  constituencies 
would  eventually,  as  well  as  the  inhabit* 
ants  of  London,  be  subjected  to  this  tax. 

Mb.  WAELEY  said,  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  Bath  had  stated,  that  he 
did  not  believe  it  would  be  necessary  for 
the  Board  of  Health  to  resort  to  this  tax. 
Now,  the  noble  Lord  must  have  made  that 
statement  on  calculations  made  by  the 
board;  and  what,  therefore,  he  would  sug- 
gest was,  that  this  clause  should  be  post* 
poned  for  the  present,  or,  as  he  thought, 
until  the  next  Session,  in  order  that  uiey 
might  have  more  information  on  the  sub- 
ject. If  it  should  be  proved  that  the 
regulatbns  of  the  board  could  not  be  car- 
ried into  effect  without  this  additional  out* 
lay^  h^  beUered  there  would  be  no  bos* 
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tility  in  or  out  of  the  House  to  such  a  pro- 
position. 

Mb.  S.  CRAWFORD  opposed  the  clause 
on  great  constitutional  principles.  This 
Bill  was  to  be  confined  to  the  metropolitan 
districts,  but  he  objected  to  a  precedent  of 
this  nature. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  put,  ''  That 
the  Clause,  as  amended,  stand  part  of  the 
Bill.'' 

The  Committeee  divided  : — Ayes  93  ; 
Noes  37  :  Majority  56. 

House  resumed.  Committee  report  pro- 
gress; to  sit  again  on  Friday. 

The  House  adjourned  at  half-after  Three 
of  the  clock  to  the  Old  House  of  Com- 


mons. 


HUDSON'S  BAY. 


Me.  CHRISTIE  wished  to  put  the 
questions  of  which  ho  had  given  notice  to 
tne  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  at 
War,  namely,  whether  he  can  furnish  any 
information  as  to  the  number  of  pensioners 
who  may  be  proceeding  to  Hudson's  Bay 
this  season,  and  also  of  those  who  are  at 
present  stationed  in  the  Hudson's  Bay  ter- 
ritory ?  And  whether  the  Hudson's  Bay 
Company  have  been  empowered  to  employ 
these  pensioners  for  the  enforcement  or 
protection  of  their  monopoly  of  trade  against 
the  native  or  other  inhabitants  of  the  coun- 
try; and  if  not,  what  duties  it  is  intended 
they  shall  perform  on  their  arrival  in  that 
territory  ? 

Mb.  fox  MAULE  said,  that  in  reply  to 
the  question  of  the  hon.  Gentleman,  he 
might  state  that  previous  to  the  year  1846 
the  Hudson's  Bay  Company  were  without 
protection  from  any  British  force  of  any 
description;  but  in  1846  disturbances  arose 
between  the  Hudson's  Bay  Company  and 
certain  parties  which  he  did  not  know  how 
to  designate — whether  they  belonged  to 
the  United  States,  or  were  marauders  ac- 
knowledging no  government  at  all — and  it 
was  found  necessary  to  detach  from  Ca- 
nada a  considerable  body  of  the  6th  Regi- 
ment of  Foot.  Those  troops  were  kept 
there  for  nearly  two  years,  and  it  was 
found  to  be  so  isolated  a  position  for  troops 
in  Her  Majesty's  service,  without  communi- 
cation with  other  regiments  or  from  home, 
that  it  was  thought  necessary  to  provide 
for  the  protection  of  those  territories  in 
another  way,  and  it  was  resolved  to  send 
out,  under  the  command  of  an  officer,  a 
body  of  pensioners  who  would  be  there  in 
the  enjoyment  of  their  pensions,  and  re- 
ceive from  the  Hudson's  Bay  Company 


certain  advantages  in  lodgings,  land,  and 
money.  It  was  arranged  that  thej  shonld 
be  required  to  go  out  twelve  days  in  the 
year  for  drill,  and  be  prepared  to  turn  ont 
for  the  protection  of  the  public  peace  when 
called  upon  by  the  authorities  of  the  place. 
The  number  of  pensioners  originaUj  sent 
there  was  fifty-six,  and  they  were  now 
about  to  add  twenty  to  that  number  in  the 
present  year,  and  they  would  sail  in  the 
course  of  a  few  days  to  Hudson's  Bay. 
He  was  not  aware  that  those  parties  had 
received  orders  to  interfere  witn  the  local 
concerns  of  the  Hudson's  Bay  Company. 
They  were  under  the  command  of  their 
officer,  to  be  called  out  at  his  diacretion, 
and  not  at  the  discretion  of  the  Hudson's 
Bay  officers,  to  preserve  the  public  peace. 
That  was  the  object  of  those  troops  being 
sent  there. 

Mb.  HUME  said,  that  if  the  military 
officer  at  the  head  of  the  pensioners  was 
not  under  the  control  of  the  company,  he 
wished  to  know  under  what  particular  or- 
ders he  was  to  act,  and  whether  he  was 
to  obey  the  orders  the  Hudson's  Bay  Com- 
pany should  give  him  in  case  of  an  affrar  ? 
He  thought  it  ought  to  be  known  under 
what  specific  orders  and  authorities  this 
officer  was  to  act. 

Mb.  fox  MAULB  said,  that  the  offi- 
cer's orders  were  to  preserve  the  public 
peace,  and  to  prevent  any  persons  from 
interfering  with  the  trade  of  that  company. 

Mr.  CHRISTIE  begged  to  ask  if  the 
pensioners  were  paid  by  this  country  ?  If 
they  were  there  solely  for  the  benefit  of 
the  Hudson's  Bay  Company,  they  were 
the  persons  to  pay  them. 

Mr.  fox  MAULE:  The  pensioners 
draw  their  pensions  which  are  given  them 
for  past  services,  and  they  get  lodgings* 
land,  and  money  from  the  company. 

Subject  dropped. 

RAMSGATE  HARBOUR. 
Mr.  MACKINNON :  Sir.  I  rise  to  move 
for  a  Select  Committee  to  investigate  the 
revenue  and  expenditure  and  present  con« 
dition  of  the  Harbours  of  Ramsgate  and 
Margate.  The  trustees  of  the  harbour  re- 
ceive annually  a  sum  of  about  21,1002.  as 
dues  from  vessels,  besides  5,400/.  from 
other  sources,  making  a  total  of  26,500/.; 
and  the  object  of  my  Motion  is,  to  ascer- 
tain how  these  revenues  are  expended. 
No  advantage  arises  from  levying  this  enor- 
mous toll,  but  it  gives  enormous  patronage 
to  the  trustees  of  the  harbour,  who  are 
enabled  to  expend  25,0001.   a  year  on  I 


1081 


Bamsgate 


{JuNBll} 


Harbour. 


1083 


know  not  what.  Far  be  it  from  me  to 
saj  that  the  moDOj  is  misappropriated 
—  the  money  no  doubt  is  expended 
honestly;  but  it  is  wasted  and  expend- 
ed in  an  improper  manner.  In  1822, 
there  was  a  Select  Committee  appointed, 
who  reported  that  the  enormous  dues  col- 
lected by  the  Ramsgate  Harbour  Commis- 
sioners ought  to  be  discontinued,  and  that 
the  expense  of  keeping  up  the  harbour — 
paying  officers,  and  keeping  it  in  repair, 
ought  only  to  be  7,000^  a  year;  but  since 
that  time  the  trustees,  in  addition  to 
145,000^.,  since  the  harbour  was  first 
formed,  have  expended  1,500,000^.  in  re- 
pairs and  alterations.  Vessels  of  350 
tons  and  under  can  only  enter  the  har- 
bour, and  yet  they  are  levying  tolls  to 
the  extent  of  several  thousands  per  annum 
upon  vessels  which  cannot  enter  the 
harbour.  The  trustees  have  now  in  their 
hands  a  sum  of  66,4202.,  and  wiiat  I 
propose  is,  that  they  shall  lessen  their 
expenses  to  7,0002.  or  8,0002.  a  year,  and 
keep  in  their  hands  a  surplus  fund  of 
50,0002.,  in. cases  of  need,  to  meet  any  un- 
expected accident  that  might  occur  in  the 
harbour.  I  am  not  inclined  to  press  my 
Motion,  but  1  am  anxious  to  obtain  some 
information  from  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
city  of  London,  who  is  one  of  the  trus- 
tees. It  is  for  that  purpose  that  I  shall 
submit  my  Motion,  the  object  of  which  I 
shall  state  in  a  few  words;  but  previous  to 
my  doing  so,  I  beg  to  ask  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  London  if  he  will  consent  to  reduce 
the  tolls  50  per  cent  ?  [Mr.  Masterman  : 
No.]  Then  1  will  as  concisely  as  the  sub- 
ject will  admit,  state  the  object  of  my  Mo- 
tion. It  is  a  subject  of  very  great  im- 
portance to  the  trade  of  the  empire,  and 
to  the  security  of  navigation.  I  am  aware 
that  a  Committee  on  Shipwrecks  is  now 
sitting;  but  that  Committee  will  confine  its 
inquiries  to  the  question  how  far  it  is  ex- 
pedient to  educate  mates  and  masters  of 
ships  for  the  merchant  service,  or  to  find 
some  place  of  refuge  in  bad  weather;  the 
Committee  that  I  require  is  to  supply 
funds  for  a  harbour  of  refuge,  or  to  give 
back  to  the  Treasury  large  sums  now 
raised  by  tolls  to  no  purpose,  or,  if  these 
sums,  it  appears,  are  not  required,  to  ease 
the  shipping  interest  of  a  heavy  and  use- 
less payment  of  dues,  which  dues  at  pre- 
sent are  wasted  in  a  manner  unprofitable 
to  the  country  or  to  navigation.  The  House 
is  aware,  that  in  1840  a  Commission  was 
named  by  the  Queen,  to  ascertain  the  best 
site  for  a  harbour  of  refuge  on  the  coast. 


The  report  of  that  Commission  stated,  that 
amongst  other  places,  that  between  Mar- 
gate and  the  North  Foreland,  the  other  in 
Dover  Bay,  and  a  third  in  Beachey  Head, 
were  eligible  for  the  purpose;  and  that  the 
cost  of  a  harbour  of  refuge  might  be  about 
two  millions.  Mr.  Cubitt  the  engineer, 
however,  thought  a  harbour  might  be 
formed  at  a  much  less  cost,  to  answer  the 
purpose  equally  well.  The  House  must 
understand,  that  by  a  perfect  harbour  of 
refuge,  is  meant  a  harbour  accessible  at  all 
times  of  the  tide  by  vessels  of  any  ton- 
nage, the  mouth  of  which  is  so  placed  as  to 
be  entered  easily  with  the  most  prevalent 
wind.  Every  person  of  the  slightest  know 
ledge  in  maritime  affairs  must  be  aware 
of  the  vast  importance  in  our  trade  of  such 
a  harbour  both  in  times  of  war  and  of 
peace;  particularly  as  every  year  steam 
navigation,  and  the  intercourse  between 
nations,  considerably  increase.  I  am  one 
of  those  who  do  not  anticipate  the  proba- 
bility  of  war,  but  think  there  is  no  doubt 
that  the  communication  between  England 
and  other  nations  will  considerably  in- 
crease. Now  such  a  harbour  of  refuge  in 
one  of  the  spots  just  enumerated,  is  most 
desirable;  I  am  fully  aware  that  the  Trea- 
sury of  the  country  ought  not,  if  possible, 
to  be  called  on  to  supply  the  means,  and  I 
think  I  can  point  out  to  the  House  some 
method  of  obtaining  funds  for  that  pur- 
pose, without  increasing  the  burthens  of 
the  country.  If  the  funds  received  from 
tolls  on  passing  ships  are  now  wasted  or 
misapplied,  why  should  these  funds  not  be 
made  applicable  to  the  formation  of  a  har- 
bour of  refuge  ?  If  the  House  do  not  sanc- 
tion such  an  application,  then  ease  the 
shipping  interest  of  the  burden,  and  levy 
no  more  on  the  commerce  of  the  country 
than  the  amoimt  absolutely  required  to 
keep  the  present  harbours  in  repair.  That 
such  tolls  so  levied  are  misapplied,  I  will 
now  prove  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  House. 
1  will  begin  with  Ramsgate  Harbour,  and 
ex  una  disce  omnes.  The  House  must 
learn,  that  by  an  old  Act  of  Parliament, 
the  trustees  of  Ramsgate  Harbour  levy  4td. 
a  ton  on  all  foreign  ships,  and  2d,  a  ton 
on  all  British  ships  that  pass  the  Foreland, 
which  are  abovo  300  tons  burthen;  those 
under  that  tonnage  pay  rather  less.  This 
tax  is  levied  to  keep  up  Ramsgate  Har- 
bour, and  to  be  continued  as  long  as  this 
harbour  wants  repair.  By  this  paper  in 
my  hand,  printed  by  order  of  the  House 
on  my  Motion  last  month,  it  appears  this 
rate  in  1841  gave  to  Ramsgate  Harbour 
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19,065^;  and  with  some  other  dues  the 
tniflt^0  obtain  an  average  income  of 
20,65 !{.,  hesides  a  balance  in  hand  of 
5,694/.;  in  1849  the  tolls  were  upwards 
of  20.0002.,  and  other  income  5,000/.  Now 
I  wiU  show  by  evidence  that  7,0002.  a 
yesr  is  more  than  sufficient  for  the  repairs 
of  Ramsgate  Harbour,  which  harbour,  it 
is  aotorious,  cannot  receive  vessels  above 
450  tons  burthen — so  jou  tax  British  and 
foreign  vessels  4d.  a  ton,  for  a  harbour 
which  can  bj  no  possibility  be  of  any  use 
to  them.  Was  there  ever  any  thing  so 
monstrous,  so  absurd,  or  so  unjust  ?  Ton 
commit  an  act  of  injustice  by  such  a  toll; 
and  you  injure  all  the  other  harbours  on 
the  coast,  because  it  is  notorious  that  fo- 
reign vessels  will  not,  for  fear  of  paying 
this  unjust  toll,  stop  at  any  English  har- 
bour if  they  can  possibly  help  so  doing; 
bttt  they  run  over  to  the  French,  or  Bel- 
gian, or  Dutch  coast,  where  such  exactions 
are  not  made;  the  result  is  an  injury  to 
our  seaports,  by  preventing  the  expendi- 
ture of  foreign  ships  in  them.  Now  to 
show  the  House  the  waste  of  money  that 
takes  place  at  Ramsgate,  I  will  refer  to 
the  evidence  of  Sir  William  Curtis,  the 
head  of  the  trustees  of  that  place  in 
1822:— 

'*  Foreign  Trade  Committee, 
April  20,  1822< 
**  Sir  William  Coriif  examined. 
"  Q.  What  ouffht  to  be  the  annual  charge  of 
keeping  the  harbour  of  Ramsgate  in  repair  ? — 
A,  It  will  require  some  little  calculations  from 
the  bo^a  to  answer  that* 

"  Q.  Do  joa  think  that  from  5,000/.  to  7,000/. 
a  jear  would  be  sufficient  %^-A,  Tea,  it  might  do. 

"  W.  Domett,  Eeq.,  examined  (p.  276). 
"  Q.  Do  yo«  consider  the  benefit  to  the  ship- 
ping to  be  in  proportion  to  the  money  laid  out  at 
Ramscate  ? — A.  Far  from  it ;    manj  thousand 

S tunas  hare  been  laid  out,  of  no  use  whatever, 
en  mtt  constantly  hammering  stones. 
"  Q.  Do  yon  consider  the  benefit  to  the  bar* 
bour  adequate  to  the  expenditure  of  20,000/.  a 
year  ? — A.  No,  certainly  not ;  fiur  from  that  (p. 
371). 

**  George  Good,  Esq.,  examined. 

"  Q.  What  has,  in  the  last  six  years,  been  laid 
out  on  Ramsgate  harbour  f — A.  147,588/.,  with 
little  or  no  ad^Atage. 

''  Q.  Do  you  think  the  advantage  derived  from 
Ramsgate  a  sufficient  compensation  for  the  ex- 
pense drawn  on  the  shipi^g  ? — A.  No,  certainly 
not. 

"  Q.  Do  you  know  the  mamef  hi  which  the 
duties  are  levied  en  foreign  shipping  l-^A,  I  do 
not ;  but  I  know  it  is  that  of  whMh  they  very 
much  complain." 

Not  to  fatigue  the  House  hj  reading  all 
the  evidence,  I  will  onlj  add,  it  appears 
that^  in  1822,  the  Committee  said  that 


8,0001.  a  year  was  quite    BxMi&Umt  far 
Ramsgate  Harbour,  sioee  whieh  period  the 
trustees  have  received  upwards  oi  400,0002. 
Some  years  ago,  a  haoquetting-faoaae  for 
the  trustees  to  dine  in  only  once  in  each 
year,  waa  erected,  and  it  baa  coat  3,5002.; 
it  is  of  no  use  whatever ;  and  that,  from 
its  first  formation  to  the  preaent  time,  that 
harbour  has  cost  the  commerce   of  the 
country  an  enormous  expenditure— -^oot  less 
than    l,500,0001«     To  sum  up  the  evi* 
dence  of  Sir  W.  Curtis  (an  unwiUing  wit> 
ness).  Captain  Domett,  and  llr.  Oeod,  it 
appears  this  harbour  is  of  no  uae  but  to 
small  vessels  about  350  tons,  and  ander ; 
can  only  be  entered  at  particular  timea  of 
the  tide,  and  that  in  a  gale  of  wind,  when 
shelter  is  required,  the  danger  of  entering 
the  harbour  is  very  groat }  and  that  the 
sum  of  7,0002.  a  year  is  quite  aufficieat 
for  eveiy  possible  purpose  required.    Now, 
what  is  the  case  ?    The  sum  of  20,0002. 
a  year  is  collected  by  dues  on  large  vesaels, 
British  and  foreign,  to  which  the  harbour 
can  be  of  no  possible  use,  and  this  money 
is  wasted  in  the  most  wanton  manner. 
Let  one  of  these  two  measnrea  be  adopted 
—either  relieve  the  shipping  intereat  trom 
these  most  vexatious,  uscIms,  and  nnjnst 
tolls,  or,  if  they  are  continued,  apply  them 
to  some  useful  purpose.     Why  not,  in  the 
latter  case,  commence  a  harbour  of  refuge 
in  some  eligible  spot  on  the  coast  ?      The 
surplus  fund  from  Ramsgate  Harbour  alone 
would  be,  say  12,0002.  a  Tear;  from  Derer 
harbour,  probably  8,000f.,  beaidea  many 
others.     Here  you  have  at  once  a  fund  of, 
say  20,0002.  a  year,  which  wiU  establiah 
a  sinking  fond,  or  pay  the  intereat  of 
400,0002.  for  a  harbour  of  refuge,  and 
not  put  the  country  to  one  shilling  more 
of  expense.     At  the  same  time,  I  am  fully 
aware  of  the  talent  and  ingenuity,  and  iSt 
the  powerful  interest  both  in  this  Hooeo 
and  out  of  it,  of  the  trustees  of  harboora, 
and  of  other  parties  connected  with  theae 
tolls ;  but  let  us  have  fair  play — let  the 
House  give  me  a  Committee.    I  defy  them 
to  disprove  one  single  assertion  that  I  hare 
made.     Let  us  have  a  Committee.     But 
why  shrink  from  the  severe  test  of  an  ex- 
amination, and  of  a  Committee,  if  all  ia 
right?     I  repeat,  these  abuses  ought  to 
be  corrected — ffross  jobs  cannot  be  tolci^ 
ated  in  the  mneteenth  century  *-^  either 
prove,  as  you  ought  to  do,  before  a  Con»i* 
mittee,  that    the   harbours  of  Ramsgate 
and  Margate  require  all  the  money  they 
raise  on  toUs,  or  let  that  money  be  applied 
for  the   security  of  navigation  and  the 
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safety  of  seamen ;  or  give  up  these  at  pre- 
sent 7exatiou8  and  unjust  tolls,  and  rehere 
the  shipping  interest  from  these  hurthens. 
Bither  investigate  and  prove  the  case,  or 
let  the  trustees  voluntarilj  relinquish  those 
immense  sums  now  extracted  from  vessels 
passing  the  Foreland.  Let  the  House  con- 
sider, also,  that  these  revenues  will  in- 
crease as  commeree  increases,  and  that 
the  time  is  come  when  an  investigation 
ought  to  be  made  of  the  manner  in  which 
these  large  sums  are  expended.  I  am 
aware  of  what  I  have  to  expect  f^m  the 

rsrties  opposed  to  any  inquinr — 'I  well 
now  their  talent  and  ingenuity;  hut  I 
trust  the  paramoont  duty  of  the  Members 
of  the  House  will  supersede  all  other  con- 
siderations, and  that  no  further  opposition 
will  be  made  to  a  Committee.  Sir,  I  beg 
leave  to  move— 

<*  That  a  Select  Oommittee  be  appointed,  to  In- 
vestigate the  revenue,  eendition,  and  expenditure 
of  Ramagate  and  Mai^te  Ilarboun." 

Mr.  THORNELY  seoonded  the  Mo- 
tion. 

Mb.  MASTERMAN,  as  one  of  the 
tnutees  of  the  harbour,  denied  that  the 
HMmey  had  been  expended  in  an  improvi- 
dent manner.  No  funds  could  be  more 
justly  administered,  and  no  persons  Could 
more  honestly  discharge  the  trust  reposed 
in  them.  Under  those  ctrcmnstanoes  the 
trustees  of  Ramsgate  Harbour  bad  no 
wish  to  shrink  from  any  inquiry  the  House 
imposed  upon  tkeo;  they  acted  accord- 
ing to  their  duty;  and  the  more  their  con- 
duct was  inquired  into,  the  clearer  it  would 
appear.  With  regard  to  the  statement 
that  they  had  in  their  hands  an  excess  be- 
yond 50^000Z.,  he  begged  to  remark  thai 
since  that  excess  had  arisen,  it  had  been 
under  consideration  to  make  some  reduc- 
tions which  he  thought  would  be  satisfac- 
tory to  the  shipping  interest^  and  at  the 
same  time  keep  the  harbour  in  a  good  con- 
dition. He  ooold  not  as  an  individual 
trustee  make  any  specific  promise  with  r^ 
spect  to  what  might  be  done,  but  the  sub- 
ject was  under  consideration,  and  altera- 
tions would  be  made  that  wonld  be  accept- 
able to  the  shipping  intersst,  and  with  a 
due  regard  to  the  state  of  the  harbour. 

Sib  G.  pec  hell  was  anzieus  to  hear 
what  Kne  of  defenee  would  be  made  to  the 
charge  of  the  bon.  Gendensan  the  Member 
for  LymingtoB,  for  ha  believed  there  never 
was  a  grosser  case  for  inquiry  than  that  of 
this  harbour,  where  toll  was  received  for 
larger  veseele  than  ever  evtered  into  it. 
He  must  eali  tlur  attentioa  of  tte  Howie 


to  an  omission  in  the  Motion  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  with  regard  to  the  harbour  of 
Dover.  Every  wonl  which  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman used  with  respect  to  Ramsgate  was 
equally  applicable  to  the  port  of  Dover. 
There  was,  however,  this  difference — ^the 
port  of  Dover  was  no  port  at  all.  It  was  a 
port,  as  regarded  the  custom-house,  for 
levying  dues;  but  as  a  harbour  or  place  to 
put  into,  it  was  utterly  absurd  to  call  it  so. 
To  show  how  the  taxation  in  that  harbour 
bore  upon  vessels,  he  called  attention  to  a 
return  laid  upon  the  table  for  the  years 
1839  and  1840,  from  which  it  appeared 
that  842  vessels  entered  the  port  of  Shore- 
ham,  passing  by  the  ports  of  Dover  and 
Ramsgate,  and  paid  3911.  8«.  for  the  pri- 
vilege of  passing  the  port  of  Dover.  And 
he  gave  an  inoividual  case:  there  was  A 
sin^e  vessel  which  paid  14/.  Us,  as  ton- 
nage duty  for  passing  that  harbour.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Lymington  had  referred 
to  the  extravagance  of  the  port  of  Rams- 
gate; but  did  he  look  to  the  information 
that  had  been  obtained  respecting  the  port 
of  Dover?  The  expenditure  was  17,4192. 
and  the  sum  the  parties  had  to  deal  with 
was  23,0001.  There  was  a  sum  of  8002. 
for  law  expenses  to  Mr.  G.  W.  Ledger,  re- 
dstrar,  and  a  sum  of  1,0362.  to  Mr. 
Walker,  engineer,  for  one  year,  thoUj^h  in 
all  previous  years  the  parment  was  30ut.  or 
4002.  That  would  certamly  show  there  was 
something  that  required  inquiry.  In  1839 
and  1840  there  was  10,0002.  a  year,  and 
now  there  is  12,0002.  a  year,  exacted  from 
vessels  passing  the  harbour;  and  he  asked, 
would  the  House  any  longer  tolerate  such 
exactions  ?  He  proposed,  therefore,  to  in- 
clude Dover  in  the  Motion  of  the  hon. 
Member. 

Amendment  proposed,  after  the  word 
"  RamsMte,*'  to  insert  the  word  "  Dover.'* 

Mr.  FAGAN  complained  that  great 
wrong  had  been  in^ted  on  a  steamboat 
company  in  the  city  which  he  had  the 
honour  to  represent,  by  the  tolls  which 
were  exacted  on  their  steam  vessels  be- 
tween Liverpool  and  Rotterdam.  He  had 
represented  their  case  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  President  of  the  BoanI  of 
Trade,  whom  he  regretted  not  to  see  in  his 
place,  and  that  right  hon.  Gentleman  ad- 
mitted the  injustice,  and  said  that  be  would 
lay  the  case  before  the  Government. 

Sm  F.  BARING  thought  it  not  quite 
fair  to  add  the  name  of  "  Dover  "^^  to  the 
Motion.  The  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for 
Brighton  shonid  bring  forward  the  matter 
by  a  snbstantiva  Motion,  instead  of  by  an 
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Amendment  of  which  no  notice  to  the  par- 
ties interested  had  been  given.  As  he 
was  convinced  that  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  would  act  in  the  fairest  manner, 
he  would  confine  his  reply  to  the  Motion  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Lym- 
ington.  He  would  not  enter  into  the  ques- 
tion as  to  the  advantages  derivable  from  the 
harbour,  as  he  could  not  suppose  that  the 
House  contemplated  its  removal.  The 
question  as  to  the  relief  of  the  shipping 
was,  however,  important,  and  to  this  he 
would  address  himself.  As  he  understood 
the  matter,  the  trustees  of  Ramsgate  Har- 
bour, according  to  the  terms  of  their  Act, 
were  unable  to  reduce  the  dues  until  they 
had  in  hand  a  reserve  fund  of  50,000/. ; 
and  as  they  now  had  that  sum,  they  were 
prepared  to  reduce  the  dues.  He  thought, 
under  these  circumstances,  it  would  be 
more  expedient  to  wait  to  see  what  the 
trustees  intended  to  do;  and  after  they 
knew  what  they  would  do,  then  the  hon. 
Gentleman,  should  ho  think  further  inquiry 
necessary,  could  attain  that  object  by  again 
bringing  forward  his  Motion.  He  thought 
that  the  trustees,  having  had  the  trouble 
of  collecting  this  reserve  fund,  should  be 
allowed  an  opportunity .  of  reducing  the 
dues  spontaneously  ;  and,  therefore,  he 
would  recommend  that  the  hon.  Gentleman 
should  withdraw  his  Motion. 

Mr.  HUME  thought  the  case  made  out 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  warranted  the 
appointment  of  a  Committee,  for  it  appear- 
ed that  the  moment  the  trustees  had  ac- 
quired the  sum  of  50,000/.  they  were 
bound  to  reduce  the  dues,  and  they  had 
not  done  so.  He  considered  that  the  dues 
charged  by  harbours  was  a  great  tax  on 
the  commerce  of  the  country ;  and  their 
remission  had  been  recommended  by  every 
Committee  on  which  he  had  served  during 
the  last  twenty  years.  He  thought  that, 
looking  to  the  changes  they  had  made  in 
their  navigation  laws,  it  was  the  duty  of 
the  Government;  it  would  be  far  more 
creditable  to  them,  iustead  of  waiting  to  be 
thus  urged  on  every  item,  to  see  what 
could  be  done  to  remove  all  these  taxes 
which  pressed  so  heavily  on  the  shipping 
interest.  They  might  as  well  be  without 
a  Government  if  they  would  not  seek  to 
remit  taxation.  He  would  give  his  sup- 
port to  the  Motion. 

Mr.  MOFFATT  trusted  that  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  for  Brighton  would 
persevere  with  his  Amendment  when  the 
proper  time  arrived.  It  was  the  general 
impression  that  these  rates  were  unfairly 


exceeded;  but  he  thought,  after  the  inti- 
mation given,  by  which  he  understood  that 
a  reduction  of  50  per  cent  was  to  be  made 
by  the  trustees  of  Ramsgate  Harbour,  the 
hon.  Gentleman  might  for  the  present  Ses- 
sion withdraw  his  Motion. 

Mr.  MACKINNON  offered  to  withdraw 
his  Motion,  provided  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  the  city  of  London  would 
pledge  himself  to  endearour  to  reduce  the 
dues  at  least  on^half. 

Mr.  MASTERMAN  thought  it  very 
unreasonable  that  he,  as  an  indiWdusl 
trustee,  should  be  called  on  to  say  he 
would  reduce  one  item  or  another.  He 
had  stated  that  the  subject  had  been  long 
under  the  consideration  of  the  trustees, 
that  there  was  an  earnest  desire  on  thmr 
part  to  do  justice  to  all  parties,  and  he 
had  no  hesitation  in  saying  a  reduction 
was  in  contemplation,  but  what  it  was  to 
be  it  would  be  very  indiscreet  for  him  to 
say. 

Mr.  THORNELT  thought  that  a  ease 
had  been  made  out  for  inquiry,  and  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  Lymington  was  en- 
titled to  the  thanks  of  the  House  for  hay- 
ing brought  the  subject  under  their  no- 
tice. 

Question  put,  "  That  the  word  '  Dover ' 
be  there  inserted." 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  60;  Noes 
71 -.Majority  11. 

Main  Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  78;  Noes 
47:  Majority  31. 

Select  Committee  appointed,  **  to  inres- 
tigate  the  revenue,  condition,  and  expen- 
diture of  Ramsgate  and  Margate  Har- 
bours." 

HOME  MADE  SPIRITS  IN  BOND. 

Lord  NAAS  said,  it  was  not  necessary, 
in  order  to  prove  his  case,  to  weary  the 
House  with  any  abstruse  calculations  or 
elaborate  statistics.  He  rested  the  Motion 
he  had  the  honour  to  propose,  on  the 
ground  of  equal  justice  to  the  home  and 
colonial  distillers;  and  he  trusted  that,  on 
these  grounds  alone,  the  House  would 
accede  to  his  Motion.  The  case,  as  be- 
tween the  home  and  the  colonial  distil- 
lers was  this,  that  in  levying  the  excise 
duty  on  spirits  of  home  manufacture,  the 
quantity  was  measured  for  duty  at  the 
time  when  it  was  first  made,  or  as  it  is 
called  by  the  trade  at  the  worm's  end:  if 
it  was  then  bonded,  the  distiller,  on  releas- 
ing it  from  bond,  was  compelled  to  paj 
duty  on  the  quantity  originally  bonded,  no 
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home  manufacturer  under  free-trade  laws  would 
be  in  a  worse  position  by  2/.  Is.  than  any  fo- 
reigner." 

He  was  aware  that  he  might  be  met  by  the 
argument,  that  as  the  home  distiller  enjoyed 
a  differential  duty  of  4d.  per  gallon  on  co« 
lonial  rum,  that  was  a  sufficient  equivalent 
for  the  disadvantage  in  which  he  was 
placed  with  respect  to  the  mode  of  levying 
the  duty.  But  he  must  beg  the  House  to 
remember  that  the  4d.  differential  duty 
was  founded  on  Mr.  Wood's  evidence  be- 
fore the  Sugar  and  Coffee  Committee,  of 
which  Lord  George  Bentinck  was  chair- 
man. Mr.  Wood  dbtinctly  then  stated  that 
he  thought  the  distillers  had  made  out  a 
case  for  ^d. ;  but  what  were  the  items  of 
his  4d.  ?     They  were  these — 

Malt  duty lii. 

Increased  Plant         .        .        .         .la. 
Excise  restrictions  .        .        .Id, 

Duty  on  decreases      ....      ^. 


matter  what    diminution  by   leakage  or 
evaporation  it  might  have  undergone  since 
that  period.     Whereas,  in  the  case  of  the 
colonial  manufacturer,  he  had  only  to  pay 
duty  to  the  customs  on  what  was  mea- 
sured out  from,  the  bonding  warehouse, 
whenever  it  was  released  from  bond,  irre- 
spective of  the  quantity  originally  placed 
in  bond.     So  the  home  manufacturer  had 
to  pay  duty  on  whatever  loss  or  diminu- 
tion the  article  sustained  whilst  in  bond, 
whilst  the  colonial  manufacturer  only  paid 
on  the  actual  quantity  measured  out  for 
consumption.     That,  in  his  opinion,  was 
of  itself  sufficient  to  show  the  injustice  and 
hardship  to  which  the  home  manufacturer 
was  subjected.     Now  to  illustrate  his  po- 
sition the  more  clearly,  he  would  suppose 
that  three  casks  of  spirits,  one  of  brandy, 
one  of  rum,  and  one  of  home  spirits,  were 
bonded,  and  that  they  remained  in  bond 
three  years.     At  the  end  of  that  time, 
on  being  released,  if  the  rum  and  brandy 
should  be  found  to  have  lessened  by  two 
gallons  each,    these   two  gallons   of  ab- 
sorption   would  not    be    paid    duty    on, 
whilst  the  home  spirits,  no  matter  to  what 
extent  it  had  diminished,  would  be  com- 
pelled to  pay  duty,  not  in  the  quantity 
taken  out  at  the  end  of  the  three  years,  as 
in  the  case  of  the  rum  and  brandy,  but  on 
the  quantity  originally  entered.     To  ren- 
der it  still  plainer,  he  would  read  to  the 
House  the  following  statement  of  Messrs. 
Callwell  and  Homer  : — 

"  Four  quarter-casks  of  brandy  were  landed 
and  stored  (after  a  passage  from  France)  in  Dub- 
lin Custom-house  stores,  on  the  ISth  of  February, 
1840.  These  casks  were  taken  out  at  interrals, 
from  July,  1840,  to  January,  1850,  The  original 
content  of  these  four  vessels  was  found,  on  gauge 
and  trial  of  strength,  to  be  108  gallons  ;  when 
taken  out,  the  contents  and  strength  had  decreased 
to  102  ffallons  ;  waste,  six  gallons. 

"  Bemg  French  brandy,  and  taken  out  of  bond, 
the  duty,  amounting  to  4tl,  10«.,  was  remitted. 

"  What  would  be  the  result,  if  four  casks  of  Irish 
whisky  were  similarly  circumstanced  ? 

'*  llie  owners  would  have  to  pay  2«.  8d.  per 
gallon  on  the  deficiency — say,  I6s,  on  102  gal- 
lons. 

"  Now,  had  these  four  casks  of  spirits  been 
shipped  from  an  Irish  distiller  to  a  London  dealer, 

the  natural  course  of  trade,  if  unfettered  from  ex*  I  quantity  leaving  bond  tending  to  increased 
cise  restrictions,  was  adopted,  the  owner  would    frauds  on  the  reyenue,  it  would,  in  some 


Total id. 

Now,  the  House  must  see  that  only  ^d,  of 
this  differential  duty  is  affected  by  the  pre- 
sent Motion,  and  therefore  it  is  ridiculous 
to  say  that  if  the  duty  on  decreases  be  re- 
mittcMl,  that  on  that  account  the  differential 
duty  should  be  altered  beyond  the  amount 
of^d.  per  gallon.  The  home  distillers,  how« 
ever,  did  not  consider  the  differential  duty  a 
sufficient  compensation.     It  ha4  also  been 
objected  to  the  adoption  of  any  plan  of 
measuring  the  spirits  upon  coming  out  of 
bond,  that  it  would  lead  to  considerable 
frauds  on  the  revenue.     What  was,  how- 
ever, proposed,  would  in  no  degree  affect 
the  measurement  at  the  worm's  end,  for  it 
was  quite  possible  to  measure  the  spirits 
at  the  time  of  their  coming  from  the  still, 
and   on   their   lodgment  in    the    stores. 
Again,    distillers    were   perfectly   willing 
to  pay    the    duty    upon    any  deficiency 
that  might  arise  between  those  periods, 
or  in  transitu ;    but    what   they    com- 
plained of  was,  that  they  should  have  to 
pay  the  duty  upon  the  loss  occasioned  by 
leakage  or  evaporation  while  the  spirits  re- 
mained under  the  Queen's  seal.     So  far 
from  this  arrangement  of  paying  upon  the 


have  to  pay,  when  taking  them  out  of  bond  in 
London  for  home  consumption,  the  '  deficiency 
duty,*  as  it  is  termed,  at  .the  rate  of  7«.  lOci.  per 
gallon — ^that  is,  the  owner  of  Irish  or  British- 
made  spirits  would  be  made  to  pay  a  species  of 
penalty  for  haying  good  spirits  at  the  rate  of  5^d. 
12-100  per  gallon,  whilst  the  owner  of  French 
brandy  would  be  charged  nil,  and  the  fiiToured 
proprietor  of  sugar-made  rum  would  be  charged 
with  nil — that  is,  in  this  petty  transaotioii  the 

VOL.   CXI.      [third  8SRIE8.] 


cases,  be  the  means  of  obviating  a  certain 
species  of  measurement,  which  was  at  pre- 
sent considerably  against  the  Excise.  JPor 
instance,  the  Excise  could  not  measure  to 
less  than  one-tenth  of  an  inch,  and  where 
the  spirit  was  measured  in  large  receivers, 
and  where  there  was  necessarily  a  very  ex- 
tensive  surface,  the  large  distillers  were 
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frequently    abla    to   gain   a   conBidenUe  I  w-W  it  b*  dwUnd  by  tha 
quantitj,  Tftryinff  accordinir  to  the  eircum-    S?'!*"8  ""  ipiriw,  that  Uwj 
.U„o..  of  tb.  cue,  while,  ..  .L.  other  I  S".:::S'.'S,i'l'„l'r  "' 
hand,  if  tbe  spirits  were  measured  ia  the 
warehouse,  and   upon   their   coraiug   into 


of  the  uiMllest  Tmlnc. 

No  nwnaQioturer  will  lo  place  bis  pToperij  that 

he  will  not  be  enabled  at  onr  tli>o  to  diepoee  c^lt 

tbe  beat  mai^et  and  t    " 


cODSumption,  the  Excise  would  be  able  to    ^lut  the  tndereqoirei  U  pbun  and  limpls:  Ttiat 
meusure  accurately  every  drop  of  liqnor.  I  ^^™^' 'P'"?' "^^J"  P"*^*^  *f"l»»f' *"  tl" 

■-1    .  ^     .1      ^  11-  ef  '      .1  .     p    method   of  lemnc  duEY  fm  nm 

But,  as  to  the  falhug  on  m  the  amount  of 
revenue  by  reagon  of  alteration  in  the  pre- 
sent mode,  those  best  acquainted  with  the 
trade  in  all  its  details  were  of  opinion  that 
production  would  bo  bo  enormously  in- 
creased that  the  revenue  would  he  a  gainer. 
There  was  another  mode  in  which  these  re- 
strictions interfered  with  the  distillers. . 
It  was  a  great  object  to  tbe  traders 
to  be  allowed  to  take  adTantage  of  the 
market,  and  to  avail  themselves  of  the 
prices  that  might  offer  there  if  favourable. 
Maturity  also  matoriaily  increased  the  va- 
lue of  the  article.  But  the  restrictions 
Ereveuted  the  distiller  and  trnder  from 
eeping  on  hand  large  stocks,  as  fae  knew 
very  well  that  by  reason  of  the  occur- 
rence of  deficiency  or  absorption  he  would  , 
be  a  loser  in  the  way  of  duty  charge- 
able for  such  absorption.  The  Irish  dis- 
tiller distilled  from  a  mixture  of  matt  and 
com,  whilst  the  Sootch  distiller  distil- 
led from  malt  alone,  consequently  the 
Scotch  distillation  sooner  arrived  at  matu- 
rity than  the  Irish,  so  that  a  greater  time 
of  bond,  and  consequently  a  greater  amount 
of  excise  duty,  fell  on  the  Irish  artiolo  of 
distillation.  These  restrictions  were  moat 
obnoxious,  and  their  tendency  was  to  re- 
duce the  number  of  distilleries,  throwing 
the  whole  trade  into  the  hands  of  the  large 
distillers.  That  reduction  in  the  nomhar 
of  distilleries  was  injurious  in  more  ways 
than  one,  because  it  threw  a  number  of  per- 
sons out  of  employment,  as  well  in  the  distil- 
leries as  in  the  turf  tracts,  much  of  which  ar- 
ticle was  used  in  the  manufacture  of  spirits, 
and  the  cutting  of  which  afforded  employ- 
ment to  thousands.  The  spirit  traders  also 
complained  that  these  restrictions  interfered 
with  the  export  trade.  It  might  be  said, 
they  were  allowed  to  export  duty  free;  but 
the  House  should  remember  that  to  avail 
themselves  of  that  privilege  they  were 
obliged  to  bond  their  spirits  and  declare 
it  for  exportation  immediately  on  its 
being  manufactured.  But  no  trader  could 
afiord  to  do  that.  The  statement  of  the 
trade  on  the  subject  is  as  follows  : — 
„„,     „  ,  „  ,  .         ,      rishing  state.     It  was  always   with  pain 

"The  GoTernmeat  wore   compelled  from  the     ,v   .  if     /  ii.    l-         ij                li  j    »        • 
peatinJQ.ticeofthi.partofthe.ubjcct.toorterl"''*'"'   *«"  ^I'^'^'f  compelled  to  give  a 
that  whiakf  mar  be  eiport«l  uDder  the  i -"»«  .-   . —   *-   w~.  ii .- 


1  precisely    the  a 

No  man  would  so  place  his  property  as 
not  to  be  able  to  take  it  out  and  make 
the  best  sale  that  the  market  would  al- 
low. Therefore,  not  only  were  the  dis- 
tillers of  Scotland  and  Ireland,  but  all 
the  spirit  traders  of  these  countries,  im- 
mensely interested  in  this  important  ones- 
tion;  and  he  could  not  but  think  theETonae 
would  consent  to  remove  these  restrictioiu 
that  weighed  so  hoavily  on  a  large  and  in- 
fluential bod;  of  maaohcturers.  The 
claim  was  one  of  simple  justice  :  all  they 
demand  is,  that  the  trader  and  manufac- 
turer should  not  pay  tax  for  an  article 
which  at  the  time  of  payment  is  not  In  ex- 
istence. The  revenue  can  hardly  suffer  to 
any  extent.  There  is  no  breach  of  faith 
with  the  West  Indies  :  they  ask  but  equal 
measurement  for  all.  In  these  days  of  free 
trade,  when  the  removal  of  duties  on  every 
article  of  necessity  was  the  cry,  he  eonld 
not  think  the  House  would  refuse  to  re- 
move these  heavy  and  pressing  restric- 
tions on  an  important  branch  of  home  in- 
dustry. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  put — 

"  That  this  Houw  do  itnmediatolr  reeoln  ftaelf 
into  a  Committee,  to  talu  into  owuideiation  the 
praient  mede  of  levjing  the  Duty  on  Hom^aiaib 
Spirits  in  Bond." 

Lord  J.  STUART  seconded  the  Ho. 
tion.  He  felt  a  particular  interest  in  tlie 
question  from  the  ciroumstanoa  <d  hii  oou- 
nciion  with  Campbeltown,  where  extensive 
distillery  operations  were  carried  on,  and 
an  annual  amount  of  duty  paid  ranging 
from  250,0001.  to  300,0001.     He  had  also 

f resented  a  petition  from  the  island  of 
sla,  where  a  large  amount  of  duty  waa 
also  paid.  Ho  was  prepared  to  admit  that 
the  distillers  of  Scotland  were  not  so  dia> 
advantageously  situated  as  those  of  Ir»> 
land.  He  would  also  admit  that,  two  yean 
ago,  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  bad 
made  very  considerable  concessions,  and 
in  consequence  of  these  concesuons,  the 
trade  of  Campbeltown  waa  in  a  very  floo- 
rishing  state. 


__. , ,  ,_  __^ Toto  in  opposition  to  Her  Majesty's  pre- 

goUtiontai  aflect  colonial  and  f(>rei(iiipriti,  pro-   sent  Goveruments  but  he  felt  auored  toat. 
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in  the  present  instance,  the  course  he  was 
pursuing  was  that  of  justice. 

Mk.  J.  WILSON  said,  that  the  nohle 
Lord,  in  introducing  the  Motion,  wished 
the  House  to  infer  it  was  a  question  of  free 
trade.  But  if  the  nohle  Lord  had  paid  at- 
tention to  the  subject,  as,  indeed,  his 
speech  showed  he  had,  ho  might  have 
seen  it  was  the  intention  of  the  House,  in 
arranging  the  spirit  duties  in  1848,  alto- 
gether to  disregard  the  question  of  protec- 
tion, and  to  place  the  home  and  colonial 
manufacturers  as  nearly  as  possible  in  a 
parallel  position.  Of  the  several  questions 
that  engaged  the  attention  of  the  Susar 
Committee  of  1848,  there  was  noUe  thai 
occupied  so  much  of  their  time,  or  to  which 
they  gave  more  laborious  consideration, 
than  that  of  fixing  the  relative  duties  on 
home  and  colonial  spirits.  The  noble  Lord 
adverted  to  the  fact  that  duty  is  paid 
on  the  quantity  of  home  spirits  originally 
bonded,  whilst,  as  regarded  colonial  spirits, 
duty  is  only  paid  on  the  quantity  taken 
from  bond.  But  the  noble  Lord  forgot 
that  this  was  one  of  the  chief  consider- 
ations which  determined  the  decision  of 
the  Committee  in  fixing  a  duty  of  4d.  a 
gallon  higher  on  colonial  than  on  home 
spirits,  and  a  duty  on  foreign  spirits  of  15«., 
double  what  was  charged  on  British  spirits. 
He  considered  that  after  a  Committee  of 
that  House  and  the  House  itself  had  re- 
solved that  the  difference  between  the 
two  classes  of  consumers  should  be  settled 
at  4d.  per  gallon,  it  would  be  unfair  of 
the  House  now  to  disturb  that  arrange- 
ment— both  unfair  to  the  West  Indians,  as 
well  as  to  the  producers  of  spirits  in  the 
other  parts  of  the  empire.  The  position 
was  this  :  either  the  duty  at  present  charged 
on  home  spirits  must  be  increased,  or  the 
colonial  duty  diminished,  in  order  to  bring 
both  manufacturers  to  an  exact  relation. 
What  was  the  cause  of  complaint  as  re- 
garded the  home  producer  ?  Several  years 
ago  an  application  was  made  to  the  Legis- 
lature to  permit  the  home  distiller  to  bond 
any  portion  of  his  stock,  in  order  that  he 
might  have  credit  on  the  duty,  and  export 
what  he  pleased  without  paying  the  duty. 
He  should  say  that  such  was  a  great  boon, 
because  it  was  equivalent  to  giving  the 
home  manufacturers  credit  on  the  duty; 
and,  consequently,  it  was  not  fair  that 
these  gentlemen  should  now  come  forward 
— after  having  so  long  enjoyed  such  a  pri- 
vilege— and  seek  for  a  further  boon  and 
privilege.  At  the  sittings  of  the  Sugar 
Committee  the  chairman  of  the  Inland  Re-: 


venue  Office  gave  some  very  valuable  evi- 
dence respecting  this  matter.  He  showed 
that  in  1833,  upon  2,672,000  gaUons,  the 
decreases  amounted  only  to  3-lOths  of  A 
gallon  per  cent.  In  the  year  184^-46, 
upon  the  transactions  of  the  year,  6,138,000 
gallons,  the  decrease  was  rather  more  than 
a  halfpenny  per  gallon;  whilst  as  regarded 
the  rectifier,  referred  to  by  the  noble  Lord, 
the  decrease  was  fd.  per  gallon.  It  was 
upon  such  evidence  that  an  arrangement 
was  submitted  to  the  House,  and  assented 
to  by  it,  as  also  by  the  West  Indian  manu- 
facturers. It  was  considered  a  fair  settle- 
ment of  the  question;  and  therefore  if  hen. 
Gentlemen  representing  the  distilling  in- 
terests should  think  fit  to  call  for  a  new 
arrangement,  they  should  not  be  surprised 
if  the  West  Indians  came  forward  and  de- 
manded a  readjustment  likewise.  The 
noble  Lord  complained  that  the  restriction 
deterred  manufacturers  ffom  working  on 
speculation,  by  reason  of  the  duty  to  be 
paid  on  the  quantity  of  spirits  made  and 
bonded,  to  meet  the  demand  that  might 
turn  up  in  the  market.  But  surely  if  barley 
were  cheap,  they  could  buy  it  and  store  it, 
free  of  duty,  and  in  that  way  there  would 
be  an  advantage.  The  West  Indian  Com- 
mittee was  either  right  or  wrong  in  fixing 
M,  per  gallon  as  a  differential  duty  between 
the  home  and  colonial  producers;  and  if  so, 
it  was  clear  that  that  arrangement  would 
be  disturbed  by  any  alteration  that  at  pre<» 
sent  might  be  made.  Therefbre  he  sug- 
gested that  it  could  not  be  for  the  interest 
of  the  home  distillers  that  that  arrange- 
ment should  be  disturbed,  made,  as  it  had 
been,  after  mature  care  and  deliberation; 
and  after  every  opportunity  had  been  given 
them  to  come  before  the  Committee,  it 
would  not  be  fair  now  to  seek  that  that 
arrangement  should  be  disturbed. 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHB- 
QUER,  who  was  met  on  his  rising  by  loud 
calls  for  a  division,  said,  that  he  could 
quite  understand  the  impatience  of  hon. 
Gentlemen  who  had  come  down  in  con- 
siderable numbers  to  vote  in  favour  of  the 
Motion,  but  he  did  not  think  that  it  was 
quite  a  reasonable  mode  of  settling  a  Ques- 
tion of  considerable  importance  to  divide 
upon  it  without  hearing  its  merits  dis- 
cussed, and,  therefore,  he  hoped  that  they 
would  allow  him  to  state  to  the  House 
that  which  he  believed  fairly  represented 
the  real  state  of  the  case.  Although 
this  Motion  did  not  profess  to  have  that 
object,  it  really  wail  as  much  an  attempt 
to  reduce  the  reeei^ta  <sC  tb^  ^x^VsRft^c^Kt 
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anj  of  those  Motions  which  had  heen  suc- 
cessfully resisted  in  the  course  of  the  pre- 
sent Session.  The  proposition  of  the  nohle 
Lord  the  Member  for  Elildare  was,  that 
distillers  should  pay  duty  on  their  spirits 
after  the  loss  by  wastage  had  been  ascer- 
tained, instead  of  on  the  quantity  manu- 
factured. That  would  necessarily  lead  to 
the  reduction  of  the  rerenuo,  and  he  would 
ask  the  House,  if  any  reduction  was  to 
take  place  in  the  receipts  of  the  Exche- 
quer, whether  it  would  be  of  most  advan- 
tage  to  the  country  that  the  decrease 
should  be  occasioned  by  a  diminution  of 
the  duty  on  spirits  ?  He  did  not  think 
that  the  duty  on  this  article  called  for  any 
reduction  at  all ;  and,  as  the  diminution 
proposed  was  a  reduction  which  would  ap- 
ply almost  exclusively  to  Scotland  and  Ire- 
land, he  did  not  think  it  would  be  quite 
fair  to  the  English  distiller.  The  duty  on 
English  spirits  was  7s,  lOd,  per  gallon,  on 
Scotch,  3«.  Sd.,  and  on  Irish,  2$,  Sd,;  and 
yet  the  noble  Lord  called  for  a  reduction 
of  the  duty  on  the  spirits  upon  which  the 
lowest  charge  was  imposed.  Sound  policy 
would  dictate  the  equalisation  of  the  duties 
in  the  three  countries,  lowering  the  duty 
in  England,  and  raising  it  in  Scotland  and 
Ireland.  The  noble  Lord  admitted  that 
little  or  no  benefit  would  be  gained  by 
England  from  the  reduction  which  he  pro- 
posed, and  the  distillers  themselves  allow- 
ed that  there  was  no  safety  to  the  revenue 
after  the  spirits  had  left  the  premises  of 
the  distiller.  Was  it  "  equal  justice," 
then,  to  England,  to  make  concessions  to 
the  Irish  distillers  which  would  be  of  no 
use  to  the  English  producer  ?  The  whole 
question  was  under  consideration  when  the 
Colonial  Spirits  Bill  was  discussed  in  1848, 
and  was  much  before  the  House  at  that 
time.  The  objection  made  to  the  Colonial 
Spirits  Bill  was  not  to  the  extent  of  benefit 
that  it  would  confer  on  the  colonial  pro- 
ducer, but  that  there  was  still  too  high  a 
duty  on  spirits,  both  of  colonial  and  home 
produce.  At  that  time  he  made  a  number 
of  concessions  to  the  distillers,  who  hardly 
thanked  him  for  what  he  had  done,  and 
said  that  little  benefit  would  be  derived 
from  what  he  had  yielded  to  them.  If  the 
hon.  Gentleman  would  refer  to  the  returns 
on  the  table,  he  would  see  that  his  (the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer's)  measure 
had  created  a  large  export  trade  in  home 
spirits.  The  noble  Lord  said  he  could  as- 
sure the  House  that  the  Irish  and  Scotch 
distillers  were  destroyed  by  the  competi- 
tion with  the  colonial  producers ;  but  what 


were  the  real  facts  of  the  case  ?  Irelmod, 
years  ago,  consumed  not  less  than  a  mil- 
lion of  gallons  of  rum  a  year  ;  but  pre- 
vious to  1846  the  quantity  was  only 
14,000  gallons.  The  consumption  of  mm 
in  Scotland  and  Ireland  was  not  so  great 
in  1849  as  it  was  in  1847,  therefore  it 
could  not  be  said  that  the  reduction  of 
the  duty  on  rum  in  1848  waa  injuri- 
ous to  the  Irish  and  Scotch  producers. 
They  had  been  told  that  there  had  been 
a  remarkable  increase  in  the  consumption 
of  rum  during  the  last  two  years.  The 
consumption  of  rum  in  Scotland  in  1847 
was  382,000  gallons,  and  in  1849  it  waa 
250,000.  The  consumption  of  mm  in  Ire- 
land in  1847  was  176,000,  and  in  1849  it 
was  182,000  gallons.  Surely  such  a  aUte 
of  things  could  hardly  be  said  to  have 
ruined  the  home  producer.  The  home 
consumption  of  British  spirits  in  1847  was 
8,749,000,  and  in  1849  it  was  9,050.000 
gallons.  In  Scotland,  in  1847,  tiie  quan- 
tity of  home-made  spirits  on  which  duty 
was  paid  for  consumption  was  6,193,000 ; 
and  in  1849,  6,935,000  gallons.  In  Ire- 
land, where  they  were  told  the  trade  bad 
been  ruined  by  the  importation  of  mm,  the 
consumption  in  1847  was  6,037,000,  and 
in  1849  it  was  6,972,000  gallons.  Thiia  it 
appeared  that  in  1849  there  was  an  in- 
crease of  930,000  gallons  in  home-made 
spirits,  which  pretty  clearly  showed  that 
no  great  injury  had  been  done  to  the  Irish 
distiller  by  the  introduction  of  colonial  spi- 
rits. He  would  beg  hon.  Gentlemen  to 
recollect  that  since  the  Act  of  1848,  of 
which  such  complaints  had  been  made, 
there  had  been  an  increase  in  the  con- 
sumption of  mm  to  the  extent  of  6,000 
gallons  in  Ireland,  while  there  had  been 
an  increase  in  the  consumption  of  home- 
made spirits  to  no  less  an  amount  than 
930,000  gallons.  Some  allusion  had  been 
made  to  the  export  of  home-made  spirit. 
The  fact  was,  by  the  measure  which  he 
(the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer)  had 
introduced,  the  trade  had  been  almoat 
created  since  1848.  The  return  on  the 
table  gave,  as  the  quantity  of  British  spi- 
rits exported  in  184/,  not  one  gallon,  and 
in  1849  it  was  73,000  gallons.  The  quan- 
tity of  Scotch  spirits  exported  in  1847  waa 
64,680,  and  in  1849  it  had  increased  to 
206,000  gallons.  The  quantity  of  Irish 
spirits  exported  in  1847  was  6,439  gal« 
Ions,  and  in  1849,  67,000  gallons,  so  tiiat 
there  had  been  an  increase  to  tenfold  an 
extent  in  two  years  in  the  exportation  of 
Irish  spirits.     Irish  and  Scotch  distillera 
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had  also  derived  an  advantage  in  the  Eng- 
lish markets  to  the  extent  of  1,500,000 
gallons.  On  these  grounds,  he  thought 
that  the  nohle  Lord  was  mistaken  in  the 
statements  on  which  he  grounded  his  Mo- 
tion, and,  also,  that  he  was  not  justified 
in  charging  him  (the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer)  with  having  heen  unmindful  of 
the  claims  of  the  Irish  and  Scotch  dis- 
tillers. The  adoption  of  the  Motion  of  the 
nohle  Lord  would  he  attended  with  great 
inconvenience  ;  it  would  be  a  great  injus- 
tice to  the  English  and  colonial  distillers, 
and  it  would  virtually  cause  the  reduction 
of  the  duty  on  an  article  upon  which  he 
thought  no  reduction  should  be  made. 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  85;  Noes 
53  :  Majority  32. 

Lift  of  the  Ates. 

Alexander,  N.  M'Gullagh,  W.  T. 

Anstey,  T.  G.  M'Gregor,  J. 

Barron,  Sir  H.  W.  Magan,  W.  H. 

Bateson,  T.  Meagher,  T. 

Best,  J.  Maxwell,  hon.  J.  P. 

Boyd,  J.  Moffittt,  6. 

Chatterton,  Col.  MonseU,  W. 

Cobbold,  J.  C.  Moore,  G.  H. 

Cravrford,  W.  S.  Mailings,  J.  R. 

Dawson,  hon.  T.  V.  Munti,  G.  F. 

Deyereux,  J.  T.  Napier,  J. 

Dick,  Q.  Nugent,  Lord 

Dickson,  S.  Nugent,  Sir  P. 

Drummond,  H.  II.  O'Brien,  J. 

Duflf,  G.  S.  O'Brien,  Sir  L. 

Duflf,  J.  O'Brien,  Sir  T. 

Duncan,  G.  O'Gonnell,  M. 

Dundas,  G.  O'Gonnell,  M.  J. 

Dunne,  Gol.  O'Flaherty,  A. 

Edwards,  H.  Prime,  R. 

Ewart,  W.  Rawdon,  Col. 

Fagan,  W.  Richards,  R. 

Fergus,  J.  Roche,  E.  B. 

Ferguson,  Sir  R.  A,  Sadleir,  J. 
FitzPatrick.  rt.  hon.  J.     Scholefield,  W. 

Forbes,  W.  Scully,  F. 

French,  F.  Smith,  J.  B. 

Gaskell,  J.  M.  SmoUeU,  A. 

Gordon,  Adm.  Somers,  J.  P. 

Grace,  0.  D.  J.  Stafford,  A. 

Grogan,  E.  Stanley,  hon.  E.  H. 

Gwyn,  H.  Sullivan,  M. 

Hamilton,  G.  A.  Talbot,  J.  H. 

Hastie,  A.  Tenison,  E.  K. 

Hastie,  A.  Thompson,  Col. 

Herbert,  H.  A.  Traill,  G. 

HUdyard,  R.  G,  Walmsley,  Sir  J. 

Hume,  J.  Wawn,  J.  T. 

Jones,  Capt.  Westhead,  J.  P.  B. 

Keating,  R.  Williams,  J. 

Keogh,  W.  Wodehouse,  £. 
Kershaw,  J.  txllbrs. 

Lockhart,  W.  Naas,  Lord 

Mackie,  J.  Stuart,  Lord  J. 

List  of  the  1^0E8, 

Abdy,  Sir  T.  N.  Aloock,  T. 

Adair,  R.  A.  S.  Armstrong,  R.  B. 

AgUonby,  H,  A.  Baines,  rt.  hon.  M.  T. 


I  Baring,  rt.  hon.  Sir  F.T.  Lennard,  T.  B. 

Barnard,  E.  G.  Lewis,  G.  C. 

Berkeley,  Adm.  Lushington,  C. 

Brotherton,  J.  Martin,  J. 

Brown,  W.  Melgund,  Visct. 

Browne,  R.  D.  Morison,  Sir  W. 

Colebrooke,  Sir  T.  "E.  Paget,  Lord  A. 

Craig,  Sir  W.  G.  Parker,  J. 

Dundas,  Adm.  Plowden,  W.  H.  G. 

Ebrington,  Visct.  Rich,  H. 

Ellis,  J.  RomiUy,  Col. 

Elliott,  hon.  J.  E.  Russell,  Lord  J. 

Evans,  J.  Russell,  F.  C.  H. 

Fordyoe,  A.  D.  Seymour,  Lord 

Forster,  M.  Shell,  rt.  hon.  R.  L. 

Grey,  rt.  hon.  Sir  G.  Smith,  J.  A. 

Groy,  R.  W.  Someryille,rt.  hn.  SirW. 

HaU,  Sir  B.  Thomely,  T. 

Harris,  R.  Trelawny,  J.  S. 

Hatchell,  J.  Wilson,  J. 

Hawes,  B.  Wood,  rt.  hon.  Sir  C. 

Hayter,  rt.  hon.  W.  G.  Wood,  W.  P. 
Hobhouse,  rt.  hon.  Sir  J.  txllxrs. 

Hodges,  T.  L.  Hill,  Lord  M. 

Howard,  Lord  E.  BoUew,  R.  M. 

Matter  considered  in  Committee ;  Mr. 
£.  B.  Roche  in  the  chair. 

Mr.  F.  MACKENZIE  then  proposed, 
as  the  first  resolution — 

'*That  the  duties  payable  on  British  spirits 
when  taken  out  of  warehouse  for  home  consump- 
tion shall  be  charged  on  the  quantity  ascertained 
by  the  measure  and  strength  of  the  sum  actually 
delivered,  save  and  except  that  when  such  spirits 
are  not  in  a  warehouse  of  special  security  no 
greater  abatement,  on  account  of  deficiency  of  the 
quantity  or  strength,  as  ascertained  at  the  time 
the  said  spirits  were  warehoused,  shall  be  made 
than  shall  be  after  the  several  rates  of  allowance 
following,  that  is  to  say : — for  every  100  gallons, 
hydrometer  proof,  for  any  time  not  exceeding 
three  months,  two  gallons  ;  for  any  time  exceed- 
ing three  months,  and  not  exceeding  six  months, 
three  gallons  ;  for  any  time  exceeding  six  and  not 
excee£nff  twelve  months,  four  gallons ;  and  for 
every  additional  six  months,  one  gallon." 

The  CHANCELLOR  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER would  not  then  make  any  ohjec- 
tions  to  the  details  of  this  resolution,  hut 
he  should  take  the  opportunity  of  doing  so 
at  some  future  stage.  He  wished  the 
House  clearly  to  understand  that  by  this 
course  he  did  not  pledge  himself  to  ahstain 
from  opposing  the  proposal  in  the  future 
stages  of  the  Bill. 

Resolution  agreed  to. 

Mr.  F.  MACKENZIE  then  proposed 
the  second  resolution  :^ 

"  That  when  British  spirits  are  taken  out  of  a 
warehouse  for  ship  stores  and  for  exportation  to 
foreign  parts,  no  duty  shall  be  charged  on  any  de- 
ficiency that  may  occur  in  warehouse,  save  and 
except  that  if  the  said  spirits  shall  not  be  in  a 
warehouse  of  special  security,  the  duty  shall  be 
oharged  on  any  deficiency  exceeding  the  rates  « 
allowance  in  the  foregoing  resolution." 

Resolution  agreed  to. 
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House  resumed.  Resolutions  to  be  re- 
ported OQ  Friday. 

RAILWAY  COMMUNICATION  IN  INDIA. 

Viscount  JOCBLYN  moved  for  any 
papers  referring  to  railway  communication 
in  India.  He  said,  that  although  the 
Motion  now  before  the  House  was  not  of 
so  exciting  a  kind  as  that  which  had  just 
been  disposed  of,  yet  it  was  a  question  of 
vast  importance  to  the  people  of  India,  and 
it  was  one  also  in  which  the  people  of  this 
country  had  a  great  interest.  His  claim 
to  bring  this  question  before  the  House 
was  principally  founded  upon  the  circum- 
stance that  the  question  of  railway  com- 
munication in  India  was  first  considered 
under  the  Government  in  which  he  had  the 
honour  of  filling  the  office  of  Secretary  to 
the  Board  of  Control.  A  Committee  of 
that  House  was  appointed  to  consider  the 
subject  of  the  growth  of  cotton  in  India, 
and  the  internal  communication  of  India 
was  one  of  the  most  important  features  of 
that  inquiry.  He  begged  to  premise,  that 
in  bringing  forward  the  question  of  railwaj 
eommunication  in  India,  he  did  not  do  so 
in  any  hostile  spirit  to  Her  Majesty's  pre- 
sent Government,  or  to  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Control.  He  believed  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  as  anxious 
as  any  one  could  be  to  take  those  measures 
which  were  most  beneficial  to  the  people 
of  that  country;  and,  with  regard  to  the 
Directors  of  the  East  India  Company, 
he  could  speak  from  past  experience  of 
their  views  and  acts,  that  there  could  not 
exist  a  body  of  men  more  sincerely  de- 
sirous to  promote  the  improvement  of  the 
native  population  of  that  country,  or  more 
anxious,  as  far  as  the  revenues  at  their 
disposal  permitted,  to  forward  those  mea- 
sures of  internal  communication  which 
were  necessary  to  be  adopted  before  India 
could  be  placed  in  that  position  in  which  aU 
desired  to  see  her.  He  believed  that  the 
present  was  no  improper  or  unwise  moment 
to  bring  the  present  subject  before  the  at- 
tention of  the  House.  It  was  a  moment 
when  a  large  portion  of  the  manufacturing 
interest  were  suffering  severely  from  a  short 
supply  of  the  raw  material  of  one  of  our 
most  important  manufactures,  and  when 
the  attention  of  a  large  portion  of  the  popu- 
lation was  turned  towards  those  countries 
from  whom  they  expected  to  receive  in- 
creased supplies  of  the  article  so  necessary 
to  our  manufactures.  There  was  also  a 
general  wish  that  the  produce  of  the  free 
labour  of  British  subjects  should,  as  far  as 


possible,  be  substituted  for  the  produce  of 
slave  labour.  The  question  was  of  equal 
importance  to  mercantile  men  who  were 
looking  for  fresh  fields  for  their  enterprise, 
and  to  the  consumers  of  their  merchandite 
at  home.  The  philanthropic  body  of  this 
country  conceived  that  the  people  of  Great 
Britain  had  a  duty  to  perform  with  regard 
to  the  natives  of  India.  There  were  maay 
who  thought,  and  not  unnaturally,  that  tiie 
heaviest  blow  that  could  be  inflicted  upon 
the  slavery  and  slave  trade  of  the  Weal, 
was  by  stimulating  and  encouraging  tlie 
produce  of  Hindostan;  and  that  ihia  would 
avail  more  for  the  discouragement  of  alAvery 
than  the  most  binding  treaties,  or  the  lar- 
gest blockading  squadrons.  But  India  was 
at  present  found  to  be  in  very  much  the 
same  condition  and  position  as  when  she 
first  came  under  British  control.  There 
had  been  little  increase  in  her  production; 
her  manufactures  had  diminished  and  de- 
clined, and  in  some  cases  had  utterly  dis- 
appeared. The  cotton  and  shawls  of  Hin- 
dostan were  well  known  in  the  markets  of 
the  West  as  being  of  great  value,  but  this 
branch  of  trade  had  almost  entirely  ceased. 
Hon.  Members  knew,  some  from  personal 
experience,  and  others  from  the  evidence 
of  men  upon  whom  reliance  could  be  placed, 
that  there  were  vast  districts  of  fertile  soil 
in  India  which  were  capable  of  producing 
cotton,  sugar,  and  indigo  to  any  extent* 
and  that  there  were  vast  districts  the  great 
mineral  wealth  of  which  was  as  yet  un- 
developed. The  supply  of  labour  was  ade- 
quate, the  population  was  abundant,  the 
people  were  peaceful  and  easy  to  be  eon- 
trolled,  and  the  labour  of  India  was,  in 
short,  the  cheapest  in  the  world.  The 
question  was,  why  did  it  happen  that 
with  these  natural  facilities  the  produce 
of  India  had  not  kept  pace  with  the 
demand  of  this  country  ?  Many  physical 
considerations  went  to  account  for  this, 
one  of  which  was  the  wars  in  which  we 
had  been  engaged  for  a  series  of  years  in 
that  country,  fbrtunately,  in  general,  just 
and  righteous  in  their  character;  just  and 
righteous,  because  undertaken  to  repulse 
aggression.  Other  causes  were  the  want  of 
capital,  and  of  personal  superintendence 
over  its  outlay,  the  land  tax  in  its  bearing 
upon  produce,  and  lastly  the  internal  com- 
munication of  the  country.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Manchester  had  given  notice 
of  a  Motion  which  would  come  before  the 
House  in  a  few  days,  and  which  would  em- 
brace many  of  the  questions  to  which  he 
had  referred.    Ho  would  therefore  conlbe 
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himielf^  on  the  present  oocasion,  to  the  in- 
ternal communication  of  India.  The  want 
of  an  internal  communication  in  that  country 
would  hardly  he  denied.  A  Select  Commit- 
tee of  that  House  was  appointed  in  1847  to 
consider  the  subject.  This  Gommitteenn- 
cluded  among  its  Members  Gentlemen  con- 
nected with  manufactures  and  mercantile 
transactions,  others  who  had  senred  in 
India,  some  in  connexion  with  the  Govern- 
ment, and  some  with  the  East  India  Com- 
pany. They  agreed  unanimously  to  a  re- 
port, a  portion  of  which  he  would  read, 
because  it  bore  strictly  upon  the  point  to 
which  his  Motion  referred :— 

"  The  want  of  raitable  means  of  internal  oom- 
munication  has  been  prominently  hroaght  under 
the  Committee's  notice  hf  almost  every  witness 
that  has  been  examined,  as  one  of  the  principal 
obstacles  to  the  trade  in  cotton,  which  it  is  within 
the  power  and  province  of  a  Government  to  re- 
dress ;  and  the  j  are  of  opinion  that  the  represen- 
tations which  have  been  made  to  them  on  this 
head  demand  the  earnest  attention  of  the  Indian 
Government.  With  scarcely  an  -exception,  they 
concur  in  desoribin?  the  means  of  internal  com- 
munication as  totidly  inadequate  for  the  require- 
ments of  commerce ;  and,  where  roads  are  formed, 
neat  impediments  to  communication  still  exist 
from  the  almost  entire  absence  of  bridges.  The 
consequence  of  this  deficiency  is  severely  felt,  and 
traffic  is  conducted  at  an  enormous  cost  of  money, 
labour,  and  time.  In  connexion  with  this  branch 
of  the  inquiry,  your  Committee  have  had  before 
them  the  question  of  the  possibility  of  introducing 
railroads  into  India  ;  and  the  witnesses  they  have 
examined  are  not  more  unanimous  in  their  de- 
scription of  the  lamentable  absence  of  the  means 
of  oommunieation  which  now  prevails,  than  they 
are  in  urging  the  neoeesity  for  the  formation  of 
railways  from  the  great  centres  of  export  and  im- 
port into  the  interior.  It  is  impossible  to  urge 
too  strongly  upon  all  those  who  are  in  any  degree 
responsible  for  the  management  of  Indian  a&irs 
the  necessity  of  special  and  earnest  attention  be- 
ing directed  to  this  important  object." 

Yesterday  ho  received  a  letter  from  Colo- 
nel Simms,  late  Chief  Engineer  of  Madras, 
who  was  appointed  in  1825,  by  Sir  T. 
Munro,  to  report  upon  certain  great  lines 
of  communication  and  works  of  immigra- 
tion required  by  the  Madras  presidency,  in 
which  that  gallant  officer  pressed  his  con* 
Tiction  that  what  India  chiefly  wanted  was 
better  means  of  internal  communication, 
an  alteration  with  respect  to  the  land  tax, 
and  the  introduction  of  capital.  Colonel 
Simms  said-^ 

"  It  has  been  found  that  wherever  an  old  road 
has  been  improved  and  rendered  more  easy  of 
transit,  or  a  new  one  opened,  traiBo  hai  inoreased 
rapidly,  wheel  carts  have  superseded  earriage- 
cattle,  the  expense  of  transport  has  diminished, 
and  the  people,  as  a  necessary  consequence,  have 
been  better  supplied  with  the  neoessariee  of  lifo, 
and  havtt  impmtd  in  their  eittnmstsniss.    If 


such  benefits  are  found  to  flow  from  the  improve- 
ment and  extension  of  ordinary  roads,  how  much 
more  rapid  and  enlarged  must  the  advantages 
prove  if  It  be  practioable  to  introduce  into  India 
a  general  system  of  well-arranged  and  judlciouB 
railway  communication  ?  These  lines  are  stated 
to  be  experimental,  and  the  people  of  Bifadras  are 
naturally  much  surprised  and  disappointed  at  their 
presidency  being  denied  the  same  encouragement 
which  has  been  dven  to  the  two  others,  and  it  is 
impossible  to  assign  any  good  reason  for  the  ex- 
ception. What  India  chiefly  wants  is  the  means 
ofready  and  safe  internal  communication,  the  re- 
duction and  modification  of  the  land  tax,  the  im- 
provement and  extension  of  the  works  of  irriga- 
tion, and  the  introduction  of  European  skill  and 
capital.  They  are  all  naturally  linked  together, 
are  all  indispensably  requisite,  and  none  can  be 
neglected  in  any  general  system  for  the  improve* 
ment  of  the  count^.  The  first  of  these,  however, 
is  what  is  now  to  be  considered,  and  more  parti- 
oularly  as  conneeted  with  the  introduetion  of  rail- 
ways." 

Such  an  opinion  from  so  high  a  source 
would  of  itself,  without  any  other  rea- 
sons, justify  him  in  bringing  forward  the 
present  Motion.  His  object  was  to  give 
an  opportunity  to  his  right  hon.  Friend  the 
President,  or  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Board, 
of  Control  to  state  their  views  as  regarded 
the  general  question  of  railway  communi- 
cation in  India,  their  opinion  of  those  lines 
to  which  a  guarantee  had  been  granted, 
and  what  their  expectations  were  with  re- 
gard to  them  in  a  political  and  commer- 
cial point  of  view.  It  was  in  1845  that 
the  question  of  railway  communication  in 
India  was  first  opened.  The  Earl  of  Ripen 
was  then  Chairman  of  the  Board  of  Con- 
trol, and  he  (Viscount  Jocelyn)  had  the 
honour  to  serve  under  that  noble  Lord.  A 
number  of  schemes  of  railway  communica- 
tion were  presented  to  the  consideration  of 
the  Board  of  Control,  and  they  had  to  de- 
cide how  far  they  were  justified  either  in 
carrying  on  the  lines  of  communication 
themselves,  or  whether  they  would  giTe 
their  support  or  sanction  to  the  companies 
who  proposed  to  undertake  these  lines.  If 
they  decided  upon  giving  their  support  to 
these  lines,  then  the  Board  of  Control  had 
to  consider  what  the  nature  of  that  support 
should  be.  The  Government  considered 
that  it  would  be  wrong  to  embark  hastily 
in  an  experiment  which  might  not  be  ap- 
plicable to  the  wants  of  the  country,  and 
it  was  thought  best  to  despatch  Mr.  Sima 
to  India,  and  that  his  attention  should  be 
directed  to  certain  physical  difficulties  that 
might  possibly  be  found  to  prevent  the  intro- 
duction of  railways  into  a  tropical  climate. 
Mr.  Sims  was  also  requested  to  giv%  his 
opinion  as  to  the  line  hest  adapted  for  an 
axperinMBtal  liae  in  India.    The  ConrI  of 
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Directors  of  the  East  India  Gompanj  ex- 
pressed their  views,  and  in  a  minute  dated 
May  7,  1845,  and  despatched  to  India  for 
the  guidance  of  the  Governor  General  in 
Council,  said — 

"  It  cannot  admit  of  question  that,  whenever 
raih^Mtd  communication  can  be  adrantageously  in- 
troduced and  maintained,  it  is  eminently  deserving 
of  encouragement  and  co-operation  from  the  Go- 
vernment. One  object  of  this  committee  will  be 
to  suggest  some  feasible  line  of  moderate  length 
as  an  experiment  for  railroad  commonication  in 
India." 

Mr.  Sims  was  soon  afterwards  joined  in 
the  commission  hj  two  officers  in  the  East 
India  Company's  service,  and  the  question 
suhmitted  hy  the  Court  of  Directors  was 
put  hefore  this  commission.  In  the  fol- 
lowing year  Sir  R.  Peel's  Ministry  re- 
tired from  office,  and  the  right  hon.  Baro- 
net the  Member  for  Harwich  succeeded  the 
Earl  of  Ripon  as  President  of  the  Board 
of  Control.  In  1846  there  was  a  report 
from  Mr.  Sims  and  the  other  commissioners 
upon  the  question  whether  there  were  any 
physical  difficulties  which  would  prevent 
the  formation  of  a  railway.  [Sir  «f.  Hob- 
house:  Are  you  speaking  of  Madras?] 
No;  he  was  speaking  on  the  general  ques- 
tion of  the  introduction  of  railways  into 
India.  Their  reply  was  satisfactory,  and 
the  experiment  had  since  then  been  fully 
tried  and  had  succeeded  in  Cuba,  Deme- 
rara,  and  Jamaica,  where  lines  of  railway 
were  now  in  full  operation :  the  physical 
difficulties  might  therefore  be  considered, 
after  such  practical  experience,  no  longer 
to  exist.  The  right  hon.  Baronet  had  the 
same  opinion  as  to  the  propriety  of  first 
constructing  an  experimental  line,  and  of 
not  embarking  a  large  amount  of  capital, 
until  the  Government  had  had  some  expe- 
rience of  the  success  of  a  railway.  These 
views  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  were  fully 
shared  by  the  Court  of  Directors:  but  he 
would  call  to  their  attention  that  the  expe- 
riment they  now  had  to  try  was,  not  whe- 
ther there  were  physical  difficulties  in  the 
way,  but  whether  the  return  upon  the  cost  of 
constructing  a  railway  would  be  sufficient  to 
meet  the  outlay,  and  whether  the  railway 
system  in  India  was  adapted  to  the  habits  of 
the  people,  and  required  by  the  commerce  of 
that  country.  There  were  three  lines  pro- 
posed in  1845,  the  line  from  Calcutta  to 
the  north-west,  the  line  from  Bombay  to 
the  east,  and  the  line  from  Madras  to  the 
south-west.  The  line  from  Calcutta  to  the 
north-western  provinces  was  one  the  po- 
litical and  military  importance  of  which  no 
one  felt  more  strongly  than  himself.    It 


connected  the  capital  of  India  with  thoee 
provinces  upon  our  north-western  firontier 
from  which  danger  to  our  eoapire  was  al- 
ways most  to  bis  dreaded.     But  whethsr 
that  line  was  equally  important  in  a  com- 
mercial  point  of  view  was  open  to  diseas- 
sion.     The  original  project  was  for  a  line 
from  Calcutta  to  Mirzapore,  a  distaaoe  of 
400  miles.     The  present  proposal  was  to 
make  a  line  of  seventy-two  miles  from  Cal- 
cutta to  a  point  not  yet  decided  upon,  as 
he  understood.     The  Government  guaian- 
teed  an  interest  of  5  per  cent  upon  a  ea- 
pital  of  1,000,000/.,  to  be  invested  in  this 
line.     They  gave  the  company  great  fiusi- 
lities  for  obtainmg  possession  of  the  land — 
[Sir  J.  HoBHOUSE :  They  give  the  land] — 
and  they  retained  the  power  of  taking  the 
line  into  their  own  hands  at  the  end  of 
twenty-five  years.     It  was  said  by  some 
that  there  might  have  been  better  arrange- 
ments, but  he  thought  the  Directors  had 
treated  the  subject  in   the  liberal  spirit 
which  so  great  an  object  deserved.     But 
this  line,  it  should  be  remarked,  had  the 
river  Ganges  on  the  right,  and  another 
stream  on  the  left.     He  did  not  believe 
that  it,  as  now  proposed,  would  draw  one 
single  pound  weight  of  traffic  from  the 
Ganges.     He  believed  that  it  might  draw 
a  certain  amount  of  traffic  from  the  neigh- 
bouring coal  distnct.     But  Gentlemen  who 
were  acquainted  with  India  knew  that  this 
coal  was  brought  down  in  boats  navigated 
by  native   boatmen,  who  could  bring   it 
down  at    a    more  moderate  price    than 
it  could  be  conveyed  by  the  cheapest  line 
of  railway.     If  they  looked  for  the  result 
of  the  working  of  this  line  to  show  that 
railways  were  to  be  remunerative,  he  feared 
they  would  put  an  end  to  the  further  ad- 
vance of  railways  in  India.     He  hoped  to 
see  this  line  extended   ultimately  to   the 
north-west  provinces;  and  it  was  for  this 
reason   that  he   had  touched  upon  what 
might  be  considered  the  weak  points  of  this 
project,  for  until  it  was  extended  to  some 
considerable  terminus,  no  traffic  could  be 
created,  and  railway  prospects  for  India 
must   receive    a  considerable  check   and 
much  discouragement.     The  next  line  was 
from  Bombay  to  the  east.      This  was  a 
line   in  which  the  manufacturers  of  this 
country  felt  a   very  deep   interest.      It 
communicated   with   the  country  of    the 
Nizam,  in  which  were  places  as  well  adapt- 
ed to  the  growth  of  cotton  as  any  part  of 
the  world.     It  was  originally  proposed,  he 
believed,  to   make  140  miles  of  railway 
from  Bombay;  but  the  present  scheme,  to 
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which  the  Government  had  given  their 
sanction  and  a  guarantee  of  5  per  cent, 
was  for  a  short  line  from  Bomhay  to  CaU 
lian,  a  distance  of  thirty-three  miles.  The 
capital  upon  which  this  5  per  cent  guaran- 
tee was  to  be  given  was  500»0002.  This 
line,  if  it  could  not  be  carried  further,  could 
not  be  expected  to  pay.  It  ran  parallel  to 
the  finest  water  communication  in  the 
world.  The  water  carriage  for  produce 
was  excellent,  and  cheap;  but  from  Cal- 
lian  towards  the  interior,  the  land  difficul- 
ties commenced,  whilst  on  the  other  hand, 
the  produce  went  up  to  Bombay  by  water, 
and  was  landed  upon  the  wharfs  without 
difficulty.  He  feared  also  that  it  was  not 
to  the  passenger  traffic  upon  this  line  that 
they  could  look  for  remuneration,  if  it 
could  not  be  found  in  articles  of  merchan- 
dise. The  people  of  India  were  poor,  and 
would  not  be  able  to  make  much  use  of 
railways,  if  even  there  were  not  other  im- 

Eediments  in  religion  and  castes.  The 
kbourer  or  ryot  must  give  the  produce 
of  five  days'  labour  to  enable  him  to  go 
ten  miles  upon  a  railway,  at  the  lowest 
calculation.  He  was  supported  in  this 
opinion  by  Colonel  Grant  of  the  Bombay 
Engineers,  who  stated  of  the  Bombay 
railroad — 

"  The  first  start  to  ascertain,  not  the  feasibilitj 
of  constructing  railroads,  for  of  that  there  can  be 
no  doubt,  but  their  suitableness  to  this  country,  ii 
to  be  mode  at  a  point  offering  the  smallest  oppor- 
tunities of  testing  the  general  usefiilness  of  rail, 
roads.  True,  Gallian  may  possess  40,000  inhab- 
itants, very  few  indeed  of  whom  can  ever  afford 
to  travel  by  rail.  Nothing  but  merchandise  will 
pass  on  the  Callian  line,  and  it  is  very  doubtful 
whether  its  merits  when  constructed  so  far,  will 
OTcr  be  duly  appreciated ;  for  by  the  time  the  up- 
country  trader  has  reached  Callian  he  feels  his 
troubles  at  an  end,  and  he  will  scarcely  say '  Thank 
you'  to  have  his  merchandise  carried  the  remain- 
ing short  and  easy  portion  of  his  journey.  He 
has  already  from  this  point  a  cheaper  mode  of 
conveyance  by  water  than  the  railroad  can  ever 
supply.  It  will  be  of  little  use  aa  a  passenger 
train  to  natives,  very  few  of  whom  can  ever  afford 
to  travel  by  it,  and  it  will  be  of  no  use  to  Govern- 
ment, as,  with  the  exception  of  the  small  station  of 
Malligaum,  it  must  be  carried  no  less  than  360 
miles  before  it  reaches  a  military  station.  It  will 
be  of  no  use  to  the  community  generally ;  in  fact, 
no  line  could  have  been  selected  possessing  so 
little  general  usefulness  aa  this  Mai  Ghaut  line." 

The  capability  of  the  country  to  support 
railways  could  not  be  fairly  tested  except 
by  selecting  two  great  towns  for  the  ter- 
mini, as  was  done  when  the  first  railway 
was  formed  in  this  country  between  Man- 
chester and  Liverpool.  They  might  not 
be  able  to  get  two  such  important  towns  in 
India,  but  something  of  the  same  character 


might  be  obtained.  The  object  was  to  get 
a  line  ending  at  two  termini  between  which 
traffic  existed,  in  which  no  great  engineer* 
ing  difficulties  presented  themselves,  and 
which  was  not  subjected  to  any  active 
competition.  If  such  a  line  were  construct- 
ed, then  and  then  only  would  they  be  able 
to  come  to  a  satisfactory  conclusion  who* 
ther  India  was  able  to  maintain  a  railway, 
and  whether  English  capitalbts  should  be 
encouraged  to  invest  their  money  in  such 
undertakings.  He  thought  a  line  might 
be  found  and  constructed  which  possessed 
these  advantages.  In  1845  a  line  was 
proposed  from  Madras  through  the  south- 
western portions  of  India,  connecting  toge- 
ther the  east  and  western  coasts,  and  throw- 
ing open  the  districts  of  Coimbatore  and 
Trichinopoly,  where  some  of  the  best  cotton 
in  the  world  was  grown,  and  opening  the 
great  iron  districts  of  Porto  Novo.  This  line 
was  admitted  to  be  free  from  those  difficul- 
ties which  surrounded  the  other  lines  to 
which  he  had  referred.  Advantage  was 
proposed  to  be  taken  of  that  opening  in  the 
southern  ghauts,  and  no  great  difficulty 
presented  itself  in  the  passing  of  rivers. 
A  portion  of  this  great  arterial  line,  which 
was  a  perfect  line  in  itself,  namely,  the 
line  from  Madras  to  Arcot,  was  the  more 
immediate  question.  The  town  of  Arcot 
was  the  point  at  which  all  the  produce 
intended  to  be  sent  to  Madras  for  con- 
sumption and  export  was  collected,  and  it 
was  also  the  place  to  which  the  goods 
imported  into  Madras  were  forwarded  for 
transmission  into  the  interior.  The  traffic 
between  the  two  places  was  therefore  very 
mat,  and  the  increase  in  the  traffic  dor- 
mg  the  last  twenty  years  showed  the  im- 
portance of  this  communication.  The  soil 
m  the  neighbourhood  of  the  proposed  line 
was  of  great  fertility,  and  the  land  would 
not  be  subject  to  inundations.  The  dis- 
tance from  Madras  to  Arcot  was  72  miles, 
and  the  capital  proposed  was  at  first 
400,000{.,  which  had  since  been  raised  to 
600,0002.,  at  the  wish  of  Mr.  Sims.  This 
line  had  been  three  times  surveyed,  and 
had  had  the  sanction  of  three  Governors- 
General.  There  was  no  competing  river 
or  water  communication  to  contend  with. 
It  was  at  first  proposed  to  make  a  railway 
from  Madras  to  Wallajahnuggur,  Arcot, 
and  concerning  this  line  the  Governor  di- 
rected the  foUowbg  communication  to  be 
made : — 

<*  Siiv-I  am  directed  by  the  Most  Noble  th« 
Governor  in  CounoU  to  acknowledge  the  receipt 
of  your  totter.    His  Lordship  in  Covnoil  can  hate 
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no  hetitation  ia  ofiEBriD^  a  decided  opimon  upon 
the  great  value  of  ra^oads  generally  to  thif 
presidency,  if  carried  out  fully  and  effectually  on 
well-selected  lines;  and  with  the  report  of  Mr. 
Sims,  Director  of  the  Railway  Department  before 
the  GoTemment,  he  ii  not  aware  that  any  objeo* 
tions  exist  to  the  projected  line  from  Madras  to 
Wallajanugger ;  on  the  contrary.  His  Excellency 
in  Council  is  led  to  belieye  that  it  is  well  chosen 
at  an  experimental  line,  and  that  when  Ailly  car- 
ried out,  it  will  conduce  essentially  to  fbrther  all 
the  interests  of  society,  and  stimulate  and  aid  the 
efforts  now  made  to  develop  the  revenues  of  the 
country.  "  J.  THOMAS, 

Chief  Secretary  to  Qovemment. 
"  March  18, 1846/' 

In  1842,  the  line  was  again  turreyed,  and 
since  that  period  it  had  heen  a  third  time 
surveyed.  Such  were  the  claims  of  this 
line  to  consideration.  The  reasons  given 
by  the  Government  for  refusing  or  defer- 
ring to  give  a  guarantee  for  this  line  had 
been  threefold.  First,  that  it  had  been 
abandoned  by  the  company;  secondly,  that 
they  could  not  support  a  line  concerning 
which  such  widely-differing  estimates  had 
been  made ;  and,  thirdly,  that  the  line  had 
not  been  surveyed  by  Mr.  Sims,  their  own 
officer.  Now,  first,  with  respect  to  the  aban- 
donment of  the  scheme.  It  was  commenced 
by  persons  connected  with  the  presidency ; 
it  continued  to  be  a  company  for  three 
years,  and  applied  for  the  sanction  and 
support  of  the  Government.  Believing,  at 
length,  that  it  had  no  chance  of  obtaining 
the  support  of  the  Government,  the  com- 
pany returned  the  capital  to  the  share- 
nolders,  but  they  always  remained  upon 
the  register  ;  and  as  toon  as  they  heard 
that  the  Government  had  given  guarantees 
for  the  construction  of  some  of  these  lines, 
the  company  was  reformed  and  applied  to 
receive  the  sanction  of  the  Government. 
The  difference  in  the  estimates  was  intend- 
ed  to  meet  the  different  proposals  for  con- 
structing the  line.  In  1837,  when  the 
line  was  first  surveyed,  it  was  proposed  to 
be  carried  out  upon  the  cheap  American 
principle.  In  1842  it  was  proposed  to 
construct  a  tramway  along  the  line  ;  and 
in  1847  it  was  proposed  to  make  a  railway 
upon  European  principles.  But  if  it  were 
said  that  this  line  had  not  been  surveyed 
by  Mr.  Sims*  and  therefore  had  not  been 
guaranteed  by  the  Government,  that  was 
met  at  once  by  the  fact  that  the  Bombay 
line  had  not  been  surveyed  by  Mr.  Sims, 
and  yet  it  had  been  sanctioned.  He 
thought  that  tho  line  was  one  that  would 
be  remunerative,  and  that  the  Madras  pre- 
sidency of  itself  had  fair  claims  to  the  con- 
•ideratioa  of  the  Government,  and»  if  pos- 


sible, moT«  than  the  other  two.  To  tho  piv- 
sidencies  of  Bengal  and  Bombay,  nature  had 
given  the  benefit  of  water  communicatioB, 
by  means  of  which  their  produetUins  might 
reach  the  consumer  slowly,  it  is  trao,  b«t 
nevertheless,  surely;  but  in  the  presideney  of 
Madras  there  was  not  along  tho  whole  eoaat 
a  single  port  or  harbour  in  which  a  ahip 
could  ride ;  there  were  no  bays  or  intemu 
eommunieation  whatever.     Tho  ryot,  too, 
in  that  presidency  was  more  heavily  taxed 
than  in  Bengal.     In  the  latter  proaidenej, 
with  a  popuUtion  of  30,000,000,  tho  tax 
was  6,500,0001.    In  Madras,  with  a  pope- 
lation  of  only  half  that  of  the  former,  the 
tax  was  4,600,0001.,  being  ia  the  former 
case  4f .  4d.  a  head ;  in  the  latter,  6«.  id. 
He   did  not  lay  great  stress   upon   that 
point,  but  it  justiled  the  Govemmeot  ia 
considering  the  question  of  the  prefereooe 
of  Madras.     There  was  another  point,  too, 
connected  with  the  comfort  of  the  people 
of  that  presidency  well  worthy  of  eowad- 
eration.     The  House  knew  how  neceeaarj 
salt  was  to  the  health  of  individuals.     In 
Madras,  however,  the  price  of  it  wae  quad- 
rupled by  the  difficulty  of  procuring  it,  and 
some  of  the  people  in  the  interior  were 
forced  to  make  use  of  a  kbd  of  earth  with 
saline  particles  in  it  as  a  sorry  suhetitate 
in  so   important   a  necessary.      He  had 
now  endeavoured  to  lay  before  the  Home 
the  question  of  the  railways  to  whieh  the 
Government  had  already  given  their  sanc- 
tion, and  likewise  the  question  of  that  line 
he  wished  to  bring  under  the  oonsideraUoa 
of  the  Government.     They  could  hardly 
tell  the  importance  of  increasing  the  moans 
of  internal  communication  in  India,  and 
the  effect  it  would  have  on  the  productions 
of  that  countrv.     If  they  looked  to  India 
and  saw  how  little  they  had  done  for  it» 
surely  it  must  be  the  feeling  of  every  man 
that  the  time  had  now  come  when   the 
question  ought  to  be  fairly  considered.  He 
had   endeavoured    to    lay  it    before    the 
House,  but  he  feared  very  inadequately; 
but  he  regarded  it  as  a  question  of  vast  im- 
portance, and  one  of  many  duties  they  had 
to  perform  to  India — a  country  with  a  popo* 
lation  of  100,000,000,  whose  happiness  and 
future  prospects   must  materially  depend 
on  the  performance  of  their  duties  towards 
them.     A  country  extending  over  25^  of 
latitude  and  30°  of  longitude  now  aoknow- 
ledge  British  rule,  and  when  they  considered 
the  mighty  empire  that  was  under  that  sway, 
England  might  well  feel  proud.    But  when 
they  looked  to  those  remains  that  had 
been  left  behind  by  great  Hindoo  goveiaotay 
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showing  that  they  felt  for  the  wants  of 
the  people  in  hygone  days,  and  which  were 
scattered  through  every  part  of  India, 
they  must  feel  that  the  time  had  oome  for 
England  to  step  forward|and  lay  down  for 
herself  some  lasting  memorials  which  might 
tell  to  future  ages  that  amidst  all  her 
triumphs  and  glories  she  did  not  neglect 
her  duty  to  her  subjects. 
Motion  made-*- 

'*  For  Copies  of  any  Papers  not  already  laid 
before  Parliament,  referring  to  the  general  ques- 
tion of  Railway  Communioatiim  in  India,  togetlier 
with  Copies  of  any  Correspondenoe  whioh  sugr 
have  taken  plaoe  between  the  Home  Anthoritiet 
and  the  Madras  Goyemment  in  referenoe  to  the 
proposed  Railway  between  Madras  and  Areot." 

Mr.  J.  WILSON  said,  he  did  not  rise 
to  refuse  the  assent  of  the  Goremment  to 
the  proposal  of  the  noble  Lord,  and  much 
less  to  complain  of  the  manner  in  which 
he  had  brought  forward  this  subject,  for  in 
doing  so  the  noble  Lord  had  done  credit  to 
himself  and  also  justice  to  the  cause  he 
had  supported.  But  after  the  remarks  of 
the  noble  Lord,  he  hoped  the  House  would 
allow  him  (Mr.  Wilson)  to  make  a  few  ob- 
servations, partly  in  explanation  of  the  re- 
marks of  the  noble  Lord,  and  partly  to  cor- 
rect somo  of  the  misapprehensions  under 
which  he  appeared  to  labour.  He  was 
sure  that  those  who  knew  what  the  Com- 
pany had  done  for  India  in  the  last  two 
years  would  be  the  last  to  condemn  the 
Government  for  looking  with  indifference 
to  that  great  subject  to  which  the  noble 
Lord  had  called  their  attention.  He  ad- 
mitted that  it  would  be  difficult,  looking 
at  that  vast  empire,  for  any  question  to  be 
brought  forwara  more  important  in  itself, 
or  more  pregnant  with  future  results  to 
the  happiness  and  civilisation  of  India, 
as  well  as  to  the  commercial  interests  of 
this  country;  and  it  was  in  that  spirit,  and 
with  those  views,  that  the  East  India  Com- 
pany and  tho  Board  of  Control  had  taken 
steps  which,  under  any  other  circum- 
stances, they  probably  would  not  have 
taken.  The  noble  Lord  had  referred  to 
the  present  condition  of  India  with  regard 
to  the  cultivation  of  cotton  and  rarious 
other  articles  with  which  that  country  sup- 
plied us,  and  he  thought  the  noble  Lord 
had  exercised  a  wise  discretion  in  not  dis- 
cussing that  subject  at  any  length,  seeing 
that  next  week  there  would  be  an  oppor^ 
tunity  for  doing  so.  The  noble  Lord  ap- 
peared to  have  overlooked  the  fact  of  the 
enormous  increase  in  the  supplies  from 
India  of  the  artidea  of  indigo  and  Bogar* 


not  only  to  England,  but  to  other  countries. 
It  was  only  in  the  last  century  that  the 
cultiyation  of  indigo  had  been  introduced 
into  the  Indian  empire,  and  during  that 
period  it  had  nearly  superseded  the  cul- 
tivation of  that  article  in  every  other  part 
of  the  world.  At  this  moment  our  Indian 
empire  supplied  that  commodity  not  only 
to  JSnglana,  but  to  almost  the  whole  o£ 
Europe.  Then,  with  regard  to  sugar,  it 
was  only  seventeen  years  since  only  7,000 
tons  were  the  whole  quantity  annually  ob- 
tained from  India.  Now,  the  quantity 
was  increased  to  ten  times  that  amount. 
But  he  came  to  the  important  subject 
which  the  noble  Lord  had  brought  before 
the  notice  of  the  House;  and  he  belieyed 
that  if  the  noble  Lord  had  known  a  little 
more  aocurat^y  what  had  really  been  done, 
and  the  anxiety  the  Company  had  exhibited, 
and  the  support  the  Government  had  given 
the  Company,  as  to  carrying  out  railways 
in  India,  he  would  not  have  thought  so 
lightly  of  those  exertions  as  some  parts  of 
his  speech  seemed  to  infer.  It  was  quite 
true,  that  when  this  subject  was  first  before 
them  the  Government  were  undeterinined 
as  to  the  best  mode  in  which  railways  could 
be  made  in  India.  It  was  quite  true,  also, 
that  several  private  companies  were  started 
in  1846,  and  from  that  period  the  subject 
had  been  under  the  consideration  of  the  Go- 
yemment. The  noble  Lord  had  carefully 
alluded  to  the  three  different  propositions 
which  were  before  the  Government  about 
the  period  to  which  he  referred — that  there 
was  a  proposition  for  a  railway  in  Bengal, 
another  for  a  railway  in  Bombay,  and  a 
third  for  a  railway  in  Madras  ;  but  he 
begged  the  noble  Lord's  attention  while  he 
made  this  distinct  avowal  on  the  part  of  the 
Government,  for  the  speech  of  the  noble 
Lord  would  lead  to  this  inference,  that  the 
Government  had  been  influenced  by  a  pre- 
ference of  the  two  former  presidencies  in 
giving  their  sanction  to  the  railways  which 
he  had  mentioned;  that  the  Goremment, 
in  coming  to  their  decision,  were  not  in- 
fluenced by  any  preference  which  those 
presidencies  might  be  considered  to  hayo, 
and  that  it  was  from  other  considerations 
that  the  Madras  Railway  was  not  sanc- 
tioned, for  he  thought  that  each  presidency 
had  an  equal  claim  upon  the  Government 
for  eyery  effort  that  could  be  made  for  its 
adyancement.  The  Government  had  con- 
sented to  give  to  the  railways  in  Bengal 
and  Bombay  the  guarantee  to  which  the 
noble  Lord  alluddi;  but  the  noble  Lord 
must  h%T9  oyeilooked  the  eiroumatauM 
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that  if  thej  were  to  make  a  railway  from 
Calcutta  to  Delhi,  the  great  political  im- 
portance of  which  the  nohle  Lord  had  heen 
the  first  to  acknowledge,  and  he  thought  the 
nohle  Lord  would  also  admit  its  commercial 
importance — for  no  one  could  deny  that 
Calcutta  and  Delhi  were  the  two  points  in 
our  Indian  empire  which  it  was  important 
should  he  united — they  must  hegin  at  some 
point.     [Viscount  Jogeltn  :  The  first  line 
in  England  was  the  complete  line  between 
Liverpool  and  Manchester.]     He  only  said 
that  part  must  be  made  before  the  whole; 
and  if  the  noble  Lord  thought  that  the  Go- 
Temment  had  only  determined  to  make 
part  of  the  line,  and  intended  to  stop  at 
that  point,  he  was  mistaken;  or,  if  the 
noble  Lord  thought  the  East  India  Com- 
pany were  prepared  to  take  the  result  of 
that  first  section  of  the  line  of  railway 
as    a  conclusive   evidence  whether   rail- 
ways would  answer  in  India  or  not,  he 
was  also  mistaken.     But,  although  it  had 
not  been  actually  determined — for  the  In- 
dian authorities  at  home  had  very  wisely 
left  the  consideration  of  these  minor  details 
to  the  Government  of  India  on  the  spot— 
what  course  that  line  should  take,  except 
that  it  should  run  generally  through  the 
north-west  provinces,  with  a  view  to  carry 
out  the  ultimate  object  the  Government 
had,  yet  there  was  a  place  sixty  or  seventy 
miles  from  Calcutta  from  which  might  be 
expected  much  traffic — he  alluded  to  Nnd- 
dea,  which  was  a  town  immediately  con- 
necting the  three  rivers  which  joined  the 
Hooghly  and    the   Ganges,   and    one  of 
which  was  generally  open,  although  the 
other  two  might  be  closed.  Then  the  noble 
Lord   referred   to   the  experimental    line 
which  had  been  sanctioned  by  the  Govern- 
ment in  Bombay,  and,  although  he  said  af- 
terwards everything  in  his  power  to  condemn 
it,  yet  he  justly  stated,  that  as  a  commer- 
cial line  it  appeared  to  be  of  greater  im- 
portance to  the  manufacturing  interests  of 
this  country  than  any  other,  and  simply 
because  it  would  run   towards  the  great 
centre  of  the  cotton  districts ;    but  that 
line  was  no  more  intended  to  stop  at  the 
first  point  indicated,  namely  Callian,  than 
was  the  first  section  of  the  line  from  Cal- 
cutta.    They  had  been  so  much  disap- 
pointed in  this  country  in  all  their  calcu- 
lations as  to  the  quantity  of  traffic  on  lines, 
that  he  would  not  venture  to  say  what  it 
might  be  in  India.     When  the  question  of 
the  Manchester  and  Liverpool  Bill  was  be- 
fore the  House,  the  question  of  passengers 
was  scarcely  even  mentioned — the  calcula- 


tions  were  made  with  reference  to  the  car- 
riage of  goods;  and  yet  novr  the  calculi^ 
tions  were  not  of  goods,  but  of  passengers. 
He  assured  the  House  that  the  Bast  India 
Company  and  the  Government  were  per- 
fectly disposed  to  extend  the  same  privi- 
leges  to  Madras  which  they  had  ^ren  to 
the  other  presidencies  as  soon  as  thej  wero 
in  possession  of  the  information  whi<^  thej 
had  already  taken  means  of  obtMning.     It 
was  a  question  of  time;  it  was  not  a  qnea- 
tion  of  preference;  and  he  thought  the  no* 
ble  Lord  must  admit  that  they  had  some 
considerable  reason  for  their  present  coarse^ 
seeing  that  they  had  no  report  whatever 
before  them  as  to  the  line  in  If  adras.  Thej 
had  no  report  later  than  that  of  the  year 
1837  or  1838  to  which  the  noble  Lord  re- 
ferred, and  the  noble  Lord  mast  reeoDeet 
that  that  report  was  made  for  a  totally 
different  purpose.     When  it  was  proposed 
to  make  a  railway  to  Arcot  it  was  not  with 
a  view  to  the  general  system  of  nulwajs 
in  India,  but  as  an  independent  line  to 
bring  a  cheap  and  large  supply  of  salt 
to  Madras ;   but  as  soon  as  railways  be- 
came a  matter  of   speculation  in    India, 
it  was   most  obvious  that  whaterer  ruU 
way   was    made    in    Madras    should    be 
made  with  reference  to  the  system  of  rail- 
ways contemplated  ia  other  parts  of  the 
country.     Now  there  was  a  considerable 
difference  of  opinion,  whether  the  parti« 
cular  line  from  Madras   to  Arcot    wonid 
answer  the  description  which  Mr.   Sims 
thought  desirable;  whether  it  would  not 
be  better  that  the  line  should  run  rather 
to  the  north-west,  with  a  view  to  join  a 
general  system  of  railways  in  the  preei- 
dency  of  Bombay.     Again,  one  report  aud 
it  would  cost  only  4,0002.  a  mile;  another, 
5,0002. ;  another,  6,0002. ;  and  Mr.  Sims' 
report  was,  that  it  would  cost  8,0OOZ.  a 
mUe.  Four  reports,  therefore,  varied  in  these 
particulars,  and  the  Government  would  not 
be  justified  in  coming  to  a  conclusion  with- 
out a  specific  report  as  to  the  particular 
line  that  ought  to  be  adopted,  and  some 
better  estimate  of  the  probable  cost.     But 
another  reason  which  had  actuated  the 
Government  in  the  course  they  had  taken 
was  this:  the  noble  Lord  was  aware  that 
the  system  which  the  Government  had  un- 
dertaken as  to  railways  in  India,  was  novel 
in  its  character,  and  it  was,  therefore, 
only  prudent  in  the  Government  to  see  the 
operation  of  the  principle  before  they  ex- 
tended  it  too  far.   The  noble  Lord  was  also 
peifectly  aware  of  what  encouragement  the 
East  India  Company  had  consented  to  gtTa 
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to  these  railways;  he  was  aware  that  the 
Company  had  given  them  the  land  free — 
that  they  had  guaranteed  interest  on  the 
capital — [Viscount  Jooeltn  :  Not  a  divi- 
dend]— at  5  per  cent  for  ninety-nine  years, 
and  tnat  at  any  time  during  that  period,  if 
the  railway  companies  chose,  they  might 
call  on  the  East  India  Company  to  pur- 
chase the  railways  at  prime  cost.  He 
thought,  therefore,  that  the  nohle  Lord 
could  not  charge  the  Government  with  not 
having  extended  its  most  liheral  sanction 
to  railways  in  India.  By  a  late  mail — the 
one  before  the  last  —  some  of  the  India 
papers  contained  statements  to  the  effect 
that  some  great  impediment  had  been  dis- 
covered, on  the  arrival  of  the  engineers  in 
Bengal,  against  making  railways  in  that 
presidency;  and  it  was  said  broadly  that 
the  idea  was  abandoned  and  given  up. 
He  might  state,  for  the  satisfaction  of  the 
House,  that  he  believed  there  was  not  one 
word  or  tittle  of  truth  in  that  statement. 
On  the  contrary,  the  railway  companies 
that  had  been  guaranteed — the  East  India 
Railway  Company  and  the  Bombay  Rail- 
way Company — were  proceeding  to  the 
entire  satisfaction  of  the  East  India  Com- 
pany; and  he  believed  that  their  pros- 
pects were  better  than  they  had  been 
at  any  former  period.  He  could  only 
conclude  with  assuring  the  noble  Lord 
and  the  House  that  already  the  Govern- 
ment had  anticipated  the  noble  Lord,  for 
they  had  despatched  a  letter  to  the  Go- 
vernment of  Madras,  requiring  them  to 
furnish,  at  the  earliest  possible  period,  the 
information  necessary  to  enable  them  to 
extend  to  Madras  the  same  privileges 
which  they  had  given  to  the  other  presi- 
dencies; and  he  believed  that  on  receiving 
that  information  no  time  would  be  lost  in 
extending  to  Madras  every  advantage  and 
encouragement  which  had  been  already 
extended  to  the  other  two  presidencies 
with  respect  to  the  lines  to  which  the  noble 
Lord  referred. 

Mr.  AGLIONBY  said,  that  there  could 
be  no  doubt  that  Government  had  dealt 
most  liberally  in  extending  railway  com- 
munication to  India,  and  the  same  would 
be  extended  to  the  Madras  presidency. 
There  should  be  a  controlling  power  sitting 
continually  at  the  board  of  tnese  compa- 
Under  such  an  officer,  not  only  was 


nies. 


public  confidence  inspired,  but  great  satis- 
faction was  created.  The  agreement 
which  Government  had  made  for  the  pub- 
lic had  been  complained  of  as  too  liberal; 
but  in  a  great  undertaking  of  this  sort. 


subject  to  so  much  doubt,  in  an  unknown 
country,  it  was  plain  that  no  capitalists 
could  have  ventured  to  vest  their  money 
unless  they  were  guaranteed,  and  Govern- 
ment were  fully  authorised  in  giving  the 
concession  without  which  they  could  not  so 
well  have  effected  their  object.  The  Go- 
vernment here  should  not  decide  the  exact 
point.  No  one  could  do  it  so  well  as  the 
Governor  General  of  India,  and  he  had  no 
doubt  that  they  would  select  such  a  line  as 
was  best  adapted  to  the  pecuniary  wants  of 
India. 

Sir  T.  E.  COLEBROORE  said,  that 
the  Indian  public  would  be  thankful  for  the 
attention  which  had  been  paid  to  their 
interests.  He  had  followed  the  policy 
and  history  of  recent  attempts  to  intro- 
duce railways  into  India,  and  had  la- 
boured under  a  misapprehension  that  this 
limited  line  to  be  entered  into  in  the  pro- 
vince of  Bengal  was  to  be  understood  as 
an  experiment  upon  which  the  success 
and  value  of  railways  in  India  was  to  rest; 
but  he  now  understood  that  this  line  was 
to  be  considered  as  the  commencement 
of  a  far  more  important  project.  There 
was  another  misapprehension  of  thepublic* 
namely,  that  this  line  was  to  terminate 
half  way  between  Calcutta  and  Delhi.  The 
lino  would  traverse  for  two-thirds  of  the 
way  a  hilly  country  of  very  little  popula- 
tion, which  scarcely  had  one  single  great 
town  in  a  distance  of  500  miles  in  length, 
and  would  only  have  its  value  as  the  com- 
mencement of  a  more  important  ITne  which 
would  join  the  commercial  classes  generally 
with  the  capital  of  India.  There  certainly 
could  be  no  line  of  more  importance  to  In- 
dia, either  in  a  military  or  commercial 
point  of  view.  He  feared,  however,  that 
if  the  question  did  not  advance  more  ra- 
pidly than  it  had  hitherto  done,  some  time 
must  elapse  before  it  had  any  effect  on  the 
development  of  Indian  resources.  He 
feared  that  the  delay  had  been  mainly 
caused  by  the  error  of  entrusting  the  en- 
terprise to  a  joint-stock  company  instead  of 
having  it  achieved  by  the  Indian  Govern- 
ment. He  thought,  however,  that  the 
thanks  of  the  House  were  due  to  the  noble 
Lord  for  having  elicited  the  views  of  the 
Government  on  this  great  question. 

Mr.  HUME  believed  the  only  certain 
mode  of  developing  the  inexhaustible  re- 
sources of  India  was  by  railways  and  irri- 
gation; and  it  was  not  so  much  the  weight 
of  taxation  as  the  want  of  the  means  of  dis- 
posing of  its  produce  that  prevented  the 
extension  of  commerce  in  that  country.   It 
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was  said,  that  the  Government  had  been 
more  the  cause  of  the  delay  in  extending 
railway  communication  to  India,  than  the 
East  India  Company  itself;  and  he  certain- 
ly thought  it  most  unsatisfactory  that  only 
70  miles  out  of  between  400  and  500, 
was  all  that  was  commenced.  He  had  no 
doubt  that  the  result  of  the  experiment  of 
the  first  70  miles  would  be  favourable;  but 
they  ought  not  to  wait  till  that  experiment 
was  tried  before  commencing  farther  ex- 
tensions of  the  system.  He  wished  to  see 
a  railroad  formed  without  delay  from  Delhi 
to  Allahabad,  with  branches  extending  to 
the  military  stations;  and  if  the  East  India 
Company  had  carried  out  such  a  line  them- 
selves, he  was  satisfied  that  the  saving  it 
would  effect  for  them  in  the  economy  of 
military  stores  alone  would  defray  a  large 
portion  of  the  expense  of  construction.  He 
was  convinced  that  the  saving  of  life,  la- 
bour, and  all  the  etcseteras  for  the  troops, 
together  with  the  traffic  that  might  fairly 
be  expected  from  the  district,  would  liqui- 
date the  entire  outlay  required  for  the  line 
within  five  or  six  years.  There  had  also 
been  delay  in  other  parts.  He  thought 
there  ought  to  be  a  railway  from  Madras 
to  Bombay,  across  the  peninsula,  by  which 
the  communication  would  be  greatly  acce- 
lerated, and  the  traffic  largely  and  rapidly 
increased.  Expense  was  not  the  only 
point  to  be  considered;  because  politically, 
commercially,  and  in  every  respect,  rail- 
ways would  be  of  immense  benefit  in  India. 
He  hoped,  before  long,  to  hear  that  the 
line  from  Mirzapore  to  Calcutta  had  been 
began  at  the  upper  as  well  as  at  the  lower 
part,  and  that  the  system  was  being  speed- 
ily extended  throughout  India  generally. 

Sir  J.  HOBHOUSE  was  not  surprised 
that  the  hon.  Member  should  declare  him- 
self not  entirely  satisfied  with  the  progress 
which  railroad  communication  was  making 
in  India;  because,  from  long  and  intimate 
experience  of  his  character,  he  knew  that 
it  was  not  easy  to  satisfy  him  upon  any 
point.  In  all  that  had  been  said  upon  this 
occasion  as  to  the  importance  of  railroads 
for  India,  he  entirely  concurred,  and  he  was 
exceedingly  glad  that  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  King's  Lynn  had  been  the 
first  person  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  the  subject  in  a  way  which  might 
have  fairly  been  expected  from  his  experi- 
ence— ^from  his  devotion  to  the  interests  of 
India — from  the  office  which  he  had  held 
— and  from  the  attention  which  he  was 
known  to  give  to  subjects  of  the  kind. 
After  the  speech  of  his  hon.  Friend  the 


Member  for  Westbury,  which  seemed  to 
meet  almost  every  point  to  which  the  noble 
Lord  had  adverted,  it  was  unnecessary  for 
him  (Sir  J.  Hobhouse)  to  enter  into  any 
detail,  and  he  would  defer  to  another  op- 
portunity the  notice  of  the  only  points  on 
which  he  ventured  to  differ  from  the  noble 
Lord — namely,   the  political  condition  of 
India,  and  the  merits  or  demerits  of  those 
to  whom  the  government  of  that  country 
had  been  intrusted.  With  respect  to  those 
points,  he  entirely  differed  from  the  noble 
Lord;  and  when  the  subject  should  come 
properly  under  discussion,  he  hoped  to  be 
able  to  show  that  the  East  India  Company 
had  not  slumbered  at  their  post,  and  had 
not  forgotten  what  was  due  to  their  own 
character  or  the  happiness  of  the  many 
millions    of    people    intrusted     to    their 
care.     This,  however,  was  not  the  time  to 
enter  upon  that  discussion;  and  he  would 
now  merely  touch  on  one  or  two  points 
which  his  hon.  Friend  had,  it  was  true, 
adverted  to,  but  without  developing   as 
fully  as  other  topics.     The  House  was  not 
yet  aware  of  the  reason  why  the  Madras 
Company  had  not  obtained  the  same  de- 
gree of  encouragement  as  had  been  given 
to  the  two  other  railroad  companies.     In 
the  first  instance,  it  was  the  intention  of 
the  East  India  Company  and  the   Indian 
Government  to  have  given  the  preference, 
if  possible,  to  the  Madras  line,  for  the  very 
reason  the  noble  Lord  had  mentioned — 
namely,  that  it  had  the  advantage  of  the 
others  as  regarded  engineering  facilities  as 
well  as  of  the  population  of  the  country 
through  which  it  would  pass.    There  were, 
besides,  other  considerations  which  induced 
the  East  India  Company  to  look  with  fa- 
vour upon  that  line,  and  the  noble  Lord 
had  briefly  alluded  to  what  had  occurred; 
but  when  the  Indian  authorities  wished  to 
keep  the  Madras  Company  alive  it  died. 
When  they  wished  to  prolong  its  existence, 
it  had  no  longer  an  existence  to  prolong. 
It  was  impossible  to  support  a  nonentity. 
When,  subsequently,  gentlemen  who  had 
been  connected  with  the  Madras  Company 
asked  the  Indian  authorities  why  they  had 
not  given  them  the  same  guarantees  which 
had  been  given  to  the  Bengal  and   the 
Bombay  Companies,  the  Indian  authorities 
very  naturally  asked  why  the  Madras  Com- 
pany had  not  come  forward  with  the  same 
offers  as  the  other  companies.      That  was 
the  reason  why  the  Madras   experiment 
had  not  been   tried    simultaneously  with 
the  other  two   experiments.     The  delay 
which  had  occurred  with  respect  to  the 
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Madras  Company  was  attributable  cbiefly 
to  misfortune,  not  to  culpability.     It  was 
owing  to  the  disgraceful  transactions  in 
rega^  to  railroads  which  had  stigmatised 
this  country,  and  would  for  ever  remain  a 
blot  on  its   history — transactions    which 
showed  that  the  spirit  of  speculation  had 
not  been  confined  to  those  who  were  sup- 
posed  not  to  have  as  nice  a  sense  of  honour 
as  persons  moving  in  the  higher  classes  of 
society;  but  had  spread  amongst  the  well- 
educated  and  the  upper  classes,  and  ex- 
tended to  that  class  to  which  the  people  of 
England  had  long  been  accustomed  to  look 
up,  not  only  for  the  making  of  laws  but 
the  forming  of  morals.     To  the  discredit 
brought  upon  all  raihroad  speculations  by 
those  transactions  must  be  attributed  the 
failure  of  the  project  to  which  the  noble 
Lord  had  so  pointedly  referred,  in  spite  of 
the  efforts  which  the  East  India  Company 
constantly    and  almost  recklessly,  as  re- 
garded their  own  interests,  made  to  avert 
the  catastrophe.     An  examination  of  the 
state  of  the  money  market  at  the  time 
would  show  the  reason  why  the  Madras 
railroad  had  not  been  carried  on  simulta* 
neously  with  the  Bengal  and  the  Bombay 
lines.     But,   although  the  Madras  Com- 
pany had  unfortunately  suffered  a  check, 
the  undertaking  was  not  abandoned;  and 
if  those  then  present  should  live  to  meet 
each  other  at  this  time  next  year,  they 
would  probably  hare  eause  to  congratulate 
each  other  on  the  progress  of  the  Madras 
line.     It  was  not  his  intention  to  enter  at 
any  length  into  the  question  whether  rail- 
roads in  India  should  have  been  left  to  the 
enterprise  of  private  companies,  or  under- 
taken on  the  responsibility  of  the  Govern- 
ment.    The  whole  question  was  fully  con- 
sidered when  the  noble  Lord  was  at  the 
Board  of  Control  in  1845,  and  the  Earl  of 
Ripon   decided    that    railroads    In    India 
should  be  undertaken  on  the  responsibility 
of  companies,  as  they  had  been  in  Eng- 
land.    That  determination  was  arrired  at 
after  long  deliberation;  but  whether  it  was 
a  wise  conclusion  or  not  was  another  ques- 
tion.    For  his  part,  he  thought  it  would 
have  been  a  wiser  course  for  the  Qovem- 
ment  to  have  undertaken  the  responsibility 
of  constructing  railroads  in  India.     The 
advantages  which  would  result  from  the 
rapid  transmission  of  goods  and  military 
stores,  and  other  considerations  connect^ 
with  the  question,  would,  he  thought,  hate 
justified  the  Indian  Government  in  spend- 
ing 1,000,000?.  or  2,000,000/.  at  onoe  on 
those  great  enterprises.     Thai,  howefer, 


was  not  the  question  before  the  House  at 
the  present  moment.     The  only  point  now 
raised  was  as  to  the  degree  of  encourage- 
ment which  the  Indian  Government  had 
given  to  the  companies  which  had  under- 
taken the  formation  of  railroads  in  that 
country.     His  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Westbury  had   stated  dearly  the  encou- 
ragement which  had    been    extended   to 
those    undertakings.      The    Government 
had  given  the  land  for  the  line;  it  had  also 
guaranteed  interest  on  the  capital  to  be 
expended  in  forming  them,  and  if,  after  a 
certain  number  of  years,   the  companies 
found  the  speculations  unprofitable,  they 
had  nothing  to  do  but  to  hand  them  over 
to  the  Goyemment,  who  undertook  to  pur- 
chase ihem.     It  was  impossible  for  any 
Government  in  the  world  to  give  greater 
encouragement  than  this  to  such  under* 
takmgs.    Without  wishing  to  detract  from 
the  merit  due  to  the  noble  Lord,  he  begged 
to  assure  him  that  the  Government  did 
not  want  any  stimulus  with  reference  to 
this  subject.     They  required  the  curb  ra^ 
ther  than  the  spur;  and  he  would  say  to 
the  noble  Lord — Faroe,  jnier,  siimulii,  eC 
fortiui  tttere  lon'f .      The  Earl  of  EUenbo- 
rough,  in  another  place,  blamed  the  Govern- 
ment for  proceeding  too  hastily  rather  than 
too  slowly,  and  complained  of  pledging  the 
Government  of  India  on  behdf  of  under- 
takings which  ought  to  be  left  to  the  enter- 
prise of  private  parties.     Having  said  thus 
much,  it  was  necessary  only  to  add,  that 
the  Government  had  not  the  slightest  ob- 
jection to  grant  the  papers  now  moved  for 
by  the  noble  Lord,  or  any  others  that  he 
might  apply  for,  and  that  the  Government 
would  make  every  effort  to  bring  to  a  happy 
conclusion  the  object  which  the  noble  Lord 
had  not  more  at  heart  than  he  himself 
had. 

Mr.  MANGLES  said,  the  East  India 
Company  had  no  funds  in  their  coffers  to 
carry  on  those  great  works.  He  would  be 
the  last  man  to  disparage  what  had  been 
done,  but  he  thought  more  ought  to  be 
done.  A  railroad,  seventy  miles  in  extent, 
starting  from  Calcutta,  could  not  be  regard- 
ed as  a  fair  experiment  of  the  finanoial 
success  of  Indian  railways.  He  thought 
the  experiment  ought  not  to  be  tried  in  the 
lower  part  of  India,  seeing  that  a  noble 
river,  from  which  the  traffio  would  not  be 
diverted,  ran  along  the  proposed  line.  It 
would  have  been  better  to  start  such  a  line 
from  Benares;  but  it  was  now,  perhaps, 
too  late  to  remedy  that  error.  He  thought 
it  desirable  that  the  Govenunent  itself 
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should  engage  in  the  construction  of  rail- 
way lines  in  the  central  and  south-western 
parts  of  India  ;  and  if  they  had  not  the 
money,  let  them  see  if  they  could  not  bor- 
row it,  for  to  promote  the  great  works  of 
peace  was  at  least  as  desirable  as  to  carry 
on  war. 

Viscount  JOCELYN  replied :  From 
the  observations  that  had  fallen  from  his 
right  hon.  Friend  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Control,  it  might  be  inferred  that 
his  (Viscount  Jocelyn*s)  Motion  was  made 
in  a  hostile  spirit  to  the  East  India  Com- 
pany. [Sir  J.  HoBHOUSE  :  Oh,  no,  I  did 
not  say  so.]  He  had  stated  distinctly  that 
he  knew  toe  East  India  Company  were 
quite  alive  to  the  necessities  of  the  popula- 
tion, and  to  the  improvement  of  the  coun- 
try. The  object  of  his  Motion  had  been 
attained.  He  had  heard  from  the  Govern- 
ment that  it  was  not  their  intention  to  deny 
to  the  Madras  railroad  that  support  and 
that  guarantee  that  was  given  to  the  Bom- 
bay and  Bengal  lines.  He  felt  gratified 
that  he  had  brought  forward  the  subject, 
for  it  had  elicited  the  opinions  of  the  Go- 
vernment; and  the  subject  was  one  of  the 
greatest  importance,  not  merely  to  the  na- 
tive population  of  India,  but  to  the  people 
of  this  country. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

The  House  adjourned  at  Eleven  o'clock. 
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HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Wednesday,  June  12,  1850. 

Minutes.]  Public  Bills. — 1*  Court  of  Chancery. 
Repcriea. — Landlord  and  Tenant. 
3*  Small  Tenements  Rating. 

[Mr.  Speaker  took  the  chair  at  Twelve 
of  the  clock  in  the  New  House  of  Com- 
mons.] 

LANDLORD  AND  TENANT  BILL. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Mr.  PUSEY  moved  that  the  House  do 
then  resolve  itself  into  Committee  on  the 
above-named  Bill. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." 

Colonel  SIBTHORP  said,  that  the 
BiU  had  been  before  the  House  Session 
after  Session,  and  he  was  bound  to  say 
that  all  the  information  which  he  was  able 
to  obtain  through  the  principal  land  agents 
in  all  parts  of  the  country  led  him  to  a 
conclusion  most  unfavourable  to  the  mea- 
sure. One  of  the  Members  for  the  county 
of  Lincoln  was  opposed  to  the  Bill,  and 


every  one  who  wished  to  see  a  good  tiiida^ 
standing  maintained  between  the  landlords 
and  the  tenants  of  England  would  reaista 
measure  so  evidently  calculated  aa  that 
was  to  disturb  all  the  kindly  feelings  hi- 
therto existing  between  those  classes.  To 
such  a  measure  he  should  now  oppose  a 
decided  negative ;  but,  if  he  at  present 
failed  in  checking  the  progress  of  the  BiD, 
he  was  determined,  nevertheless,  to  oppose 
it  at  every  future  stage.  He  thought  that 
the  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  the  Member 
for  Berkshire  would  be  one  of  the  last 
men  in  that  House  to  do  anything  to  dis- 
turb the  relations  which  had  long  subsisted 
between  landlord  and  tenant. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  from 
the  word  "  That"  to  the  end  of  the  Ques- 
tion, in  order  to  add  the  words  **  This 
House  will,  upon  this  day  six  months,  ro- 
solvo  itself  into  the  said  Committee/'  in- 
stead thereof. 

Mr.  S.  CRAWFORD  was  sorry  to  dif- 
fer from  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for 
the  city  of  Lincoln,  but  he  felt  bound  to 
support  the  Bill ;  he  should  support  it^ 
though  he  did  not  think  it  went  far 
enough.  If  all  landlords  were  like  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member,  there  would  be 
no  need  of  any  such  measure  ;  but  in  the 
northern  parts  of  the  country  he  beliered 
that  something  of  the  sort  had  become 
quite  necessarir. 

Mr.  CHRISTOPHER  coincided  in  the 
view  taken  by  the  hon.  and  gallant  Mem- 
ber for  Lincoln  with  regard  to  the  general 
feeling  upon  this  measure.     His  own  .con- 
stituents  were    certainly  opposed   to    it. 
What  was  wanted  on  behalf  of  landlord 
and  tenant  was   some  measure  enabling 
persons  who  had  settled  estates  to  give 
tenants   some   tenure  in   the   lands  they 
occupied  on  account  of  monies  sunk    in 
them.     But  if  other  counties  in  the  coun- 
try would  follow  the  example  of  that  of 
Lincoln,    the   arguments   put  forward   in 
favour  of  this  measure  would  have  bc^ 
wanting.     He  thought  that  the  measure 
now  proposed  was  preferable  to  the  former 
Bill  on  the  same  subject;  but  after  having 
read  the  evidence,  he  could  not  avoid  say- 
ing that  he  was,  on  the  whole,  unfavour- 
able to  the  Bill  now  before  the  House,  for 
he  apprehended  that  it  would  lead  to  im- 
proper interference  between  landlord  and 
tenant,  and  ho  regretted  to  observe  that 
there  was  in  the  Bill  much  that  ought  to 
be  left  as  matter  of  arrangement  between 
the  parties  interested. 

Sir  G.  STRICKLAND  said,  the  tenant 
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farmers  of  Yorkshire  were  entirely  opposed 
to  this  species  of  legislation  ;  and  he  was 
satisfied  that  any  attempt  to  legislate  on 
the  relations  between  landlord  and  tenant 
would  give  rise  to  endless  litigation.  As 
the  Bill  was  permissiye  where  no  permis- 
sion was  required  or  necessary,  and  could 
only  be  mischievous  in  its  tendency,  he 
should  feel  bound  to  support  the  Amend- 
ment that  it  be  committed  this  day  six 
months. 

Question  put,  "  That  the  words  pro- 
posed to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question.'* 

The  House  divided : — ^Ayes  65  ;  Noes 
22 :  Majority  43. 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

House  in  Committee;  Mr.  Bemal  in  the 
chair. 

Clause  1. 

Sir  J.  Y.  BULLER  moved  that  the 
words  "or  of  such  articles  of  food  for 
cattle,  sheep,  or  pigs"  be  struck  out. 

Mr.  PUSEY  was  proceeding  to  defend 
the  clause,  when 

The  CHAIRMAN  said,  it  would  be  im- 
possible for  hon.  Members  to  hear  the 
nature  of  the  Amendment  and  the  objec- 
tions to  it  unless  they  preserved  a  strict 
silence. 

Mr.  A6LI0NBY,  who  was  seated  on 
the  second  bench  on  the  Ministerial  side, 
immediately  behind  the  hon.  Member  for 
Berkshire,  said,  *'  We  who  are  sitting 
here  cannot  hear  one  word." 

Mr.  PUSEY  said,  the  words  objected 
to  by  the  hon.  Member  for  South  Devon- 
shire w^  suggested  by  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Tamworth,  and  they  formed, 
in  his  opinion,  one  of  the  most  important 
points  in  the  Bill.  It  was  the  practice  of 
all  the  best  farmers  in  the  country,  and 
particularly  Norfolk,  Lincolnshire,  and 
Suffolk,  to  purchase  cattle  and  fatten 
them,  but  nut  with  a  view  to  derive  a 
profit  upon  the  mere  purchase  and  sale  of 
those  cattle.  The  cattle  and  sheep  were 
kept  for  the  sake  of  the  manure,  and  the 
Committee  would  call  upon  the  farmers  to 
improve  their  land  for  the  benefit  of  the 
landowner,  if  they  agreed  to  this  Amend- 
ment. 

Mr.  AGLIONBY  thought  the  proposi- 
tion of  the  hon.  Baronet  would  have  oeen 
much  more  intelligible  if  it  had  gone  the 
length  of  striking  out  the  entire  clause; 
but  in  its  present  shape  it  would  be  detri- 
mental to  the  tenant,  and  therefore  he 
must  support  the  clause  in  its  original 
form. 

VOL.  CXI.    [third  sxrdbs.] 


Mr.  DRUMMOND  complamed  of  the 
vague  manner  in  which  the  clause  was 
worded.  The  phrase  "  improvementa  " 
would  be  a  fruitful  source  of  litigation,  us 
it  would  be  hard  to  reconcile  men's  minds 
as  to  what  was  really  an  "  improvement " 
and  what  was  not. 

Sir  J.  GRAHAM  said,  that  the  exhor- 
tation of  the  Chairman,  that  Members 
should  preserve  a  strict  silence,  was  indeed 
necessary,  because,  although  in  the  old 
House  it  was  said  that  the  debates  were 
one-sided,  in  this  House  they  were  inevit- 
ably so,  in  another  sense.  Thus,  although 
hon.  Members  heard  every  word  which 
came  from  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  yet 
they  could  not  hear  a  word  of  what  was 
said  by  hon.  Members  on  their  own  side  of 
the  House.  They  were,  therefore,  discus- 
sing the  measure  at  a  great  disadvantage, 
for  they  heard  half,  and  only  half,  of  what 
was  going  on.  As  the  Committee  appeared 
about  to  resolve  itself  into  a  farmers  club, 
he  must  admit  that  he  could  not  pretend 
to  vie  in  agricultural  knowledge  with  pre- 
ceding speakers.  It  did  not,  however, 
appear  desirable  to  him  to  place  such  arti- 
ficial manures  as  guano  and  bones  upon 
the  same  footing  as  food  purchased  for  the 
feeding  of  animals.  The  tenant  did  not 
receive  an  immediate  return  from  the 
guano  and  bones,  but  a  great  portion  of 
the  food  for  animals  did  give  him  a  large 
and  immediate  return.  It  was  said  that 
these  animals  were  regarded  by  the  farmer 
as  machines  for  converting  food  into  ma- 
nure, and  that  they  were  not  bought  and 
fed  with  any  expectation  of  profit.  So  far 
as  his  experience  went,  that  was  not  a  true 
description.  He  believed  that  cattle,  sheep, 
and  pigs,  if  bought  with  judgment,  did  re- 
turn a  large  and  considerable  profit,  even 
although  the  farmer  should  give  them  food 
for  fattening  them  more  speedily.  It 
would  be  said  that  no  harm  could  result 
from  the  operation  of  this  clause,  because 
it  would  not  come  into  operation  unless  by 
agreement  between  landlord  and  tenant, 
without  which  it  would  not  be  binding  upon 
the  former.  But  by  the  9th  clause  he 
found  that  this  agreement,  in  default  of 
some  stipulation  to  the  contrary,  would  be 
binding  upon  the  remainderman.  If  the 
tenant  for  life  should  enter  into  an  impru- 
dent bargain,  that  was  his  own  affair,  and 
he  might  be  left  to  look  after  his  own  in* 
terests.  But  he  could  not  consent  that 
the  reversioner  shonld  be  bound  by  an 
agreement  which  would  be  a  still  worse  bar- 
gain for  him  than  for  his  predecessor.     He 
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believed  that  the  words  objected  to  would 
give  rise  to  very  considerable  disputes  be- 
tween landlords  and  tenants,  and  he  would 
therefore  TOte  for  their  omission.  From 
what  he  knew  of  practical  agriculture,  he 
could  not  think  it  right  to  make  the  land- 
lord pay  for  the  tenant's  purchase  of  hay, 
for  instance,  because  it  was  often  better 
farming  economy  to  purchase  hay  than  to 
grow  it,  and  particularly  in  water  mea- 
dows. 

Mr.  S.  HERBERT  quite  agreed  that 
food  might  be  purchased  and  yet  cattle 
might  be  fed  at  a  profit;  but  with  that  ex- 
ception he  differed  from  the  whole  of  the 
right  hon.  Baronet's  remarks.  He  did  not 
think  that  the  question,  whether  cattle 
could  be  fed  with  a  profit  or  not,  was  at 
all  an  element  in  this  discussion.  The 
right  hon.  Baronet  was  ready  to  include 
artificial  manures,  and  also  allowed  that 
improvements  having  a  permanent  effect 
on  the  property  could  fairly  be  charged 
against  the  reversioner;  but  if  he  admitted 
guano  and  similar  manures,  he  (Mr.  S. 
Herbert)  could  not  see  any  principle  on 
which  he  could  exclude  the  oil-cake,  for 
instance,  from  which  manure  was  made. 
If  arrangements  were  allowed  to  be  en- 
tered into  with  respect  to  compensation  for 
artificial  manures,  what  ground  was  there 
for  such  an  interference  with  the  rights  of 
property  as  to  prevent  similar  arrange- 
ments being  entered  into  with  respect  to 
the  feeding  of  cattle,  sheep,  and  pigs  ?  He 
would  venture  to  say  that  a  better  argu- 
ment against  the  law  of  entail  (which  he 
believed  to  be  essential  to  the  stability  and 
well-being  of  the  country)  could  not  be 
.  used  than  to  urge  that  the  system  of  en- 
tails obstructed  the  improvement  of  the 
land,  which  would  otherwise  be  effected. 
He  should  oppose  the  omission  of  the 
words  proposed  to  be  struck  out,  because 
he  thought  the  law  ought  not  to  prevent 
landlords  from  making  bargains  with  their 
tenants,  which  were  necessary  for  the  im- 
provement of  the  soil. 

Mr.  AGLIONBY  thought  that  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Ripon  had 
been  led  away  in  his  opposition  to  the 
clause  by  the  system  of  farming  in  the 
northern  counties,  and  had  totally  over- 
looked the  practice  pursued  in  the  south. 
In  Hampshire  and  other  southern  counties, 
it  was  customary  to  fold  sheep  on  small 
pieces  of  land,  and  feed  them  highly  prin- 
cipally for  the  sake  of  manure  for  the  land 
for  the  next  crop. 

Mr.  FLOYER  said,  the  principal  objec- 


tion he  had  yet  heard  urged  ftgainst  tht 
clause  was  that  it  would  lead  to  endless 
litigation.  He  would  support  the  Amend* 
ment  of  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for 
South  Devonshire,  becauae  he  thought  it 
would  be  very  difficult  to  settle  the  quei* 
tion  of  compensation  with  regard  to  th« 
food  given  to  cattle;  and  the  result  moil 
be  that  differences  and  disputes  woaU 
arise. 

Mr.  NEWDEGATE  thought  that  soma 
improvement  might  be  made  in  the  mode 
of  valuation,  but  was  not  prepared  to  rs> 
cognise  so  great  a  change  as  was  proposed 
by  this  Bill.    If  they  passed  this  Act  with- 
out some  limitation  on  parties  to  chargt 
their   successors,   which   would     inflict  a 
wrong  upon  those  successors,  thej  would 
most  effectually  invalidate  the   law  of  en- 
tail.    If  a  person  having  a  life  estate  had 
power  to  charge  his  successor   to   an  un- 
limited extent,  as  he  would  under  this  Bill, 
the  measure,  instead  of  beinff   a  benefit, 
would  be  an  injury,  for  it  would  he  an  ab- 
solute encouragement  to  the  tenant  for  hfe 
to  beggar  his  successor.     He  had   hoped 
that  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Berkshire  would  have  introduced  a  clause 
with  regard  to  the   power   given   to  the 
tenant   for  life  to  charge   bis   successor; 
and  he  (Mr.  Newdegate)  begged  to  give  no- 
tice that,  on  the  report  being  brought  up» 
he  would  move  the  introduction  of  a  clause 
limiting  the  power  of  a  person  in  posses- 
sion of  a  life  estate  to  charge  the  interest 
of  his  successor. 

Mr.  fuse  Y  said,  the  principle  involved 
in  the  clause  was  nothing  more  than  the 
tenant-right  of  Lincolnshire,  and  the  result 
of  very  minute  inquiries  made  by  two  suc- 
cessive Committees  of  that  House.     With 
regard  to  what  had  fallen  from  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Ripon  as  to 
the  profitable  feeding  of  sheep  and  cattle, 
he  might  be  right  so  far  as  Scotland  and 
the  north  of  England  were  concerned,  but 
his  observations  did  not  apply  to  the  south 
and  west.     In  his  belief  the  two  kinds  of 
manure  used  by  the  farmers — that  derived 
from  artificial  substances  put  into  the  land* 
and  that  derived  from  the  feeding  of  ani- 
mals, ought  to  be  placed  upon  the  same 
footing.     The  right  hon.  Gentleman  asked 
if  any  prudent  gentleman  was  likely  to 
saddle  his  property  with  this  sort  of  charge 
for  feeding  sheep  and  cattle.     In  answer  to 
that,  he  could  tell  him  that  the  Earl  of  Yar- 
borough  had  introduced  this  very  principle 
into  the  management  of  his  property  in 
the  Isle  of  Wighe.     It  was  rather  incon- 
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BiBtent  on  the  part  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
South  Devonshire,  who  always  took  a  very 
desponding  view  of  such  matters,  to  sup- 
pose that  the  farmers  would,  under  this 
clause,  rush  in  with  such  an  amount  of 
capital  for  the  improvement  of  the  land  by 
artificial  manures  as  would  completely  over- 
whelm the  landlords. 

Sir  W.  JOLLIFFE  believed  that  the 
clause,  as  it  stood,  would  give  rise  to  a 
great  deal  of  litigation  among  the  farmers. 
It  was  all  very  well  to  tell  him  that  it  was 
founded  upon  the  tenant-right  of  Lincoln- 
shire; but  there  was  also  a  tenant-right  of 
Surrey  with  which  landlords  were  saddled, 
and  how  were  they  to  graft  the  tenant-right 
of  Lincolnshire  as  to  sheep  and  cattle  upon 
the  other  ?  Really  the  landed  interest  was 
not  in  such  a  condition  as  to  warrant  the 
imposition  of  a  burden  like  this.  They 
had  only  to  read  the  reports  of  the  Times 
Commissioners  as  to  the  state  of  agricul- 
ture in  those  districts  which  they  had  visit- 
ed, in  order  to  be  satisfied  of  the  impolicy 
of  a  proposal  like  this.  The  enactment  of 
a  provision  of  this  kind  would  only  lead  to 
discontent  and  disappointment,  and  there- 
fore he  would  vote  for  the  omission  of  the 
words  included  in  the  Amendment. 

Mr.  K.  SEYMER  said,  the  supporters 
of  the  Amendment  conjured  up  all  sorts 
of  contingencies,  such  as  landlords  making 
imprudent  bargains  with  their  tenapts,  and 
the  probability  of  the  interests  of  the  re- 
maindermen being  injured;  and,  on  the 
ground  of  these,  they  justified  the  omis- 
9ion  of  the  words  relative  to  the  sheep, 
cattle,  and  pigs  ;  but,  as  he  thought  these 
contingencies  should  not  weigh  against  the 
benefits  of  the  measure,  he  would  vote  for 
the  retention  of  the  words. 

Colonel  SIBTUORP  was  not  surprised 
that  lawyers  should  be  found  supporting 
this  Bill,  as  it  would  bring  grist  to  their 
own  mill.  He  was  opposed  to  the  mea- 
sure out  and  out,  and  would,  therefore, 
vote  for  the  Amendment. 

Sir  J.  GRAHAM  must  remind  his  hon. 
]?riend  the  Member  for  Berkshire  that  the 
results  of  the  application  of  artificial  ma- 
nures, such  as  guano  or  bones,  were  much 
slower  than  the  effect  produced  by  the  use 
of  articles  purchased  for  feeding  sheep  or 
cattle,  and  which  included  a  return  partly 
from  the  animal  and  partly  from  the  land; 
therefore,  he  did  not  feel  the  force  of 
the  observation  made  by  his  hon.  Friend, 
that  the  two  kinds  of  manure  were  to  be 
placed  exactly  on  the  same  footing.  Again, 
be  demurred  to  his  general  statement,  that 


there  was  no  profit  from  the  feeding  of 
sheep  and  cattle.  He  believed  that  i£ 
sheep  or  lean  cattle  were  judiciously  pur- 
chased, and  properly  looked  to  in  the  feed- 
ing, they  might  he  brought  to  market  at 
a  good  profit.  [Mr.  Pusbt:  That  is  in 
the  north.]  But  there  were  lean  cattle  in 
the  south  as  well  as  in  the  north,  and  he 
did  not  see  why  they  could  not  be  reared 
there  with  equal  profit.  Taking  the  pre- 
sent price  of  wool,  as  well  as  the  price  at 
which  the  animal  might  in  ordinary  circum- 
stances be  disposed  of,  he  believed  that  a 
lamb  bought  with  judgment  and  kept  for 
twelve  months,  would  yield  a  very  good 
profit  to  the  farmer.  He  would  not  now 
enter  upon  a  premature  discussion  of  the 
ninth  clause,  which  concerned  the  rever« 
sioner,  but  reserve  his  observations  on  thii 
subject  till  the  clause  was  before  the  Com- 
mittee. This  question  had  been  treated  as 
a  constitutional  question,  and  he  thought 
there  was  something  rather  strange  in  that 
observation  concerning  it;  but  when  he 
heard  the  remarks  of  his  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  South  Wiltshire,  with  re- 
spect to  the  effect  it  might  produce  as  re- 
garded remaindermen  and  the  law  of  en- 
tail, then  he  must  say  it  had  a  constitutional 
aspect.  If  the  law  of  entail  was  to  be  at- 
tacked, let  them  attack  it  openly;  but  let 
them  not  attack  it  insidiously  by  a  measure 
of  this  kind,  which  would  place  the  remain* 
derman  in  a  most  disadvantageous  posi- 
tion. 

Sir  J.  Y.  BULLER  viewed  with  alarm 
all  those  measures  thai  enabled  the  gentry 
of  this  country  to  saddle  their  estates  with 
burdens  that  would  go  down  to  their  suc- 
cessors. He  was  confident  that  the  landed 
interest  could  alone  overcome  the  difficul- 
ties which  might  beset  them  by  being  free 
from  debt.  By  this  clause  a  landlord  might 
be  assailed  by  two  or  three  outgoing  ten- 
ants at  once,  claiming  compensation  from 
him  at  a  time  when  he  was  unable  to  give 
it  from  want  of  money.  As  to  the  profit 
to  be  derived  from  feeding  cattle,  he  cer- 
tainly went  with  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
the  Member  for  Ripon,  rather  than  the  hon. 
Member  for  Berkshire.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man seemed  to  think  that  if  these  words 
were  struck  out,  they  would  raise  the  price 
of  meat.  If  he  (Sir  J.  Y.  BuUer)  thought 
that  would  be  the  case,  he  would  press  his 
Amendment  just  all  the  more  strongly. 

Question  put,  "  That  the  words  proposed 
to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  Clause."    • 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  65; 
Noes  84:  Majority  19. 
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Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to;  as  were 
also  Clauses  2^  to  8  inclusive. 

Clause  9. 

Mr.  T.  GREENE  proposed  an  Amend- 
ment, to  the  effect  that  the  word  *'  owner  " 
ahould  not  extend  to  the  incumhent  of  any 
eedesiastical  benefice. 

Mr.  NEWDEGATE  said,  the  condition 
of  land  held  by  the  Church  was  lamentably 
unsatisfactory,  owing  to  the  absence  of  any 
power  to  charge  that  land  for  improve- 
ments. At  the  same  time,  it  might  hap- 
pen that  a  clergyman  in  possession  of  a 
living  might  have  ample  means  besides 
those  derived  from  that  living,  and,  having 
sanctioned  improvements,  might  leave  the 
living  the  next  day,  and  so  throw  the 
burden  of  them  on  his  successor.  Ho, 
however,  intended  to  move  an  Amendment 
on  the  bringing  up  of  the  report,  that  per- 
sons in  possession  of  a  limited  estate  should 
not  have  the  power  of  charging  the  estate 
of  his  successor  beyond  a  certain  amount. 

Mr.  pus  by  said,  the  Bill  was  founded 
on  the  practice  in  Lincolnshire,  in  which 
county  there  were  many  holders  of  glebe 
land,  and  the  practice  had  not  been  abused. 

Sir  J.  GRAHAM  proposed  that  the 
consideration  of  this  part  of  the  Bill  should 
be  postponed  in  order  that  the  hon.  Member 
for  North  Warwickshire  might  have  an  op- 
portunity of  framing  his  proviso,  because, 
if  the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Lancaster  were  agreed  to,  it  would  be 
equivalent  to  an  enactment  against  aU  im- 
provements of  glebe.  At  the  same  time 
there  ought  to  be  some  limitation  of  the 
outlay,  and  that  the  consent  of  the  patron 
and  ordinary  should  be  required. 

Mr.  T.  GREENE  said,  there  was  a 
strong  feeling  that  some  protection  should 
be  given  to  the  clergy;  and  in  order  that 
the  subject  might  be  fully  considered  he 
would  postpone  his  Amendment  until  the 
bringing  up  of  the  report. 

Mr.  TRELAWNY  objected  to  the  clause 
generally,  and  moved  its  rejection. 

Mr.  turner  objected  also  to  commit- 
tees of  lunatics  having  the  power  referred  to. 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  said,  the 
words  in  the  clause  should  have  been  "  com- 
mittee of  the  estate  of  the*  lunatic,"  and 
not  of  the  lunatic  himself.  What  his  hon. 
Friend  proposed  was,  that  the  same  power 
should  be  given  to  the  committee  of  the 
estate,  subject  to  the  approbation  of  the 
Court  of  Chancery,  as  the  lunatic  himself 
would  have  had. 

Mr.  WALPOLE  thought  that  it  would 
bo  expedient  to  omit  that  portion  of  the 


clause  which  gave  power  to  the  mortgagn 
or  incumbrancer  in  possession  to  enter  into 
any  agreements  on  behalf  of  the  owners. 
The  effect  of  allowing  this  power  to  the 
mortgagee  in  possession  would  be,  that  it 
would  be  in  his  power  to  allow  money  tt 
be  laid  out  upon  tho  land,  which  wonU 
throw  a  greater  onus  upon  the  mortgagor 
with  respect  to  the  principal  and  interest 
which  he  would  have  to  pay.  in  order  tt 
disincumber  his  property.  In  point  of  ht^ 
it  would  enable  the  mortgagee  to  improfe 
the  mortgagor  out  of  his  estate.  Upoi 
the  other  hand,  he  thought  that  the  mort- 
gagor ought  not  to  be  allowed  to  alter  the 
value  of  the  security  without  the  conseoft 
of  the  mortgagee. 

Sir  J.  GRAHAM  said,  that  the  case  of 
a  mortgagee  in  possession  was  aomewhst 
rare;  but,  if  a  mortgagor  himself  were  dis- 
qualified from  improving  his  estate  nnder 
this  Act  without  the  consent  of  all  who 
had  charges  upon  it,  the  expense  would  be 
so  enormous,  and  tho  delay  so  g^at*  that 
he  would  lose  the  advantage  of  such  im« 
provement.  In  the  first  instance,  however, 
he  certainly  thought  the  House  should 
strike  out  the  words  proposed  bj  his  boo. 
and  learned  Friend  the  Member  for  Mid- 
hurst  to  be  omitted. 

Mr.  PUSEY  said,  that  the  principle  of 
the  Bill  was  that  no  charge  should  actnaHj 
fall  upon  the  land,  but  upon  the  incoming 
tenant.  The  clause  had  been  carefollj 
prepared  by  a  skilful  conveyancer,  and  he 
believed  it  was  precisely  similar  to  the 
provision  which  existed  in  the  Drainage  Act. 

Mr.  WALPOLE  said,  that  he  woold 
take  the  opportunity  of  referring  to  the 
clause  with  respect  to  the  rights  of  mort- 
gagees in  the  Drainage  Acts,  and  hoped 
that  upon  the  bringing  up  of  the  report  the 
hon.  Member  who  had  charge  of  the  Bill 
would  consent  to  strike  out  that  portion  of 
the  clause  to  which  he  had  referred. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  put,  *'  That 
the  Clause,  as  amended,  stand  part  of  the 
Bill." 

The  Committee  divided :— Ayes  117; 
Noes  46  :  Majority  71. 

House  resumed. 

Bill  reported;  as  amended,  to  be  con- 
sidered on  Monday  next. 

COURT  OF  CHANCERY  BILL. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Mr.  turner,  after  presenting  a  peti- 
tion in  fayour  of  the  Bill  from  the  solici- 
tors practising  in  Chancery,  proceeded  to 
express  the  gratification  he  felt  at  the  cir- 
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eumstance  of  his  Bill  being  approved  of  by 
the  gentlemen  whose  petition  be  had  just 
presented.  A  measure  which  obtained  the 
approval  of  those  through  whose  instrn- 
mentalitj  it  was  to  be  carried  into  effect, 
was  the  more  likely  to  be  worked  to  a  be- 
neficial end.  The  conduct  of  the  solicitors 
in  Chancery,  in  petitioning  in  favour  of  the 
measure,  was  a  proof  that  the  imputation 
frequently  cast  upon  them  of  being  unwill- 
ing to  concur  in  reforming  the  practice  of 
the  court,  lest  their  interests  should  there- 
by be  injuriously  affected,  was  altogether 
unfounded.  It  was  not  without  consider- 
able hesitation  he  had  ventured  to  intro- 
duce a  measure  for  diminishing  delay  and 
expense  in  the  Court  of  Chancery,  for 
no  one  was  more  sensible  than  he  was  of 
the  great  difficulty  of  dealing  with  the  sub- 
ject. The  consideration  which  he  had  found 
it  necessary  to  bestow  upon  the  details  of 
practice  in  the  preparation  of  this  measure, 
had  convinced  him  of  the  absolute  ne- 
cessity of  proceeding  with  the  most  scru- 
pulous care.  In  many  instances,  whilst  pro- 
ceeding in  the  execution  of  the  task  he  had 
proposed  to  himself,  it  had  become  apparent 
to  him  that  tho  evils  resulting  from  some 
of  the  regulations  which  had  originally 
suggested  themselves  to  his  mind,  would 
have  been  greater  than  the  evils  they  were 
intended  to  remedy.  Another  considera- 
tion influenced  his  determination  to  proceed 
with  the  utmost  caution,  namely,  the  enor- 
mous amount  of  the  property  subject  to  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  Court  of  Chancery,  and 
the  great  danger  which  would  arise  from 
any  incautious  disturbance  of  that  juris- 
diction. The  control  of  the  Court  was  by 
no  means  limited  to  the  funds  vested  in 
the  hands  of  the  Accountant  General;  it 
extended  to  all  personal  property  vested  in 
trustees  of  every  description,  and  it  was 
probably  not  saying  too  much  to  affirm,  that 
as  much  as  half  the  personal  property  of  the 
kingdom,  as  well  as  a  large  portion  of  real 
property,  came  under  the  jurisdiction  of 
the  Court  of  Chancery.  It  was  no  light 
thing  to  create  disturbance  in  the  adminis- 
tration of  such  a  mass  of  property.  There 
were  other  considerations  which  had  in- 
duced him  to  doubt  whether  he  should 
be  justified  in  bringing  forward  the  mea- 
sure now  before  the  House.  He  looked 
back  to  the  many  able  and  experi- 
enced men  connected  with  the  Court 
of  Chancery  who  had  preceded  him  in 
that  House,  and  who  were  most  desirous 
of  accomplishing  reforms  in  th6  court  in 
which  they  practised :  among  whom  might 
be  mentioned  the  father  of  the  preMnt 


Solicitor  General,  the  late  Sir  John  Leach, 
the  Lord  Chancellor  himself,  and  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Cornwall. 
It  might  appear  presumptuous  in  him 
to  attempt  that  which  the  eminent  men 
referred  to  had  failed  to  accomplish. 
Nothing  but  a  deep  sense  of  an  im- 
perative public  duty  could  have  induced 
him  to  persevere  in  the  task  he  had  under* 
taken.  It  had  fallen  to  his  lot  to  see  so 
much  property  wasted  in  inquiries  in  the 
Court  of  Chancery — to  behold  so  many 
families  utterly  ruined  in  consequence  of 
the  honest  discharge  of  duty  by  some  of 
their  members,  that  he  felt  it  to  be  an  ob- 
ligation which  he  owed  to  the  House  and 
the  country  to  bring  forward  a  measure 
for  the  remedy  of  these  evils.  In  the  first 
place,  it  might  be  desirable  to  explain  why 
his  Bill  went  no  further.  As  the  Bill  was 
originally  devised,  it  embraced  a  scheme 
both  for  preliminary  proceedings  and  the 
working  of  suits  in  the  Masters'  Offices;  and 
he  had  proceeded  so  far  in  thei  prosecution 
of  the  plan  as  actually  to  have  had  the 
clauses  as  to  preliminary  proceedings 
drawn,  and  the  scheme  for  the  Masters' 
Offices  arranged,  when  it  came  to  his  know'- 
ledge  that  the  Judges  of  the  Court  were  pre- 
paring some  orders  to  regulate  the  practice 
in  those  respects.  It  was  his  opinion  that  the 
Judges  of  the  Court  weH  the  persons  best 
fitted  to  effect  reforms,  and  that  by  dili- 
gently applying  themselves  to  the  consid- 
eration of  the  subject  they  would  be  able 
to  accomplish  more  in  the  way  of  the  re- 
moval of  evils  and  the  saving  of  expense 
than  could  be  accomplished  by  the  enact- 
ments of  any  Act  of  Parliament.  The 
moment,  therefore,  he  became  aware  that 
the  Judges  of  the  Court  were  directing  their 
attention  to  the  preliminary  proceedings, 
and  the  proceedings  in  the  Masters'  Office, 
he  had  communicated  to  them  every  thing 
which  hnd  occurred  to  him  upon  either 
branch  of  the  subject.  The  Judges  had  pro- 
ceeded on  their  own  plan,  with  reference 
possibly  in  some  degree  to  his  suggestions, 
and,  in  his  judgment,  they  had  produced  a 
result  which  was,  in  many  of  its  features,  far 
superior  to  the  scheme  he  originally  formed. 
He  hoped  and  believed  that  the  new  orders 
issued  by  tho  Judges  in  Chancery  would 
lead  to  extremely  beneficial  results,  and  he 
felt  happy  in  being  able  to  state  that  al- 
ready they  had  been  so  extensively  adopted 
by  the  profession,  that  in  the  course  of  a 
few  weeks  no  fewer  than  120  claims  had 
been  entered  under  them.  The  Bill  pro- 
ceeded npon  a  new  principle  as  regard* 
ed  ihft  ^TMi^ASM  c^  S!Ki<^  ^^\q^  ^  ^StMaH«:^« 
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Hitherto  it  had  been  the  rule  of  the  court  to 
adroioiBter  complete  justice  in  all  cases  in 
which  it  interfered.  For  instance,  the  court 
would  not  deal  with  a  portion  of  property  ; 
it  would  have  the  whole  property  before  it 
as  well  as  all  the  parties  in  any  way  inte- 
rested in  it,  although  they  might  not  be  in 
any  manner  interested  in  the  particular  ques- 
tion which  had  brought  the  case  under  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  court.  The  consequence 
of  this  endeayour  on  the  part  of  the  Court 
of  Chancery  to  do  complete  justice  was, 
that  in  many  instances  it  incurred  the  op- 
probrium of  doing  injustice.  The  heavy  ex- 
penses complained  of  in  Chancery  proceed- 
ing, chiefly  resulted  from  this  attempt  to 
work  out  a  perfect  system  of  justice. 
Against  this  evil  his  Bill  was  mainly  di- 
rected. It  occurred  to  him  that,  in  cases 
relating  to  the  construction  of  a  will,  deed, 
or  any  other  instrument,  when  all  parties 
agreed,  and  were  only  desirous  of  obtain- 
ing the  decision  of  the  court,  it  would  be 
most  desirable  to  allow  them  to  state  a 
special  case  for  the  opinion  of  the  court. 
By  this  means  executors  and  trustees 
would  be  able  to  ascertain  what  the  law 
was,  and  to  act  in  accordance  with  it,  with- 
out the  necessity  of  involving  the  estate  in 
an  expensive  suit.  Take,  for  example,  a 
simple  case,  that  of  a  question  arising  as 
to  the  right  to  a  shfre  in  a  residuary  estate. 
The  claimant  files  a  bill,  and  all  persons 
interested  in  the  estate,  though  having  no 
interest  whatever  in  the  particular  question, 
are  made  parties  in  the  suit,  and  served 
with  an  order  of  the  court.  The  suit  comes 
on  for  hearing,  and  is  then  referred  to  the 
Masters'  Office,  where  all  the  accounts 
are  required  to  be  taken,  and  a  great 
expenditure  of  time  and  money  takes 
place  before  a  very  simple  point  can  be  set- 
tled. The  Bill  proposed  to  get  rid  of  all 
these  preliminary  inquiries  and  taking  of 
accounts,  and  to  enable  parties  in  such 
cases  to  agree  upon  a  special  case  to  be  at 
once  filed  in  the  Record  and  Writ  Clerks* 
Office,  and  in  regular  course  submitted  to 
the  court  for  its  decision.  The  result  of  the 
change  would  be  the  avoidance  of  the  in- 
quiry in  the  Masters'  Office,  with  all  its 
concomitant  expense  and  delay.  Take 
another  familiar  example  of  the  manner  in 
which  the  Bill  would  work.  A  gentleman 
sells  an  estate  to  another,  and  a  question 
arises  about  the  title.  Under  these  cir- 
cumstances the  course  to  be  taken  at  pre- 
sent was  for  one  party  to  file  a  bill,  to 
which  the  other  put  in  an  answer;  the  case 
is  then  heard  by  the  court,  and  referred  to 
the  Master's  Office;  the  Master  inYeBtig^tea 


the  title,  and  finally  reports  upon  it.    Hoe 
was  a  series  of  separate  proceedings  attend- 
ed with  heavy  expense,   which   would  tt 
once  be  got  rid  of  by  enabling  the  parties 
to  submit  a  special  case  to  the  coort.   Thu 
was  a  change  which  could  not  be  effeoted 
by  the  authority  of  the  Judges  alone,  bs- 
cause  an  Act  of  Parlianient  was  neces- 
sary to  indemnify  executors  and  trustees; 
and,  accordingly,  the  Bill  enacted  that  aoy 
executor,  administrator,   trustee,  or  other 
person  making  any  payment,  or  doing  any 
act  in  conformity  with  the  declaration  eon* 
tained  in  a  decree  made  npon  a  spedal 
case,  should  be  as  fully  protected  and  is- 
demnified  by  such   declaration  as  if  the 
payment  had  been  made  or  act  done  io 
pursuance  of  an  express  order  of  the  court 
made  in  a  suit  between  the  same  parties 
instituted    by  bill.      Another    branch  of 
the   Bill    was   framed   with    the    view  vi 
relieving   executors  from  a  grieTous  evil 
to  which  they  were  exposed  in   the  pre- 
sent state  of  the  law.     A  man  dies  leariog 
a  certain  amount  of  property  ;    the  exe- 
cutor pays  the  deceased's  debts,  and  then 
distributes  amongst  the  legatees  the  money 
to  which  they  are  entitled  under  the  will; 
but    he  is    not  protected   against   future 
claims.    Cases  were  known  in  which,  after 
the  lapse  of  twenty,  thirty,  and  forty  years, 
individuals  have  come  forward   and   insti- 
tuted suits  against  executors  for  debts  due 
from  the  testator  when  the  executors  had 
parted  with  every  shilling  of  the  assets. 
In  one  such  instance  an  executor  was  pro- 
ceeded against  by  a  creditor  to  the  estate 
after  the  lapse  of  twenty  years,  and  the 
executor    was  made    liable   for   20,000^. 
Years  after  the  death  of  a  testator,  a  suit 
might  be  instituted   by  a  party  charging 
the  deceased  with  having  been   guilty  of 
a  breach  of  trust,  and  claiming   to  have 
the  amount  due  from  him  ascertained,  and 
paid  by  the  executor,   although    in    the 
honest  discharge  of  his  duty  he  had  al- 
ready paid  away  all  the  sums  which  had 
come  into  his  hands.     In  order  to  provide 
a  remedy  for  this  grievance,  an  executor 
must,  under  the  present  state  of  the  law, 
procure  some  person  to  file  a  bill  who  was 
interested   in  the  estate  of  the  testator, 
upon  which  a  decree  would  bo  made,  re- 
ferring it  to  the  Master  to  take  an  account 
of  the  testator's  property,  and  to  call  the 
creditors  in;  and  when  that  was  done,  a 
decree  would  be  made  ordering  the  lega« 
cics  to  be  paid,  which  decree  would  be  a 
protection   to    the   executor.     It  was  by 
these  means  the  Court  of  Chancery  had 
endeavoured  to  apply  a  remedy  to  this  erili 
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but  the  remedy  was  oompUcated,  and  by  no 
means  economical.  In  order  to  provide  a 
better  remedy,  the  Bill,  after  providing  for 
the  appropriation  by  the  court  of  a  sum  of 
money  to  meet  contingent  liabilities,  en- 
acted by  the  25th  clause — 

**  That  in  case  no  debt  or  liability,  or  no  debt 
or  liability  other  than  a  oontingent  liability,  shall 
have  been  allowed  as  aforesaid,  or  in  case  any 
debt  or  liability,  other  than  as  atbresaid,  shall  have 
been  allowed  as  aforesaid,  then  after  the  same 
shall  have  been  paid,  or  provided  for  by  appro- 
priation as  aforesaid,  all  payments  made  by  the 
exeoutors,  or  administrators,  or  any  of  them,  on 
account  of  the  estate  of  the  deceased  person,  and 
all  dispositions  of  such  assets  made  by  them,  or 
any  oi  them,  on  account  of  such  estate,  shall,  as 
against  all  persons  having,  or  claiming  to  have, 
any  demand  upon  such  estate  by  reason  of  any 
debt  or  liability,  other  than  persons  who  may  have 
established  under  the  said  order  any  contingent 
liability  for  which  no  such  appropriation  as  afore- 
said may  have  been  made,  be  as  good  and  effiectual 
as  if  the  same  had  been  made  under  a  decree  of  the 
said  court ;  provided  always,  that  nothing  herein 
contained  shall  in  any  manner  affect  or  prejudice 
the  rights  of  any  creditor  or  other  person  having 
any  demand  or  claim  upon  the  estate  of  the  de- 
ceased, against  any  assets  so  paid  or  disposed  of, 
or  against  the  persons  to  whom  such  payment  or 
disposition  may  have  been  made,  or  against  any 
assets  appropriated  under  the  provisions  of  this 
Act,  and  the  appropriation  of  which,  if  made  un- 
der a  decree  of  the  said  court  in  a  suit  to  which 
he  was  not  a  party,  would  not  have  been  binding 
upon  him." 

The  Bill  touched  upon  other  points  of  prac- 
tice, which  it  would  be  difficult  to  render 
intelligible  to  the  House,  and  therefore  he 
would  content  himself  with  stating  gene- 
rally, that  it  gave  power  to  the  court  to 
hear  applications  which  by  the  3rd  and 
4th  of  William  IV.,  c.  94,  were  directed 
to  be  heard  only  by  a  Master — that  it  pro- 
vided for  exceptions  for  scandal,  imperti- 
nence, and  insufficiency,  being  heard  by 
the  court,  instead  of  being  referred  to  the 
Master — and  that  it  empowered  the  court 
to  receive  proof  by  affidavit  in  certain 
cases,  and  to  make  general  rules  and 
orders,  which  were  to  be  laid  before  Par- 
liament, and  to  be  binding  from  the  mak- 
ing, unless  objected  to  by  the  vote  of  either 
House.  He  had  not  presumed  to  bring 
forward  this  measure  without  communicat- 
ing with  the  Judges  who  administered  that 
branch  of  the  law  to  which  it  referred;  on 
the  contrary,  he  had  felt  it  to  be  his  duty 
to  lay  a  copy  of  the  Bill  before  each  of 
those  learned  persons,  and  he  had  no  rea- 
son to  think  that  any  one  of  them  dis- 
sented from  its  provisions.  From  Vice- 
chancellor  Bruce,  with  whose  learning  and 
talents  the  House  was  well  acquainted, 
and. who  adminiitered  a  large  portion  of 


equity  business  with  distinguished  ability, 
he  had  received  the  most  unqualified  appro- 
bation of  the  measure.  The  measure  had 
also  met  with  the  full  approval  of  the  Mas- 
ter of  the  Rolls,  than  whom  no  Judge  was 
more  active  in  the  discharge  of  his  duties, 
or  more  anxious  for  the  adoption  of  safe 
reforms;  and  the  Lord  Chancellor,  after 
having  gone  through  the  Bill  with  the 
utmost  attention  and  care,  had  approved 
of  it.  He  (Mr.  Turner)  felt  honoured 
in  being  permitted  to  inform  the  House 
that  the  principal  clauses  of  the  Bill 
had  obtained  his  Lordship's  full  concur- 
rence. He  could  not  mention  the  name 
of  that  noble  and  learned  Lord  without 
assuring  the  House  of  his  firm  belief  that 
a  strong  disposition  existed  on  the  part  of 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord  to  set  matters 
right  so  far  as  depended  on  his  efforts. 
If  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  needed  any 
testimony  whatever  to  the  manner  in  which 
he  had  performed  the  duties  intrusted  to 
his  charge,  the  House  might  allow  its  at- 
tention to  be  directed  to  what  were  the 
duties  which  devolved  on  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor, what  was  the  enormous  burden  of  his 
administrative  functions,  and  what  was  the 
enormous  amount  of  labour  involved  in  the 
due  discharge  of  those  functions;  although 
saddled  with  these  burdens,  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  had  most. carefully  performed 
his  judicial  duties;  and  nobody  could  ven- 
ture to  deny  that  seldom  had  the  high 
office  of  Lord  Chancellor  been  conferred  on 
a  person  more  fitted  to  adorn  that  sta- 
tion than  on  the  noble  and  learned  Lord, 
who  for  a  series  of  years,  down  to  the  pre- 
sent moment,  had  filled  that  office  with 
most  admirable  zeal,  diligence,  assiduity, 
and  learning. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  Second 
Time." 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  said, 
that  he  did  not  intend  to  offer  any  op- 
position to  the  second  reading  of  the 
Bill.  It  was  almost  unnecessary  for  him 
to  assure  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  that 
he  concurred  entirely  in  the  objects  which 
were  sought  to  be  attained  by  this  Bill, 
having  made  some  slight  endeavour  himself 
to  carry  into  effect  a  measure  in  a  similar 
direction  which  had  already  received  the 
sanction  of  the  House,  and  gone  to  the  other 
House  of  Parliament.  In  that  measure 
he  proposed  a  mode  of  taking  the  opinion 
of  the  Court  of  Chancery  upon  a  special 
case  without  rendering  it  necessary  to  file 
a  Bill;  and  ha  beggea  to  call  the  attentioa 
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of  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  to  some 
points  which  he  thought  of  importance, 
and  which  led  him  to  suggest  a  doubt  whe- 
ther his  hon.  and  learned  Friend,  influ- 
enced by  considerations  of  caution,  had 
carried  the  proyisions  of  the  Bill  quite  as 
far  as  they  might  be  usefully  carried.  He 
should  endeavour  shortly  to  explain  what 
he  meant.  The  provisions  introduced  with 
reference  to  the  opening  of  a  special  case 
were  made,  in  point  of  fact,  principally  to 
bear  on  the  construction  and  meaning  of 
certain  words  to  be  found  in  some  deed  or 
other  instrument.  It  was  a  matter  of  fact 
that  many  persons  were  interested  in  the 
construction  of  such  deed  or  instrument 
who  could  not  by  possibility  exercise  a 
judgment  with  respect  to  the  course  to  be 
pursued  in  obtaining  enforcement  of  their 
own  rights.  In  a  question  involving  the 
construction  of  a  will  relating  to  real  estate 
given  to  a  father  during  his  life,  and  after- 
wards to  his  children,  whether  it  conferred 
the  estate  as  only  in  tail,  or  only  for  life, 
with  an  interest  at  once  vested  in  his  chil- 
dren, it  was  manifest  that  his  child  had  an 
interest.  If  that  infant  were  a  few  months 
old,  it  would  be  entitled  under  the  Bill  to 
appear  and  have  the  cause  discussed  before 
the  Court  of  Chancery.  In  that  case,  it 
was  manifest  that  proceedings  would  be 
taken  for  the  purpose  of  seeing  the  inter- 
ests of  the  child  duly  represented,  and 
counsel  heard,  with  the  view  of  suggesting 
the  various  arguments  by  which  the  rights 
of  the  infant  might  bo  supported.  But  if 
the  case  should  be  that  the  man  to  whom 
the  will  related  had  no  child  born  at  all; 
in  that  case  this  Bill  would  not  allow  the 
construction  of  the  will  to  bo  ascertained 
and  determined,  because  there  was  no  per- 
son then  in  existence  whose  interests  would 
be  involved  to  the  extent  of  that  infant. 
He  felt  that  this  was  a  difficulty  of  con- 
siderable magnitude.  In  the  Bill  which 
he  had  the  honour  of  presenting  to  the 
House,  it  did  appear  to  him  that  the  inter- 
ests of  unborn  persons  in  such  a  case  as  he 
had  indicated  deserved  regard.  His  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  proposed  in  his  Bill  that 
the  remainder  should  be  confined  to  those 
children  who  were  alive  as  the  successors 
of  the  party  to  the  life  estate.  Suppose 
there  was  a  child  two  months  or  even  a 
week  old,  that  child  would  have  a  right  to 
have  his  case  argued  before  the  Court  of 
Chancery;  and  no  doubt  proper  care  should 
be  taken  that  the  interests  of  all  the  children 
should  be  protected.  But  the  case  might 
be  that  the  man  who  succeeded  to  the  pro* 


perty  had  only  been  latelj  married,  tod 
had  DO  children  bom,  but  ihere  was  eveiy 
reasonable  prospect  that  he   wonld  have 
some.     His  hon.  and  learned  Friend,  how- 
ever, would  not  allow  of  snch  an  interpre- 
tation of  the  will  as  would  contem[Mate 
anything  of  this  kind,  for  he  proposed  that 
no  question  should  arise  as  to  the  childrea 
having  an  interest  under  the  will  who  were 
not  in  existence  at  the  time  of  the  sueeee- 
sion.  It  must  be  obvious  to  the  House  that 
children  who  were  bom  so  soon  hefore  the 
period  he  alluded  to,  could  not  have  a  much 
greater  right  in  looking  after  their  interests 
than  the  children  who  were   horn  in  the 
next  or  the  immediately  succeeeding  years. 
He  thought  it  would  be  better  to  leave  it 
to  the  Court  of  Chancery  to  determine  all 
questions  of  the  kind,  whether  there  were 
children  a  few  months  old,  or  whether  there 
were  no  children  at  all.     He  thought  this 
was  a  matter  of  importance;  for  if  thej  did 
not  allow  any  questions  of  interest  on  the 
part  of  those  not  in  existence  at  the  time 
of  the  succession  to  be  brought  before  the 
court,  trustees  would  often  not  be  able  to 
act  in  accordance  with  the  proyisions   of 
the  will.     It  was  a  matter  of  importance 
that  a  man  should  know  whether  ho  had» 
under  certain  circumstances,  an  estate  in 
tail  or  only  an  estate  for  life.     If  an  inter- 
est were  contemplated  in  persons  who  were 
not  in  existence,  the  question  could  not  be 
decided;    and,  although  it  might   be   the 
opinion  of  all  the  most  eminent  men  in  the 
profession  that  he  had  an  estate  in  tail,  and 
by  a  simple  easy  process  might  make  him- 
self owner  of  the  whole  property,  he  was 
fettered  and  tied  down  to  an  estate  for  life 
from  the  impossibility  of  meeting  the  con- 
ditions which  were  necessary  to  enable  him 
to  bring  the  case  under  the  consideration 
of  the  Court  of  Chancery.     He  had  men- 
tioned another  case  with  reference  to  the 
measure  he  had  proposed,  namely,  to  what 
extent  it  ought  to  be  made  to  apply  to  per- 
sons having  an  interest  in  reversions.     In 
the  Bill  he  had  introduced,  and  now  before 
the  other  House,  a  discretion  was  given  to 
the  court  upon  hearing  a  case  to  determine 
to  what  extent  it  might  find  the  interests 
of  persons  not  in  existence  determinable: 
and  he  earnestly  entreated  his  hon.  and 
learned   Friend  to    consider  whether  he 
might    not    with    propriety    extend    the 
advantage  of    his    measure,   by    making 
it  apply  to  cases  in  which  the  interests 
of  persons  not  in  existence,  of  persons 
having  a  reversionary  interest,  might  be 
brought  before  the  Court  of  Chancery  on 
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questions  being  raised  upon  the  construc- 
tion of  a  deed.  Whether  the  person  was 
really  in  life  or  not  did  not  in  a  matter  of 
this  sort  seriously  affect  the  question,  and 
the  argument  of  counsel  for  that  particular 
interest  must  be  as  effectual  and  valid  as 
the  argument  of  counsel  with  reference 
to  the  interest  of  a  child  two  or  three 
years  old.  To  that  principle,  therefore, 
he  earnestly  invited  the  attention  of  his 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  when  the  Bill 
should  come  to  be  considered  in  Commit- 
tee. Assenting  to  what  was  proposed  with 
respect  to  the  mode  of  obtaining  the  deci- 
sion of  the  court,  he  also  fully  approved  of 
that  part  of  the  Bill  which  afforded  pro- 
tection to  executors.  It  would  be  impos- 
sible to  give  them  indemnity  without  in- 
curring the  preliminary  expense  of  long, 
voluminous  proceedings,  to  get  the  accounts 
passed.  There  was  one  point  to  which  he 
wished  to  call  attention,  with  reference  to 
the  careful  and  accurate  detail  by  which 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  had  endea- 
voured to  work  out  the  machinery  of  the 
Bill.  He  was  somewhat  apprehensive  lest 
the  powers  given  in  his  noblo  and  learned 
Friend's  Bill  to  make  orders  and  regula- 
tions were  not  sufficiently  strong  to  enable 
them  to  carry  out  the  objects  intended  to 
be  carried  out.  The  proper  distinction 
was,  that  those  matters  which  were  mat- 
ters of  principle  should  be  specified  clearly 
by  Act  of  Parliament;  but  the  mode  of 
carrying  them  into  effect,  which  related  to 
the  technical  practice  of  the  court,  it  was 
advisable  to  leave  to  the  discretion  of  the 
court,  whiqh,  with  the  assistance  of  its 
officers,  might  frame  the  necessary  rules. 
If  that  course  were  followed,  impediments 
would  be  avoided  which  had  occurred  in 
various  cases,  but  could  not  have  been 
foreseen,  from  introducing  provisions  affect- 
ing technical  practice.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  had  seen  the  necessity 
of  giving  the  Court  of  Chancery  power  to 
make  rules  and  orders  under  the  Bill. 
These  were  to  have  the  effect  of  an  Act 
of  Parliament.  Although  the  machinery 
was  admirably  well  adapted  for  the  pur- 
poses of  the  Bill,  sufficient  power  did  not 
seem  given  to  the  court  to  alter  the  rules 
and  orders.  With  respect  to  exceptions 
for  scandal,  &c.,  the  decisions  by  a  Master 
in  Chancery  were  insufficient ;  his  own  pri- 
vate opinion  concurred  with  that  of  his 
hon.  and  learned  Friend;  and  he  thought 
the  proposed  change  beneficial.  The  ten- 
dency of  late  years  was  to  make  the  Mas- 
ters' Office  more  effective.  A  return  which 


had  been  made  on  the  Motion  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  the  city  of  Oxford 
showed  the  vast  extent  of  the  incumbrances 
there,  and  the  necessity  that  some  steps 
should  be  taken,  either  by  Parliament  or 
otherwise,  for  expediting  business.  All 
persons  admitted  a  remedy  must  be  ap- 
plied. In  conclusion,  he  should  only  make 
one  observation  with  reference  to  the  dif- 
fidence the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
felt  in  undertaking  such  a  measure  as  the 
present,  while  so  many  eminent  Members 
of  Parliament  connected  with  the  profes- 
sion had  projected  in  vain  considerable  re- 
forms in  the  Court  of  Chancery.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Member  would  permit 
him  to  observe,  that  if  any  of  those  emi- 
nent individuals  had  attempted  to  effect 
the  object  when  they  sat  in  that  House,  it 
would  have  been  simply  useless.  It  was 
impossible  for  them  to  carry  reforms  which 
were  now  so  easy  of  accomplishment  if  the 
manner  of  carrying  them  practically  into 
effect  could  be  pointed  out  to  the  House. 
It  was  gratifying  that  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman,  having  prepared  this  measure 
with  care,  and  proposed  in  it  fairness  and 
sincerity,  should  have  been  led  to  turn  his 
attention  to  the  subject ;  and  with  respect 
to  any  reform  he  (the  Solicitor  General) 
had  attempted  in  the  same  direction,  he 
had  to  thank  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  the  assistance  he  had  rendered. 

Mr.  W.  p.  wood  agreed  with  his  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  the  Solicitor  General 
in  thinking  that  it  was  owing  to  public 
attention  having  recently  been  so  much 
directed  to  the  abuses  in  the  Court  of 
Chancery  that  they  now  had  obtained  the 
means  of  carrying  out  reforms  in  that 
court.  He  wished,  however,  to  direct  the 
attention  of  hon.  Members  to  a  return  just 
laid  on  the  table,  which  he  feared  had  not 
received  that  attention  which  it  deserved. 
From  this  document  it  appeared  that  there 
were  1,947  cases  in  the  Masters'  Offices. 
When  these  cases  were  brought  forward^ 
it  was  necessary  to  obtain  a  warrant  for 
hearing,  which  warrant  only  lasted  for  an 
hour,  unless  under  very  extraordinary  cir- 
cumstances, when  it  extended  to  two 
hours.  When  a  counsel  in  a  case  had 
obtained  a  warrant,  he  was  expected  to 
open  his  case  in  a  portion  of  this  time. 
A  second  warrant  for  rehearing  could  not 
be  obtained  for  the  space  of  six  weeks, 
and  then  he  had  to  remind  the  Masters  of 
what  he  had  said  before,  and  then  to  get 
through  his  case.  Another  six  weeks  must 
then  elapse  before  the  barrister  on  the 
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other  side  could  be  heard.  He  would  refer 
tbe  House  to  the  return  on  the  table,  as 
to  the  number  of  warrants  which  were 
taken  out  in  each  case.  There  was  one 
case  alluded  to  in  this  return  which  came 
before  the  court  in  1825,  in  which  not  less 
than  888  warrants  had  been  taken  out. 
In  another  case — the  Attorney  General  v. 
Tufnell,  who  he  hoped  was  not  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Devonport,  which 
came  before  the  court  in  1833 — 164  war- 
rants had  been  taken  out.  In  another 
case  the  number  was  273,  in  another  241, 
and  in  a  third  221  warrants.  If  they  took 
the  average,  it  would  be  found  that  more 
than  fifty  warrants  were  taken  out  in  each 
case;  and  when  it  was  recollected  that 
each  warrant  took  six  weeks  to  hear,  the 
House  would  be  enabled  to  form  some  esti- 
mate of  the  cause  of  delay.  The  House 
would  see  that  this  great  advantage  would 
be  gained  by  the  Bill  of  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  the  Member  for  Coventry,  that  they 
need  not  go  into  the  Master's  Office  at  all, 
and  they  would  get  rid  of  those  preliminary 
inquiries  as  to  who  were  the  parties  inter- 
ested in  a  case  which  every  one  knew  be- 
fore the  suit  was  commenced.  In  conclu- 
sion, he  had  only  to  o^Ter  the  tribute  of  his 
gratitude  not  only  to  the  Lord  Chancellor, 
for  the  excellent  orders  which  he  had  lately 
issued,  but  also  to  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  for  the  steps  which  he  proposed  to 
take  for  the  reform  of  the  court. 

Mr.  C.  ANSTEY  wished  to  state  that 
at  that  moment  there  were  cases  before 
the  present  Lord  Chancellor  which  since 
184/  had  been  declared  ready  for  judg- 
ment, but  upon  which  no  further  steps  had 
been  taken.  He  was  sorry  to  hear  that  it 
was  intended  by  the  Lord  Chancellor  to 
give  judgment  on  those  cases  without  hear- 
ing any  further  argument,  although  such 
a  period  had  elapsed  since  the  cases  were 
before  him.  He  confessed  that  he  thought 
the  reforms  should  have  commenced  in  the 
Court  of  Chancery  itself,  and  not  in  the 
inferior  courts.  In  1848  he  knew  of  a 
case  of  appeal  which  was  brought  before 
the  Lord  Chancellor,  in  which  four  aged 
persons  were  interested,  against  the  Crown. 
It  was  strongly  urged  that  judgment  should 
be  given  with  as  little  delay  as  possible 
after  the  case  had  been  urged,  as  the  par- 
ties might  not  survive.  Nothing,  however, 
was  done.  But  these  aged  parties  were 
now  dead,  and  a  new  suit  had  to  be  insti- 
tuted by  their  representatives.  He  trusted, 
whoever  might  be  the  successor  to  the  pre- 
sent Lord  Chancellor,  that  he  would  hare 


I  more  regard  to  tbe  arrear  of  eauses  in  the 
i  court  by  a  yigoroua  ehan^  in  the  ayi- 
I  tem. 

I  Bill  read  2°,  and  committed  for  Monday 
j  next. 

i  BURGESS  LISTS  BILL. 

i      Order  for  Second  Reading  read* 
;     Mr.  TWISDEN  HODGES,  in  moWog 
the  Second  Reading  of  this  BiU,  said  tti 
object  was  to   remedy  the    existing  law, 
which  was  liable  to  abase.      At  preaeot, 
the  mayor  of  a  borough,  aisisted  by  two 
assessors,  was  reouired 'annually  to  reiriae 
the  burgess  list,    it  happened  occasionally, 
that  the  mayor  was  a  candidate  for  the 
suffrages  of  these  very  boroughs,  and  that 
circumstance  might  influence  his  decisios 
in  cases  which  came  before  him.    He  ooold 
show  the  necessity  of  such  a  Bill  as  the 
present  by  what  had  taken  place  in  one 
borough,  and  he  had  no  doubt  similar  pro- 
ceedings might  be  adopted  with  impunity 
in  other  places.     In  the  borough  to  which 
he  alluded,  the  mayor,  two  or  three  yean 
ago,  was  a  candidate  for  election,  and  he, 
in  point  of  fact,  had  to  revise  the  lists  for 
his  own  election.     That  person  first  of  all 
canvassed  the  borough,  he  then  proceeded 
to  revise  the  burgess  list,  and  afterwards 
he  returned  to  his  canvass,  and  congratn- 
ted  his  friends  on  the  course  he  had  taken. 
[An  Hon.  Member  asked  what  borongh 
was  alluded  to.]     He  alluded  to  Rochester, 
where,  in  consequence  of  a  number  of  ob- 
jections having  been  raised  which    were 
afterwards  withdrawn,  the  proceedings  were 
delayed  to  such  a  late  period  that  the  lists 
could  not  be  gone  through,  so  that  they 
had  to  fall  back  on  those  of  the  preced- 
ing year.     This  he  conceived  was  a  griev- 
ance to  which  a  remedy  should   be    ap- 
plied. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  Second 
Time.'* 

Colonel  SIBTHORP  moved,  as  an 
Amendment,  "  That  the  Bill  be  read  a 
Second  Time  that  day  Six  Months."  It 
was  intended  to  affect  the  whole  of  the 
boroughs  of  England  and  Wales  ;  and  yet 
ho  had  not  heard  that  there  had  been  one 
petition  in  favour  of  it,  whilst  the  petitions 
against  it  had  been  numerous.  He  ob- 
jected to  the  measure  as  calculated  to 
entail  considerable  expense  upon  the  bo- 
roughs throughout  the  country,  already 
sufficiently  taxed,  and  as  interfering  with 
a  system  which  had  worked  satisfactorily, 
and  without  a  single  complaint,  as  far  aa 
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he  vas  aware,  for  a  period  of  sereiiteeii 
years.  In  the  Rochester  case,  to  which 
thehon.  Gentleman  had  referred,  an  action 
had  heen  hrought  against  the  major,  when 
a  ?erdict  was  given  for  the  defendant  upon 
the  merits. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leare  out  the 
word  "  now,"  and  at  the  end  of  the  Ques- 
tion to  add  the  words  '*  upon  this  day  six 
months.'* 

Mb.  Alderman  SIDNEY  seconded  the 
Amendment.  He  objected  to  the  Bill  on 
the  same  grounds  as  those  mentioned  by 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Colonel ;  and  added, 
that  he  was  acquainted  with  many  towns 
where  party  spirit  ran  high,  hut  he  had 
never  heard  of  partiality  being  charged 
against  the  presiding  officer. 

Mr.  BERNAL,  in  supporting  the  Bill, 
admitted  that  it  owed  its  inception  to  what 
had  occurred  at  Rochester.  At  the  same 
time,  he  believed  that  that  was  not  an 
isolated  case  ;  and  every  one  must  admit 
that  it  was  a  sound,  useful,  and  constitu- 
tional principle  that  no  man  should  preside 
as  judge  in  his  own  cause.  With  regard 
to  the  apprehended  increase  of  expense,  he 
thought  that  the  cost  of  municipal  regis- 
tration, as  at  present  conducted,  was  as 
great  as  it  would  be  under  the  proposed 
Bill.  He  suggested,  however,  that  the 
measure  should  not  be  imperative  in  its 
enactments,  but  permissive,  taking  effect 
only  upon  a  memorial  from  a  certain  num- 
ber of  the  ratepaying  inhabitants  of  a  bo- 
rough. A  clause  of  that  nature  might  be 
added  in  Committee. 

Viscount  GALWAY  opposed  the  Bill 
on  the  grounds  already  stated.  In  the 
borough  of  East  Retford  the  lists  were 
made  up  by  the  overseers ;  and  during  the 
last  seven  years  not  a  single  objection  had 
been  taken  to  the  burgess  list.  His  con- 
stituents objected  to  the  expense  of  a  re- 
vising barrister's  court. 

Mr.  S.  ADAIR  opposed  the  Bill.  What- 
ever alterations  might  be  necessary  in 
Rochester,  there  was  surely  no  necessity 
for  passing  a  practical  vote  of  censure 
upon  every  municipal  authority  throughout 
the  country. 

Sir  G.  grey  said,  a  deputation  had 
waited  on  him  some  time  ago  from  Roches- 
ter, complaining  of  the  conduct  of  the 
mayor ;  and  his  answer  to  them  at  that 
time  was,  that  the  law  provided  a  remedy 
against  a  mayor  who  neglected  his  duty, 
and  that,  until  they  had  tried  that,  they 
had  no  right  to  ask  the  interference  of 
'Parliament.     An  action  had  Bince  bean 


brought  against  the  mayor,  for  whom, 
however,  a  verdict  had  been  passed.  With- 
out reference  to  that  particular  case,  he 
would  admit  that  there  might  be  some  dif- 
ficulty in  proving  a  motive,  which  he  ap- 
prehended would  be  necessary  to  establish 
a  case  against  a  mayor  ;  but,  at  the  same 
time,  in  the  absence  of  any  complaints,  he 
thought  he  was  not  justified  in  inferring 
that  the  system,  as  at  present  established 
by  law,  had  not  worked  well.  He  should, 
therefore,  oppose  the  Bill.  He  might  just 
add,  that  as  the  law  at  present  stood,  the 
two  assessors  might  overrule  the  mayor. 
Those  assessors  were  elected  by  the  bur^ 
gesses  at  large;  who  had  therefore  the 
remedy  in  their  own  hands,  by  electing 
two  honest  assessors.  Under  these  cir- 
cumstances, he  could  see  no  necessity  for 
the  Bill. 

Mr.  SMYTH  stated,  that  in  York  the 
expense  of  revising  the  municipal  lists  at 
present  was  only  the  amount  of  the  hand- 
bill announcing  the  revision,  no  allowance 
being  made  to  the  overseers  at  all.  Feel- 
ing that  the  Bill  would  entail  a  needless 
expense  upon  corporate  towns,  he  cordially 
supported  the  Amendment. 

Mr.  HUDSON  had  himself  revised  these 
lists  upon  three  occasions,  and  could  bear 
testimony  that  under  the  present  system 
there  was  no  expense  whatever.  He  had 
presented  a  petition  from  Sunderland 
against  the  proposed  Bill ;  and  he  trusted 
that  it  would  be  rejected  by  the  House. 

Mr.  TWISDEN  HODGES  said,  that 
seeing  the  strong  feeling  of  the  House 
against  the  Bill,  he  would  not  press  it. 

Question,  "  That  the  word  '  now'  stand 
part  of  the  Question,*'  put,  and  negatived. 

Words  added.  Main  Question,  as 
amended,  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  put  off  for  six  months. 

SMALL  TENEMENTS  RATING  BILL. 

Order  for  Third  Reading  read. 

Mr.  HALSE Y  moved  the  Third  Reading 
of  this  Bill. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  the  Third 
Time." 

Mr.  p.  SCROPE,  pursuant  to  notice, 
moved  that  it  be  read  a  third  time  that 
day  six  months.  He  did  so,  because  he 
conceived  the  Bill  to  be  unjust  in  principle, 
and  that  its  operation  would  be  injurious 
to  the  interests  of  the  poor.  The  object 
of  the  measure  was,  to  render  the  poorer 
class  of  houses,  which  were  at  present  ex- 
empted from  the  poor-rates  and  hi^hwav 
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rates,  in  consequence  of  the  poverty  of  the 
occupiers,  liable  to  these  taxes,  by  trans- 
ferring them  to  the  owners.  He  had  rea- 
son to  believe  that  the  number  of  small 
tenements  at  present  excused  from  paying 
these  rates  throughout  England,  amounted 
to  no  fewer  than  2,000,000.  He  appealed 
to  the  legal  Members  of  the  House,  whe- 
ther, from  the  passing  of  the  Poor  Law  of 
Elizabeth  until  now,  the  poor-rate  had  not 
been  considered  a  personal,  and  not  a  pro- 
perty tax  ?  The  effect  of  this  Bill,  then, 
would  be  to  make  the  tax,  for  the  first 
time,  a  direct  tax  upon  property;  and  that, 
too,  with  respect  to  the  poorer  class  of 
tenements  alone — thus  instituting  a  most 
invidious,  as  well  as  an  unjust  distinction. 
He  admitted  that  there  were  inconsisten- 
cies and  abuses  in  the  working  of  the  pre- 
sent system,  which  ought  to  be  remedied ; 
and  he  had  formerly  suggested  a  mode  by 
which,  in  his  opinion,  the  humane  prin- 
ciple of  the  present  measure  would  be  car- 
ried out,  namely,  by  fixing  a  line  below 
which  all  small  houses  should  be  exempted; 
but  he  could  not  think  that  the  operation 
of  this  Bill  would  be  at  all  an  improvement 
on  the  existing  system.  As  far  as  ho  could 
calculate,  the  present  exemptions  amounted 
to  upwards  of  500,0002.  a  year.  And  upon 
whom  were  they  going  to  impose  burdens? 
Upon  the  poor  of  the  country;  for  although 
it  was  proposed  to  levy  the  rates  upon  the 
owners  instead  of  the  occupiers,  it  was  the  oc- 
cupiers upon  whom  it  would  ultimately  fall. 
It  was  with  houses  as  with  carriages,  cof- 
fee, and  sugar;  the  tax,  although  imposed 
upon  the  producer  in  all  cases,  ultimately 
fell  upon  the  consumer.  He  was  surprised 
at  the  conduct  of  the  Government  in  sup- 
porting this  Bill.  He  observed  with  plea- 
sure that  the  Prime  Minister  presided  the 
other  day  at  a  meeting  of  the  Society  for 
Improving  the  Dwellings  of  the  Poor;  but 
he  and  his  Colleagues,  by  supporting  this 
Bill,  would  do  more  to  deteriorate  the 
dwellings  of  the  poor,  as  well  as  to  diminish 
their  supply,  than  all  that  that  society 
could  do  to  improve  them.  He  begged  to 
say,  too,  that  the  Government  ought  to 
have  introduced  the  Bill  themselves  if  they 
felt  that  a  measure  of  this  kind  was  re- 
quired. But  he  thought  it  would  have  been 
still  better  if  they  had  induced  the  hon. 
Member  to  postpone  the  Bill  until  they 
had  considered  it  in  connexion  with  the 
whole  law  of  settlement,  of  which  this  sub- 
ject formed  a  branch. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the 
word   **  now/'  and  at    the   end  of   the 


Question  to  add  the  words  "  opon  tlus  daj 

six  months." 

.  Mb.  HUME  opposed  the  Bill  on  tlie 
ground  that  it  introduced  an  entirely  new 
principle.  If  they  adopted  this  measnret 
the  House  would,  in  consistency,  be  bound 
to  apply  the  same  principle  to  eveiy  boose 
and  every  estate  in  the  country. 

Mr.  BROTHERTON  would  tell  tbe 
hon.  Member  for  Stroud  wbj  the  Bill  did 
not  apply  to  other  property.  Formerlj  the 
rents  of  small  tenements  were  collected 
quarterly,  and  consequently  the  tax* 
gatherer  had  some  chance  of  getting  pay- 
ment of  the  taxes  from  the  occupiers.  Now, 
the  landlords  anticipated  tax-gatherers  bj 
collecting  the  rents  weekly,  and  the  result 
was  that  it  was  found  impossible  to  collect 
the  rates. 

Mr.  ROBERT  PALMER  opposed  the 
Bill  on  the  ground  that  it  would  be  no  re> 
lief  at  all  to  the  occupiers,  who  would  be 
made  to  repay  the  owners  in  the  shape  of 
increased  rent. 

Mr.  BAINES  said,  that  the  Bill  was  so 
fully  discussed  on  the  second  reading  that 
he  did  not  think  it  necessary  to  go  at  any 
length  into  the  matter  now.     He  begged, 
however,  to  state  that  it  was  altogether  in- 
correct in  the  hon.  Members  for  Montrose 
and  Stroud  to  assert  that  the  Bill  intro- 
duced a  new  principle.     So  far  from  the 
principle  being  new,  ho  believed  that  for  a 
long  series  of  years  almost  every  local  Act 
that  had  been  passed  to  regulate  taxation, 
had  embodied  it.      The   Act  which   was 
known  as  Sturges  Bourne's  Act  contained 
the  same  principle  as  this  Bill  did;  but, 
without  any  reason  that  he  had  been  able 
to  discover,  stopped  at  the  minimum  limit 
of  6^     It  gave  power  to  the  vestry  to  pass 
resolutions  by  a  majority  to  rate  the  owners 
instead  of  the  occupiers  in  cases  where  the 
rent  did  not  exceed  201,,  nor  was  less  than 
61,  a  year.     The  object  of  the  present  Bill 
was  to  extend  Sturges  Bourne's  Act  below 
that  minimum  limit*     As  he  had  already 
said,  many  local  Acts  had  been  passed 
within  the  last  ten  or  twenty  years  to  es- 
tablish the  same  principle  in  different  parts 
of  the  country;  and  he  believed  that  many 
more  would  have  been  applied  for  had 
parties  not  been  deterred  by  the  great  ex- 
pense of  local  Acts.     The  object  of  this 
Bill  was  to  give  to  vestries  the  general 
power  of  adopting  the  principle  wheneTer 
they  should  think  fit,  without  applying  for 
a  local  Act  in  each  case.  He  did  not  agree 
with  the  hon.  Member  for  Stroud,  that  it 
would  operate  in  any  respect  agunst  the 
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poor.  If  he  had  agreed  with  him,  he  would 
not  have  supported  the  Bill;  for  he  was 
the  last  man,  and  ought  to  he  the  last  roan, 
to  wish  to  do  anything  to  injure  the  inter- 
ests of  the  poor;  hut  he  helieved  that  it 
would  have  a  directly  contrary  effect.  It 
was  the  experience  of  his  predecessors, 
and  it  had  heen  confirmed  hy  his  own,  that 
the  owners  of  small  tenements,  finding  that 
the  justices  would  prohahly  excuse  their 
tenants  from  paying  rates,  charged  them 
so  much  more  rent  than  they  would  other- 
wise have  done;  and  thus  it  was  the  owner 
who  alone  henefited  hy  the  exemption,  and 
not  the  occupier.  This  Bill  would  not  at 
least  render  the  condition  of  the  occupier 
worse  than  it  was,  whilo  the  present  rate- 
payers would  no  longer  have  cast  upon 
them  the  hurden  which  ought  to  fall  upon 
the  mass  of  property  at  present  excused. 

Mr.  S.  CRAWFORD  said,  that  from 
his  practical  knowledge  of  the  working  of 
the  principle  in  Ireland,  he  anticipated  no- 
thing hut  injury  and  oppression  to  the  poor 
from  its  application  to  England. 

Sir  G.  PECHELL  gave  his  support  to 
the  Bill,  on  the  understanding  that  the 
franchise  was  to  he  secured  to  the  occupiers, 
a  provision  which  he  understood  was  to  he 
proposed  at  the  proper  time. 

Question  put,  "  That  the  word  '  now ' 
stand  part  of  the  Question." 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  94;  Noes 
15:  Majority  79. 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

BUI  read  S"". 

On  the  Question  that  the  Bill  do  pass, 

Mr.  OOCEBURN  moved  the  following 
clause : — 

"And  be  it  enacted,  that  where  the  owner  of 
any  tenement  shall  be  rated  to  the  relief  of  the 
poor  bj  virtue  of  this  Act,  instead  of  the  occapier 
thereof,  and  such  owner  shall  have  paid  all  money 
due  on  account  of  any  rate  or  rates  in  respect  of 
such  tenement,  such  occupier  shall  be  entitled  to 
all  privileges  and  franchises  to  which  he  would 
have  been  entitled  if  he  himself  had  been  rated 
and  had  paid  such  rate  or  rates ;  and  if  such 
owner  so  rated  as  aforesaid  shall  not  have  paid 
such  rate  or  rates,  it  shall  be  lawful  for  such  oc- 
cupier to  tender  to  the  overseers  of  the  poor  or 
other  person  authorised  by  law  to  receive  the 
same,  the  amount  of  any  rate  or  rates  then  due 
from  such  owner  in  respect  of  such  tenement ;  and 
such  overseer  or  other  person  so  authorised  as 
aforesaid  shall  be  bound  to  receive  the  same ;  and 
such  occupier  shall,  on  the  payment  or  tender  of 
such  amount,  be  entitled  to  exercise  all  such  pri- 
vileges and  fhmchises  as  hereinbefore  mentioned. 
Provided  always,  that  any  occupier  so  paying  any 
rate  or  rates  in  respect  of  any  tenement  where  the 
owner  is  rated  to  the  same,  shall  be  entitled  to  de- 
duct and  retain  the  amoimt  so  paid  by  him  from 
the  next  payment  of  rent  to  be  made  by  bim  to 


such  owner,  or  to  recover  the  same  from  such 
owner  as  money  paid  to  and  for  the  use  of  such 


owner. 


Clause  brought  up,  and  read  1^ 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed^ 
"  That  the  said  clause  he  now  read  a  sec* 
ond  time." 

Sir  G.  grey  thought  more  time  should 
he  given  to  consider  the  wording  of  this 
clause. 

Dehate  adjourned  till  Monday  next. 

And  it  heing  Six  of  the  clock,  Mr. 
Speaker  adjourned  the  House  till  To-mor« 
row,  without  putting  the  Question. 
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HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Thursday,  June  13,  1850. 

MiNUTis.]    PuBuo  Bills. — 1*  Judges  of  Assixe ; 
Drainage  and  Improvement  of  Liuid  Advances. 
2*  SherS  of  Westmoreland  Appointment. 
3*  Court  of  Chancery  (County  Palatine  of  Lan« 
caster). 

UNIVERSITIES  COMMISSION. 
Lord  MONTEAGLE  moved— 

**  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to  Her 
Majesty,  for  Copies  of  Letters  addressed  by  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  to  the  Universities  of 
Oxford  and  of  Cambridge  on  the  Subject  of  the 
Issue  of  a  Commission  of  Inquiry,  and  Copies  of 
any  Resolutions  or  Communications  entered  into 
or  made  on  behalf  of  those  Universities  in  relation 
to  the  same  Subject." 

He  did  not  helieve  that  any  inconvenience 
could  arise  from  the  production  of  these  pa« 
pers;  hut  in  making  his  Motion,  which  he 
trusted  would  not  he  resisted,  he  felt  hound 
at  the  same  time  to  state  the  grounds  on 
which  he  wished  to  hriug  these  papers 
under  their  Lordships'  consideration.  He 
should  he  very  sorry  indeed  if  he  should 
raise  even  an  inference  that  he  imagined 
Her  Majesty's  Government,in  advising  this 
Commission,  were  actuated  hy  any  adverse 
feeling  against  the  Universities.  On  the 
contrary,  he  was  willing  to  admit  that  in 
issuing  this  Commission  they  were  only 
desirous  to  promote  the  interest  of  the  ven- 
erahle  institutions  into  which  it  was  pro- 
posed to  inquire.  But  while  he  gave  the 
Government  credit  thus  far,  he  hegged  to 
express  a  douht  whether  this  measure^ 
taken  at  this  time,  and  under  present  cir- 
cumstances, was  really  calculated  to  pro- 
mote the  ohject  which  they  had  at  heart. 
This  inquiry  originated  purely  and  exclu- 
sively with  the  Government  itself,  without 
any  communication  with  any  University 
authority,  or  with  any  one  connected  with 
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^e  UDiyenities.  Indeed,  from  one  of  the 
documents  now  moved  for — he  meant  a 
letter  from  the  Illustrious  Prince  who 
was  Chancellor  of  the  University  of  Cam- 
bridge— it  appeared  that  His  Royal  High- 
ness was  entirely  unaware  of  the  inten- 
tion of  issuing  this  Commission  until  the 
declaration  was  made  in  the  other  House 
of  Parliament.  He  was  not  present  when 
the  noble  and  gallant  Duke  who  sat  near 
him  made  some  observations  upon  it;  but 
it  appeared  that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Uni- 
versity of  Oxford  also  was  equally  unap- 
prised of  the  intentions  of  (jovemment. 
Indeed,  he  knew  no  one  who,  before  Lord 
John  Russeirs  declaration,  entertained  the 
slightest  suspicion  that  such  a  course  as 
that  announced  in  the  House  of  Commons 
was  about  to  be  taken.  It  might  be  as- 
sumed that  such  a  course  should  be  taken; 
but  at  the  same  time  great  difficulties  were 
thrown  in  the  way  of  success,  by  leaving 
those  most  interested  in  the  subject  en- 
tirely in  the  dark,  until  incidentally  it 
was  declared  in  Parliament  not  only  that 
such  a  measure  was  contemplated,  but  that 
such  a  decision  had  been  taken.  The 
question  of  University  reform,  as  affecting 
Uie  admission  of  Dissenters,  had  been 
brought  before  Parliament,  in  1834,  by 
the  late  Earl  Grey,  then  First  Minister, 
one  of  the  very  highest  authorities  upon 
that  and  every  other  subject.  He  himself 
(Lord  Monteagle)  had  also  brought  it,  in 
the  same  year,  before  the  Commons.  But 
the  question  wore  a  very  different  aspect  now 
from  that  which  it  then  bore.  The  condition 
of  the  two  Universities  was  totally  differ- 
ent at  present  from  what  it  then  was. 
During  the  interval  that  had  elapsed  since 
then,  there  had  arisen  in  both  Universities 
an  active  and  an  efficient  spirit  of  Univer- 
sity reform.  He  should  deceive  their  Lord- 
ships if  he  ventured  to  say  that  that  spirit 
was  represented  by  a  numerical  majority 
of  the  members  of  the  senate  in  either 
University;  but  both  at  Oxford  and  at  Cam- 
bridge those  who  had  applied  themselves 
to  the  important  task  of  University  re- 
form carried  with  them  so  great  a  weight 
in  point  of  character  and  University  sta- 
tion, and  literary  distinction,  that  they 
had  been  able  to  obtain,  through  the  force 
of  opinion,  more  than  he  individually  could 
have  anticipated.  In  the  University  of 
Cambridge  the  measures  of  reform  that  had 
boon  in  progress  had  been  very  consider- 
able. He  should  only  allude  to  a  few;  but 
it  was  but  justice  to  that  University  to 
state  that  which  it  had  already  done,  and  I 


that  which  was  in  progress;  because  he 
found,  to  his  astonishment,  that,  ou  the  part 
of  many  who  had  discussed  this  question* 
they  seemed  to  have  either  shut  their  eyes. 
or  not  to  have  taken  the  trouble  te  inquire 
into  what  had  been  already  done*  or  into 
what  was  now  in  progress.      So  desirous 
were  they  of  having  everything  done  bj 
interference  from  without,  that  they  under- 
valued or  ignored  that  which  had  been  ef- 
fected by  the  Universities  themselves.    The 
complaints  formerly  urged  had   been,  that 
in  the  University  of  Cambridge  the  course 
of  study  was  too  confined  to  mathematical 
pursuits ;    that  they  had   set    aside    the 
more  general  objects  which  were  broug^ 
under  consideration  by  the  lectures  of  the 
professors;   and  had  confined  themselves 
to  the  peculiar  study  for  which  the  Uni- 
versity of  Cambridge  granted  its  highest 
senate-house  honours — mathematics.      He 
admitted  that  for  a  considerable  period  of 
time,  the  highest  honours  of  the  Univer- 
sity were  to  be  gained  almost  exclnsivelj 
by  high  mathematical  attainments.     But 
had  they  confined  themselves    to   that? 
He  thought  that  it  was  about  the  year 
1822  that  they  introduced  a  corresponding 
system  of  honours  as  connected  with  clas- 
sical eminence.     That  change  was,  to  a 
certain  extent,  undorvalued,  or  at  least  it 
was  not  viewed  with  a  just  degree  of  fa- 
vour;  but  honours  gained  from  classical 
attainments  were  now  sought  for  with  as 
much  ambition  as  were  in  the  old  time 
honours  connected  with  the  mathematical 
science.     Nor  was  it  to  be  said  that  mere 
distinction    was    thus    gained ;    an   hon- 
ourable position  in  the  University  could 
now  be  gained  by  the  classical  tripos;  the 
system  had  now  taken  root,  and  was  fron^ 
day  to   day    advancing.     Many  improve- 
ments had   arisen  since  the  date   of  the 
appointment    of    his    late    Royal    High- 
ness the  Duke  of  Gloucester  as  Chancellor 
of  the  University.     The  first  prize  he  es- 
tablished was  one  for  English  composition. 
But  it  was  in  1848,  the  University  of  Cam- 
bridge opened  an  entirely  new  field  of  Uni-^ 
versity  aistinction;  by  the  establishment  of 
two  new  tripos.  History,  political  economy, 
moral  philosophy,  botany,  all  the  various 
pursuits  of  science,  were  all  now  involved, 
and  would  henceforth  become  matter  of 
University  distinction.     But  it  was    said 
even  by  those  who  admitted  these  facts, 
that   nothing   was  done    to  improve   the 
colleges.      Now,   he    prayed   their  Lord- 
ships   attention  to  what  had  been  done 
in  this  respect.     Take,  for  example,  his 
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own  college,  the  Royal  foundation  of 
Trinity.  The  whole  of  the  statutes  of 
Trinity  had  heen  reformed;  they  had  heen 
consolidated;  they  had  been  amended,  but 
without  the  exigency  of  any  commission 
whatever.  That  revision  was  commenced 
by  the  college  in  1837,  and  the  new  sta- 
tutes were  completed  and  confirmed  by  the 
Crown  in  1844.  They  had  been  amended 
in  the  natural  way  at  the  recommendation 
of  the  Crown;  and  with  the  consent  of 
the  Crown  the  statutes  were  revised,  and 
adapted  to  the  present  times.  The  rival 
college,  St.  John's,  had  done  the  same. 
New  statutes  had  been  framed,  and  con* 
firmed  by  the  Crown  in  1849.  But  it  was 
said  there  were  local  restrictions  subsist- 
ing with  respect  to  the  election  to  fellow- 
ships, and  that  those  injudicious  restric- 
tions, for  so  they  were  in  many  instances, 
had  not  been  removed.  He  contended 
that  where  they  had  the  power  of  re- 
moving those  restrictions,  in  several  cases 
they  had  done  so.  The  whole  of  the 
statutes  of  Pembroke  College  had  been 
revised,  and  confirmed  by  the  Crown  in 
1844,  and  the  restrictions  of  fellowships  to 
counties  removed,  as  had  also  the  statutes 
of  Jesus*  College.  The  University,  for 
the  last  seven  years,  had  been  intent  on 
the  revision  of  its  own  statutes ;  and  that 
revision  was  very  nearly  brought  to  a  close, 
and  there  was  every  reason  to  suppose  that 
within  the  present  year  it  would  be  com- 
plete; and  this  had  been  done  without  any 
external  pressure.  Even  in  relation  to 
medical  deffrees,  enlarged  studies  had 
been  superadded  to  the  former  courses,  ex- 
aminations in  medicine  and  botany,  and  a 
course  of  chemistry.  He  had  only  glanced 
at  a  few  parts  of  the  reform  that  had  been 
effected,  and  all  the  professors  themselves 
were  anxious  to  render  their  courses  as 
efficacious  as  possible.  There  had  also 
been  various  prizes  founded  by  the  colleges 
themselves.  It  was  far  from  his  wish,  in 
stating  these  facts,  to  claim  any  peculiar 
merit  for  the  excellent  and  learned  persons 
who  had  been  engaged  in  this  work ;  they 
required  no  eulogium  from  him;  but  what 
he  wished  to  impress  on  the  minds  of  their 
Lordships  was,  that  these  improvements 
had  been  undertaken  voluntarily  by  autho- 
rities within  the  Universities,  and  that 
they  were  in  progress  at  the  time  when 
the  Commission  was  proposed  to  be  issued. 
He  thought  this  Commission  had  been 
undertaken  without  an  adequate  or  just 
appreciation  of  that  which  was  now  in  pro- 
gress, or  without  any  thought  aft  all  of  tfie 


difficulties  which  stood  in  the  way  of  thesa 
improvements  being  carried  out;  difficul- 
ties whch  such  a  Commission  could  hard- 
ly fail  to  increase.  The  parties  engaged 
in  effecting  these  improvements  included 
the  most  able  and  intelligent  men  within 
the  Universities;  but,  at  the  same  time, 
it  could  not  be  denied  but  that  they  con* 
stituted  a  numerical  minority,  and  there- 
fore the  effect  of  any  interference  would 
be  materially  to  increase  the  difficulty, 
and  add  to  the  task  which  these  reformers 
had  undertaken.  The  Government  were 
thus  about  to  forfeit,  or  at  least  to  risk, 
an  advantage  that  was  certain,  for  one  that 
was  more  than  doubtful.  He  was  far  from 
intending  to  say  that  the  whole  subject  of 
University  reform  could  be  effected  without 
the  interposition  of  Parliament;  but  how 
different  would  such  interference  appear 
when  forced  on  the  Universities,  compared 
with  Parliamentary  interference  asked  for 
by  the  Universities  themselves,  as  the 
means  of  overcoming  obstacles  that  they 
might  hereafter  find  to  stand  in  the  way 
of  their  improvements.  He  therefore 
thought  that  an  external  and  forcible  inter- 
ference with  improvements  now  in  pro* 
gross — interference  with  those  measures 
which  were  now  nearly  accomplished — was 
a  very  great  mistake,  and  might  inflict 
serious  injury.  He  was  sure  that,  in  his 
own  University  (Cambridge),  they  had 
nothing  in  the  world  to  conceal.  In  one 
respect,  indeed,  it  would  be  productive  of 
a  great  advantage ;  he  meant  in  dis- 
pelling the  absurd  belief  of  the  wealth 
of  that  University.  So  far  from  such  being 
the  fact,  they  had  not  money  enough  to 
build  an  enclosure  for  the  botanical  garden; 
and  they  had  scarcely  money  enough  to 
provide  stationery  to  lay  on  the  table  of 
the  senate-house.  It  was  supposed  that 
they  were  greatly  indebted  to  the  public 
purse,  and  that  such  assistance  laid  the 
grounds  for  an  inquiry.  The  very  con- 
trary was  the  fact.  They  contributed  to 
the  public  much  more  than  they  received. 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  he  be- 
lieved, extracted  from  the  University  of 
Cambridge  3,0002.  or  4,000^  a  year  in  the 
shape  of  stamp  duty  on  degrees,  and  only 
conferred  about  800{.  a  year  towards  the 
payment  of  certain  professors.  He  thought 
there  had  not  been  stated  adequate,  or  in- 
deed any,  grounds  to  justify  the  issuing  of  a 
Commission  at  present.  He  did  not  call 
upon  Government  to  reverse  their  deter- 
mination,  by  deciding  that  on  no  occasion 
should  a  Royal  Conuniasion  issue.    Bat  he 
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entreated  them  to  hesitate  and  consider 
whether  this  was  the  proper  time,  and  to 
wait  and  see  whether,  when  the  necessity 
arose,  an  application  for  a  Commission 
might  not  come  from  the  Universities  them- 
selves. He  gave  the  utmost  credit  to  Go- 
yernment  for  their  sincere  desire  to  advance 
the  cause  of  University  improvement;  but 
he  was  perfectly  persuaded  that  the  issuing 
of  a  Commission  at  the  present  moment, 
so  far  from  aiding  in  this  object,  might,  on 
the  contrary,  interfere  with  the  improve- 
ments already  in  progress  or  in  contempla- 
tion. He  hoped  there  would  be  no  objec- 
tion to  laying  this  correspondence  on  the 
table ;  and  he  should  also  wish  that  the 
form  of  the  intended  Commission,  and  the 
names  of  the  Commissioners,  should  be 
laid  on  the  table  before  a  final  step  was 
taken.  It  was  thus  alone  that  any  respon- 
sibility could  be  practically  enforced.  If 
the  House  were  kept  in  the  dark  till  these 
inquiries  were  commenced,  it  would  be  in 
Tain  to  expect  any  effective  interference  on 
the  part  of  this  or  of  the  other  House  of 
Parliament. 

The  Earl  of  CARLISLE  said,  that  on 
the  part  of  the  Government  there  was  no 
objection  to  the  production  of  the  papers 
moved  for;  but  begged  to  assure  the  noble 
Lord  and  the  House  that  both  Lord  John 
Russell  and  the  other  Members  of  the  Go- 
vernment, in  any  steps  they  contemplated 
on  this  subject,  were  actuated  by  most  re- 
spectful and  even  reverential  feelings  to- 
wards those  eminent  institutions.  For  his 
own  part  he  must  say,  that  ho  would  have 
to  sacrifice  altogether  his  private  feelings 
on  the  question  before  he  could  be  party  to 
any  commission  not  influenced  by  such 
considerations.  He  could  assure  his  noble 
Friend  that  the  Members  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  were  not  in  the  least  more 
disposed  than  himself  to  ignore  or  under- 
value^ (to  use  the  very  terms  of  his  noble 
Friend)  the  many  useful  improvements  and 
steps  in  the  direction  of  progress  which 
had  been  adopted,  and  which  were  in  the 
course  of  adoption  in  both  Universities. 
And,  indeed,  it  was  hoped  that  the  in- 
tended, commission  might  not  be  without 
its  use,  not  only  in  recognising  and  calling 
public  attention  to  them,  but  in  co-operat- 
ing with  and  encouraging  the  Universities 
in  their  praiseworthy  endeavours.  It  was 
notorious — ^his  noble  Friend  had  admitted 
it — that  many  of  those  improvements  were 
not  effected  without  considerable  resist- 
ance. He  (the  Earl  of  Carlisle)  enter- 
tained the  hope  that  the  proposed  inquiry 


would  give  strength  and  encouragement  to 
the  friends   of    rational    improvement  in 
those  learned  institutions.     The  proposed 
commission  had  no  doubt  been  subjected 
to  a  great  deal  of  censure.  AppreheDsiou 
had  been  expressed  that  any  proceedings 
on  the  part  of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
on  this  question  might  have  a  daugeroos 
effect;    but  he   must  say  that  he   should 
draw   quite   a  contrary  inference.       The 
more  ignorance    and   misconception   pre- 
vailed on  any  subject,  the  more  useful  it 
appeared  to  him  to  let  in  upon  it  the  full 
light  of  day,  and  to  let  it  be  shown  in  what 
respects  the  institution  which  was  the  sub- 
ject of  attack  was  unjustly  impeached,  and 
in  what  respects  it  called  for  and  admitted 
well-considered   improvements.     It   must, 
he  thought,  be  obvious  that  the  charters, 
and  instruments,  and  statutes  which  were 
framed  in  the  days  of  the  Plantagenets 
and  the  Tudors,  although  modified  in  the 
days  of  Archbishop  Laud,  must  be  found 
not  to  meet  in  all  respects  the  require- 
ments of  the  present  day.     The  alteration 
or  diversion  of  these  statutes  and  charters 
from  their  original  intentions  was  in  some 
respects    absolutely  necessary,    in   conse- 
quence of  the  change  of  manners,    pur- 
suits, and  even  of  the  religion  of  the  coun- 
try.    He  admitted,   however,   that    such 
alteration  or  diversion   must  always  be  a 
matter  of  extreme  deliberation  and  cau- 
tion.    At  the  same  time  their  Lordships 
must  remember  that  nothing  of  that  kind 
would  take  place  without  the  intervention 
of  the  Legislature;  and  it  seemed  to  him 
that  one  of  the  most  useful  points  to  which 
the  labours  of  the  commission  could  be  di- 
rected would  be  to  consider,  in  conjunction 
with  the  resident  members  of  the  Univer- 
sity, who,  from  their  habitual  experience* 
must  be  most  thoroughly  acquainted  with 
the  subject,  what  was  most  required,  and 
in  what  respects  application  might  be  made 
to  the  Legislature  for  further  alterations 
and  modifications  of  the  existing  laws.     It 
might  be  said — and  it  had  been  said,  he 
knew — that  any  suggestions  for  such  mo- 
difications or  alterations  might  be  confided 
entirely  to  those  learned  bodies  themselves; 
that  the  public  might  safely  leave  it  to 
them  to  suggest  what  was  necessary  to  be 
revised  or  introduced.      But  it  was  cer- 
tainly obvious  that  those  who  had  desired 
the  issue  of  the  contemplated  commission, 
would  not  be  satisfied  to  leave  the  question 
in  their  hands.  Whatever  might  be  thought 
of  the  proceedings  of  the  Government  oa 
this  question,  he  most  unequivocally  dis« 
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claimed  on  their  part  any  feeling  of  hos- 
tility or  disrespect  towards  the  Universities. 
If  any  want  of  due  regard  had  been  shown 
either  to  the  resident  members  or  to  the 
illustrious  persons  who  were  the  guardians 
of  the  Universities,  he  was'  sure  that  no 
one  could  more  deeply  regret  it  than  his 
noble  Friend  at  the  head  of  the  Govern- 
ment. The  two  individuals  who  filled  the 
post  of  Chancellor  of  either  University  held 
that  rank  in  the  estimation  of  all  men 
which  would  make  it  impossible  that  any 
wilful  disrespect  should  be  intended.  Their 
Lordships  would  remember  that  under  the 
Government  of  Sir  Robert  Peel  a  commis- 
sion was  issued  to  inquire  into  the  re- 
sources of  cathedral  and  other  ecclesias- 
tical establishments;  and  he  would  under- 
take to  assert  that  the  very  names  of  the 
most  reverend  persons  who  served  upon 
that  commission  afforded  of  themselves  a 
proof  and  guarantee  that  no  disrespect  was 
intended  towards  the  bodies  who  were  the 
subject  of  that  inquiry.  And  so  with  re- 
spect to  the  present  commission  :  whoever 
might  be  the  persons  who  should  be  ap- 
pointed to  serve  upon  it,  he  felt  sure,  and 
he  could  take  upon  himself  to  state  to 
their  Lordships,  that  the  Government 
would  take  care  that  they  should  be  men 
who,  besides  their  general  character,  would, 
be  actuated  by  the  most  tender  attachment 
and  respect  towards  the  Universities,  and 
who  would  be  fitted,  by  their  more  ei tended 
relations  with  the  world  out  of  doors,  to  co- 
operate beneficially  with  the  most  enlight- 
ened friends  of  education  within  the  Uni- 
versities. 

The  Earl  of  POWIS  looked  upon  the 
proposed  Commission  as  an  indication  of  the 
Government's  intention,  not  merely  to  im- 
prove the  course  of  studies  in  the  Universi- 
ties, but,  in  compliance  with  the  cry  which 
had  been  so  often  raised  in  the  other 
House  of  Parliament,  to  admit  those  to 
their  privileges  whom  the  present  consti- 
tution and  statutes  eicluded.  "  Univer- 
sity Reform  "  had  come  to  be  synonymous 
with  the  "admission  of  Dissenters  into 
the  Universities."  Considering  the  mibn- 
ner  in  which  the  Government  had  consent- 
ed to  the  issue  of  a  commission,  he  thought 
it  was  not  at  all  extraordinary  that  the 
commission  should  be  looked  upon  with 
considerable  jealousy  by  both  Universities. 
If  the  commission  had  been  announced  by 
the  First  Minister  of  the  Crown  as  a  sub- 
stantive measure,  it  might  then  have  come 
to  the  Universities  with  professions  of  ami- 
ty;  but  such  professions  now  came  too 
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late.  If  the  commissioners  should  deal 
with  the  Universities  in  the  manner  antici- 
pated by  those  who  were  favourable  to  the 
commission,  they  would  be  guilty  of  a 
direct  infraction  of  the  laws  of  property; 
the  J  would  destroy  property  granted  to 
the  Universities,  not  by  the  public,  but  bj 
the  piety  and  munificence  of  individuals  in 
past  ages,  who  had  sacrificed  their  fortunes 
that  they  might  be  enabled  to  found 
scholarships  and  professorships  for  the 
encouragement  of  learning  for  all  future 
ages.  The  First  Minister  in  the  Commis- 
sion had  pointed  to  the  destruction  of  all 
fellowships  and  scholarships  appropriated 
by  their  founders  to  certain  districts  or 
schools.  Was  this  to  encourage  persons 
hereafter  to  leave  property  to  the  Univer- 
sities ?  The  Universities  were  eiemptcd 
from  the  statutes  of  mortmain,  to  encou- 
rage those  grants  and  bequests  which  this 
interference  with  property  would  stop. 
The  noble  Earl  who  had  just  pronounced 
a  declaration  of  goodwill  to  the  Universities 
on  the  part  of  the  Government,  had  alluded 
as  a  precedent  to  the  Ecclesiastical  Com- 
mission issued  by  Sir  Robert  Peel.  He 
thought  the  noble  Earl  could  not  have 
chosen  a  precedent  more  calculated  to 
strike  terror  and  to  create  hostility  in  the 
breasts  of  the  friends  of  the  Universities. 
What  was  the  result  of  that  commission  ? 
It  destroyed  two  bishoprics  of  the  country, 
as  far  as  episcopal  property  was  concerned; 
and  a  Bill  was  now  in  the  other  House  of 
Parliament,  the  object  of  which  was  to 
divert  episcopal  revenues  to  parochial  pur- 
poses. It  did  not  attempt  to  reform  or 
make  more  efficient  the  cathedrals.  It 
simply  proceeded  to  seize  upon  their  re« 
venues,  in  order  to  augment  small  livings, 
while  it  did  not  do  anything  to  remove 
those  legal  obstructions  and  absurd  pro- 
visions of  the  Act  of  Geo.  II.  which  pre- 
vent donations  of  land  and  bequests  to 
those  livings.  The  members  of  the  Uni- 
versities would  be  justified  in  being  ex- 
tremely cautious  as  to  the  evidence  which 
they  should  give  under  the  intended  com- 
mission, which  it  was  believed  was  not 
sanctioned  by  the  constitution  of  the  coun- 
try. The  statement  of  the  noblei  Earl 
would  have  the  effect  of  warning  both 
Universities  that  their  property  was  not 
likely  to  be  dealt  with  in  a  more  tender 
manner  than  were  the  episcopal  and  cathe- 
dral properties  by  the  Ecclesiastical  Com- 
mission issued  during  the  Government  of 
Sir  Robert  Peel. 
Lord  BROUOHAJC    perfectly  agreed 
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with  his  noble  Friend  who  spoke  last  but 
one,  that  nothing  could  be  more  untrue 
than  the  supposition  that  the  issuing  of 
this  commission  arose  from  any  want  of 
respect,  or  from  any  unkindly  feeling  to- 
wards the  Universities.  Nevertheless,  he, 
for  one,  must  say  that  he  thought  the 
issuing  of  that  commission  was  a  very 
great  error  —  a  very  grievous  mistake. 
Having  already,  in  the  letter  which  he  had 
addressed  to  his  noble  and  gallant  Friend 
who  sat  near  him  (the  Duke  of  Welling- 
ton), and  which,  no  doubt,  most  of  their 
Lordships  had  read — having  stated  in  that 
letter  his  arguments  against  the  issuing  of 
the  commission,  he  would  not  now  trouble 
their  Lordships  with  a  repetition  of  them. 
That  letter  he  felt  bound  to  writo  in  con- 
sequence of  his  own  position  at  the  head 
of  one  of  the  colleges  of  this  country, 
namely,  the  University  College  of  London, 
which  possessed  very  considerable  endow- 
ments. In  writing  it,  he  acted  entirely 
on  his  own  responsibility;  he  wrote  it  with- 
out having  had  any  communication  with 
the  other  authorities  in  that  college  ;  he 
had  purposely  avoided  making  them  re- 
sponsible. He  was  also  prompted  to  write 
that  letter  in  consequence  of  the  part 
which  he  took  in  inquiries  of  this  de- 
scription in  1833,  and,  indeed,  ever  since 
1816.  Their  Lordships  would  recollect 
that  from  the  commission  of  inquiry  into 
the  public  schools,  and  other  educational 
establishments  of  the  country,  the  Univer- 
sities were  carefully  exempted.  The  Go- 
vernment with  which  he  was  connected 
excepted  the  Universities  expressly  for  the 
reason  given  by  his  noble  Friend  opposite, 
namely,  that  they  knew  improvements 
were  going  on  in  those  institutions,  and 
they  felt  that  it  would  be  unwise  to  inter- 
rupt them.  Still,  such  an  inquiry  would 
have  been  far  more  appropriate  than  that 
which  would  take  place  under  the  pro- 
posed commission  ;  because  the  inquiry  in 
the  time  of  Lord  Melbourne,  and  to  which  he 
(Lord  Brougham)  was  a  party,  was  a  com- 
pulsory proceeding.  It  was  said  by  the 
noble  Earl  that  this  was  to  be  a  voluntary 
proceeding.  So  much  the  worse,  because 
they  would  have  one-sided  information — 
they  would  have  those  persons  who  were 
discontented  with  all  that  was  done,  and 
everything  that  was  not  done,  coming  for- 
ward to  give  their  information.  It  might 
be  very  correct  information ;  but  what 
would  become  of  those  parties  who  were  to 
be  assailed  by  such  informants  ?  They 
would  have  no  means  of  defence ;  they 


would  not  have  the  power  of  sommoniiif 
one  single  person  to   give    testimony  in 
their  defence  before  the    Commissionen. 
It  was  exactly  as  if  himself  or  the  noUa 
Lord  opposite  were   indicted  for  any  of- 
fence, and  the  Crown  bad  the  power  of 
summoning  witnesses  to    prove   the  oaae 
against   them,  whilst  they  had   no   power 
of  summoning  evidence  to  prove  an  aUbi, 
or  to  prove  that  other  persons  had  com- 
mitted the  offence  alleged  against  theoi. 
That  was  precisely  the  position  in  whiek 
the  members  of  the  Universities  would  be 
placed  by  this  voluntary  commission  of  in- 
quiry.     He    recollected  that,    when  the 
heads  of  different    colleges   and    schoob 
were  examined  before  the  Education  Cons' 
mittee,  he  compelled  those   worthy  per- 
sons to  produce  all   the    information   is 
their  power  with  respect  to  the  collcgss 
to  which  they  belonged,  and  thus  he  oov- 
pcllod  them  to  break  their  oaths,  as  they 
fancied.      And   why  ?      Because   it   was 
found  that  they  had  miscoustrued    their 
oaths,  they  having  overlooked  the  excep- 
tion in  them,  nisi  aliqud  necessiiaU  oo- 
gente  vet  utilitate  iuadente.     But  thcrs 
were   some  oaths  in  which  there  was  no 
such  exception,  and  he  did  not  like  to  in- 
terfere in  such  matters,  even  where  hs 
had  full  power  as  Chairman  of  the  House 
of  Commons  Committee.      He    must  say 
he  was  a  little  astonished  to  read  a  let- 
ter of  the  Illustrious  Chancellor   of  the 
University  of  Cambridge  on  this  subject, 
to  which  his  noble  Friend  opposite  had  re- 
ferred.    He  (Lord  Brougham)  deeply  re* 
grelted  that  that  Illustrious   Prince  had 
been  placed  in  the  false  position  of  Chan- 
cellor of  a  University  of  this  country,  and 
for  this  short  reason — that  the  Chancellor 
of  a  University  ought  to  be  a  person  wholly 
unconnected  with  the  Crown-^wholly  in* 
dependent  of  the  Crown — because  it  might 
be  his  bounden  duty,  as  Chancellor,  to  be 
in  conflict  with  the  Crown.      His   noUe 
and  illustrious  Friend  near  him  (the  Duke 
of  Wellington)  was  unconnected  with  the 
Crown,  and  might  well  perform  the  duties 
of  Chancellor  of  the  University  of  Oxford, 
as  he  did  well  perform  them.     He  was  not 
in  the  false  position  in  which  Prince  Albert 
was  with  respect  to  the  Crown  and  the 
Chancellorship  of  the  University  of  Cam- 
bridge.    Now,  the  very  first  result  of  that 
false    position   was,    that  the   Illustrious 
Prince  had  writton  a  letter  on  this  suhject, 
approving  of   the    commission  in   strong 
terms,  and  that  letter  had  made  him  un- 
popular   in    tho  University.     He  (Lord 
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Brougham)  would,  if  he  had  the  honour  of 
an  interview  with  that  Illustrious  Prince, 
remind  him  that  he  had  mistaken  the  law 
of  this  country  a  little  when  he  said  that 
a  Royal  Commission  spoke  the  sense  of 
Parliament.     A  very  natural  mistake  was 
that  for  those  who  had  lived  in  countries 
whore  the  Legislature  and  the  Prince  were 
one  and  the  same  person.     In  that  case,  a 
Royal  Commission  did  speak  the  sense  of 
the  Legislature.     In  Germany,  no  doubt,  it 
did  ;  but  in  this  country  it  did  not.     The 
sense  of  Parliament  was  spoken  by  an  Act 
of  Parliament,  and  not  at  all  by  a  Royal 
Commission.     A  Royal  Commission  in  this 
country  spoke  the  sense  of  the  Crown,  that 
was  to  say,  of  the  Minister  of  the  Crown, 
but  it  in  no  way  spoke  the  sense  of  Parlia- 
ment.    It  appeared  that  this  commission 
did  not  arise  from  any  want  of  respect  or 
kindly  feelings  towards  the  Universities  on 
the  part  of  the  Government,  but  from  a 
desire  on  their   part  to  satisfy  the  pre- 
judices of  certain  parties.     But  could  that 
be  said  to  be  a  sufficient  reason  for  the 
issue  of  this  commission,  and  particularly 
when,  as  he  knew  of  his  own  knowledge, 
the  Universities  were  making  rapid,  wise, 
and    most    useful    improvements  ?      The 
question  was,  whether    it  was    right  or 
wrong  that  '*  certain  people's  prejudices  " 
should  be  satisfied  by  the  issue  of  this 
commission  ?     Were  they  to  deal  with  this 
question,  as  they  were  dealing  with  the 
Post  Office,  to  satisfy  the  prejudices  of 
certain  individuals  ?     There  was  a  pres- 
sure, it  was  said,  from  without  on  this  sub- 
ject.     The    question    was   whether   that 
pressure  ought  to  be  yielded  to  or  resisted. 
He  deemed  it  ought  to  be  resisted. 

The  Eakl  of  CARLISLE  would  be 
sorry  that  an  inference  should  be  drawn 
from  any  words  of  his  which  he  had  not 
intended  to  convey.  When  he  referred  to 
the  commission  relating  to  chapters,  it  was 
not  his  intention  to  indicate  that  the  same 
results  were  likely  to  follow  from  this  com- 
mission as  followed  from  that.  Their  re- 
venues were  then  transferred,  be  it  right 
or  wrong,  to  other  persons  and  purposes. 
There  were  no  others  now  to  whom  it  was 
proposed  to  transfer  the  property  of  the 
Universities. 

LoBD  BROUGHAM  wm  not  sure  of 
that. 

The  Earl  of  CARLISLE  disclaimed 
any  such  intention.  He  only  referred  to 
the  former  commission  for  the  purpose  of 
showing  that  this  proceeding  was  dictated 
by  no  want  of  respect. 


The  DuKB  of  WELLINGTON  was 
happy  to  hear  the  explanation  of  the  noble 
Earl.  He  must  confess  he  was  perfectly 
satisfied  with  what  was  stated  in  the  first 
instance,  on  the  understanding  that  the 
intention  was  to  make  choice  of  the  per- 
sons who  should  compose  this  proposed 
commission  on  the  principle  on  whicn  the 
persons  were  selected  who  composed  the 
Ecclesiastical  Commission. 

Lord  BROUGHAM  observed,  that  if  a 
commission  was  appointed,  though  it  should 
consist  of  angels,  this  must  inevitably  fol- 
low— they  must  open  their  doors,  and  their 
ears,  and  their  books  of  notes  to  receive 
the  information  and  all  the  accusations 
that  any  discontented  persons  chose  to  lay 
before  them;  nor  could  they  suppress  this. 
It  must  be  reported  and  printed,  and  laid 
before  Parliament. 

The  Dure  of  WELLINGTON  entirely 
agreed  with  his  noble  and  learned  Friend 
(Lord  Brougham)  upon  the  abstract  ques- 
tion of  the  appointment  of  a  commission  to 
inquire  into  the  Universities  at  all.  He 
(the  Duke  of  Wellington)  had  stated  his 
opinion  upon  that  question,  and  he  did  not 
think  it  necessary  to  state  it  again.  That 
upon  which  he  intended  to  express  his 
satisfaction  was  the  explanation  of  the 
noble  Earl  respecting  the  choice  of  the 
members  of  the  commission.  The  nobl0 
Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Government,  who 
had  declared  his  intention  of  advising  the 
appointment  of  this  commission,  had  stated 
in  his  letter  addressed  to  the  Illustrious 
Prince  and  to  himself  respectively,  as  ths 
Chancellors  of  the  Universities,  the  object 
to  which  the  inquiries  should  be  direotedh 
He  (the  Duke  of  Wellington)  certainly  did 
not  desire  that  those  inquiries  should  be 
made;  he  did  not  think  those  inquiries 
were  necessary.  But,  if  they  were  to  have 
a  commission,  he  did  desire  that  it  should 
be  composed  in  the  manner  referred  to  by 
the  noble  Earl. 

On  Question,  agreed  to. 

House  adjourn^  till  To-morrow. 


HOUSE   OF  COMMONS, 

Thursday,  June  13,  1850. 

MivoTis.]  PuBuo  Bills.— 1*  CmeUf  to  AnfanSlS 
(Scotland);  Sunday  Trading  Prevsntion ;  Rail- 
way  Audit. 

Beported,^Covxitj  Court  Exteniion ;  Marriafet ; 
General  Board  of  Health. 

[Mb.  Speaker  took  the  Chair  at  Four  of 
the  olock  in  the  New  House  of  Comnyasi] 
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SEWERAGE  OF  WESTMINSTER. 

Mr.  T.  GREENE  put  the  following 
question,  of  which  he  had  jc^ven  notice,  to 
Viscount  Ebrington  : — •*  Whether  there  is 
any  intention  of  erecting  a  steam  engine 
at  the  comer  of  Palace-yard,  for  the  pur- 
pose of  forcing  the  contents  of  the  sewer 
to  a  higher  level.  If  there  be  such  inten- 
tion, whether  it  is  proposed  that  such 
steam  engine  shall  permanently  remain,  or 
is  it  only  to  be  placed  there  for  a  tempo- 
rary purpose :  if  for  a  temporary  purpose, 
how  long  may  it  be  probably  required  to 
remain  there?  Also,  how  far  it  was  likely 
that  an  injurious  effect  would  be  produced 
by  stirring  up  the  sewerage  at  this  time  of 
the  year." 

Viscount  EBRINGTON  said,  that  if 
his  Colleagues  in  Parliament  and  himself 
had  allowed  to  pass  without  notice  the  nu- 
merous mis-statements  and  charges  which 
had  been  made  against  the  Commissioners 
of  Sewers,  it  was  not  because  they  acqui- 
esced in  the  justice  of  those  charges,  or 
were  unprepared  with  an  answer  to  them 
at  the  proper  time,  but  because  they  did 
not  wish  to  interrupt  the  regular  business 
of  the  House  by  raising  incidental  debates. 
In  answer  to  the  first  question,  he  had  to 
say  that  it  certainly  was  the  intention  of 
the  Commissioners  to  place  a  steam  engine 
in  Palace-yard.  The  drainage  of  that 
district  of  Westminster,  in  which  the  Com- 
missioners were  proceeding  to  make  great 
improvements,  had  been  for  some  time  un- 
der consideration.  The  district  was  a  very 
low  one ;  most  injurious  consequences 
had  resulted  from  the  want  of  drainage 
there ;  and  several  unforeseen  circum- 
stances, amongst  others  the  unexpected 
illness  of  their  chief  engineer  shortly  after 
he  was  appointed,  had  delayed  the  pro- 
ceeding with  those  works  until  a  period 
which  the  Commissioners  regretted.  The 
object  with  which  the  steam  engine  was 
placed  in  Palace-yard  was  for  the  purpose 
of  raising  the  water  up  to  the  level  of  the 
existing  sewer  in  York-street.  It  was  ob- 
vious that  in  driving  a  much  deeper  sewer 
to  enable  the  men  to  work,  all  the  sewer- 
age must  bo  diverted  into  a  neighbouring 
sewer;  and  this  sewer  being  on  a  higher 
level,  the  steam  engine  was  necessary  to 
lift  it.  The  engine  would  remain  until  the 
sewer  was  finished,  which  would  be  about 
four  months  from  the  present  time;  then  it 
would  be  removed  and  the  ground  made 
up.  The  stirring  up  of  the  sewerage,  he 
feared,  was  unavoidably  incident  to  the 
execution  of  any  new  work;  but  in  order 


that  the  residents  in  the  neighbooriiQod 
might  suffer  as  little  annoyance  as  possiUe 
from  the  smoke,  directions  had  been  gives 
for  the  use  of  Welsh  coal  and  anthracite, 
which  produced  very  little  smoke. 

Mr.  T.  GREENE  wished  to  know  whj 
the  work  was  proceeded  with  at  this  par- 
ticular period  of  the  year  ? 

Viscount  EBRINGTON  said,  thegretk- 
est  complaints  had  been  made  hy  the  Com- 
missioners for  the  Improvement  of  W«t- 
minster,  who  represented  that  all  their 
operations  must  be  suspended  unless  thii 
sewer  was  made.  The  Commissioners  of 
Sewers  were  aware  that  it  was  undesird^ 
to  execute  such  works  during  the  hot  ms- 
son;  but  if  this  sewer  was  not  proceeded 
with,  the  drainage  of  the  district  would  be 
indefinitely  retarded.  The  present  sewer 
was  part  of  a  general  plan  for  draining  the 
metropolitan  districts  on  the  north  side  d 
the  river. 

Mr.  HENLET  feared  the  health  of 
those  who  resided  near  must  suffer  from 
this  pumping  up  of  the  sewage  water.  Not 
long  ago  that  neighbourhood  had  suffered 
very  severely  from  a  similar  cause,  and 
those  living  near  the  spot  were  now  under 
considerable  apprehension  of  the  outbreak 
of  some  fearful  maladv. 

Viscount  EBRINGTON  was  not  aware 
that  any  further  precautions  could  he  taken. 
It  was  obvious  that  if,  during  the  summer 
months,  works  were  to  be  stopped  entirely, 
the  execution  of  improvements  in  the  me- 
tropolis must  be  indefinitely  postponed. 
The  execution  of  these  works  almost  un- 
avoidably occasioned  temporary  inconveni- 
ence; and  the  question  was,  whether  it 
was  better  to  incur  the  permanent  eril  of  de- 
lay, from  arresting  the  works,  or  the  tran- 
sitory evil  occasioned  by  their  execution. 

Sir  B.  hall  said,  he  should  he  glad 
to  know  why,  as  this  Commission  had  been 
in  operation  several  months,  thej  could 
not  have  chosen  some  other  time  than  the 
hot  season  for  raking  up  all  this  offensive 
matter.  This  was  no  time  for  opening 
sewers  and  erecting  steam  engines.  He 
also  wished  to  know  whether  the  matter 
had  been  brought  under  the  consideration 
of  the  Board  of  Health;  also,  why  it  was 
necessary  that  this  sewer  should  now  be 
made — was  that  end  of  the  town  so  low 
that  it  was  impossible  to  find  an  outlet  for 
the  drainage  ?  The  preceding  day,  in 
coming  to  the  door  of  that  House,  he  had 
been  assailed  by  an  almost  intolerable 
smell.  The  drainage  of  the  Houses  of 
Parliament  was  most  imperfect. 
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Viscount  EBRINGTON  said,  the  sub- 
ject had  been  under  consideration  for  a 
length  of  time;  but  when  hon.  Members 
found  fault  with  the  slow  working  of  the 
Commissioners  of  Sewers,  they  should  re- 
member that  that  body  had  worked  from 
the  beginning  under  an  extremely  compli- 
cated system  of  law,  which  obliged  six 
members  of  the  board  to  be  present  to 
hear  even  the  most  trivial  complaints  of 
ratepayers — that  the  attendance  of  the 
Commissioners  was  frequent — that  it  was 
also  gratuitous — and  that  the  gi'eater  part 
of  them,  having  many  other  duties  to  per- 
form, could  only  give  a  portion  of  their 
time  to  the  business  of  the  Commission. 
The  subject  of  this  sewer  had  been  enter- 
tained for  some  time.  It  was  only  recently 
that  the  plans  and  estimates  for  the  works 
now  in  progress  in  Palace-yard  were  in  a 
sufficiently  advanced  state  to  allow  of  a 
commencement  being  made.  With  respect 
to  the  drainage  of  the  New  Houses  of 
Parliament,  he  certainly  did  not  consider 
it  to  be  in  a  satisfactory  state.  He  did 
not  consider  the  sewers  to  be  properly  con- 
structed; but  that  was  a  matter  for  the 
consideration  of  the  Commission  who  were 
charged  with  the  superintendence  of  the 
New  House.  The  sewers  were  a  great 
deal  too  large,  and  if  they  acted  as  such 
sewers  usudly  did,  as  elongated  cesspools, 
as  long  as  there  was  ordure  at  the  other 
end  they  would  give  out  offensive  smells. 
But  the  Sewers  Commission  were  not  to 
blame  for  a  matter  which  was  not  under 
their  superintendence. 

Sir  B.  hall  said,  the  particular  ques- 
tion he  wished  to  put  with  reference  to  the 
Houses  of  Parliament  was  this: — Had 
the  sewer  which  had  been  constructed 
under  the  superintendence  of  the  clerk 
of  works  been  placed  in  such  a  low 
level  that  it  would  not  work;  and  was  it 
necessary  for  the  sewage  to  be  pumped 
up? 

Viscount  EBRINGTON  said,  that  he 
should  not  like  to  trust  himself,  without 
previous  notice,  to  answer  a  question  as  to 
figures  and  levels. 

Lord  ASHLEY  said,  that  all  that  could 
be  done  in  the  matter  by  the  Board  of 
Health  had  been  done;  there  was  scarcely 
an  inch  of  the  ground  to  which  their  at- 
tention had  not  been  called.  With  regard 
to  the  sewerage  of  the  Houses  of  Parlia- 
ment the  board  was  sitting  or  was  shortly 
about  to  sit   upon  the  three  great  cess- 

lXM)ls. 

TheEARLof  ARUNDEL  and  SURREY 


said,  that  as  the  two  boards  over  which 
the  noble  Lords  respectively  presided 
appeared  to  be  powerless,  so  far  as  the 
remedying  of  this  defect  was  concern- 
ed, he  hoped  that  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
the  Home  Secretary  would  step  in  and  do 
something  for  the  protection  of  Members 
of  the  House. 
Subject  dropped. 

COUNTY  COURTS  EXTENSION  BILL. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

House  in  Committee;  Mr.  Bemal  in  the 
chair 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  moved 
a  clause  enacting  that  the  deputy  judge 
should  not  practise  in  districts  while  he 
acted  as  deputy.  Clerks  appointed  after 
the  passing  of  the  Act  should,  he  pro- 
posed, be  compelled  to  reside  in  the  dis- 
trict. 

Sir  J.  GRAHAM  said,  it  was  hardly 
possible  to  discuss  this  Bill  in  Committee 
satisfactorily  in  the  present  chamber.  As 
he  stated  yesterday,  he  heard  everything 
from  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  but  he 
could  not  hear  a  word  of  what  was  said 
by  hon.  Members  who  sat  before  him  on 
the  same  side  of  the  House.  He  said  he 
wished  to  call  the  attention  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  the  evidence  given  by  Mr.  Hagley, 
a  competent  officer  of  the  Government,  in 
a  valuable  report  respecting  the  present 
state  of  the  law  for  the  recovery  of  small 
debts.  The  clause  under  discussion,  in 
its  present  shape,  would  have  a  prospec- 
tive operation.  Now,  under  the  existing 
Act  the  clerks  of  county  courts  were  ap- 
pointed by  the  Judges,  with  the  sanction 
of  the  Lord  Chancellor  ;  and  when  once 
that  sanction  was  given,  it  could  not  be 
withdrawn.  The  result  was,  that  no  direct 
power  was  possessed  by  the  Government 
to  remove  a  clerk,  whatever  might  be  his 
misconduct ;  and  at  present  there  were 
some  of  the  clerks  who  resided  out  of  their 
districts.  This  was  an  unsatisfactory  state 
of  things,  and  the  evidence  of  Mr.  Hagley 
was  strong  in  favour  of  a  power  of  removal 
being  vested  either  in  the  Secretary  of 
State  or  in  the  Lord  Chancellor — he  should 
prefer  in  the  Secretary  of  State.  There 
was  no  doubt  that  the  country  had  pro- 
nounced very  decidedly  in  favour  of  the 
extension  of  the  jurisdiction  of  the  county 
courts.  He  would  admit  that  there  were 
some  doubts  whether  the  extension  would 
be  found  to  work  so  well  as  had  been  anti- 
cipated; but  the  opinion  was  so  strong  in 
favour  of  the  present  Bill,  that  he  thought 
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it  would  be  better  to  extend  tbe  jarisdic- 
tion  of  these  courts.  But  it  would  be 
most  desirable  that  the  present  occasion 
should  be  taken  to  remove  every  defect  in 
the  working  of  the  Act.  The  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department  had, 
he  believed,  appointed  a  commission  con- 
sisting of  five  county  court  judges;  and  he 
was  confident  that  the  Government  would 
avail  themselves  of  the  opportunity  to  ap- 
ply a  corrective  to  the  defects  of  the  exist- 
ing law.  One  more  defect  pointed  out  by 
Mr.  Hagley  was  respecting  the  doubtful 
state  in  which  the  existing  law  left  the 
power  to  use  existing  courts  for  the  sit- 
tings of  county  court  judges  ;  and  he 
(Sir  J.  Graham)  thought  it  advisable  to 
take  powers  providing  that  wherever  there 
were  existing  courts  they  should  be  avail- 
able for  the  purposes  of  this  Act,  provided 
any  damage  that  might  be  done  to  the 
buildings  was  repaired  from  the  funds 
raised  under  the  measure.  With  regard 
to  the  clause  before  the  Committee,  he 
thonght  it  ought  to  have  a  retroactive  as 
well  as  a  prospective  operation. 

Sir  G.  grey  agreed  with  his  right 
bon.  Friend  that  it  would  be  desirable  to 
be  able  to  remove  clerks  in  cases  of  mis- 
conduct, fie  should  be  prepared  to  carry 
out  the  recommendations  of  the  committee 
of  coimty  court  judges  so  far  as  they 
might  appear  calculated  to  improve  the 
law  and  practice  of  the  courts. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  had 
next  a  clause  enacting  that  summonses 
and  orders  might  be  served  by  parties  or 
their  agents.  Such  a  clause  had  been 
very  generally  demanded,  and  he  had  pre- 
pared one  in  which  he  had  endeavoured  to 
carry  out  the  wishes  of  those  parties. 
But  he  had  since  received  so  many  repre- 
sentations of  the  difficulty  and  danger  of 
admitting  such  a  principle,  that  he  had 
great  doubts  whether  the  House  ought  to 
agree  to  the  clause.  It  seemed  hard,  upon 
the  one  hand,  that  parties  should  be  com- 
pelled, at  some  expense,  to  employ  others 
to  do  what  they  were  able  and  willing  to 
do  lor  themselves.  But  remembering,  on 
the  other  hand,  that  the  due  service  of 
the  summons  was  the  foundation  of  the 
jarisdictton  of  the  court,  and  that  the 
courts  would  be  liable  to  be  imposed  upon 
if  plainti£fs  were  to  be  allowed  to  serve 
their  own  summonses,  he  was  inclined  to 
think  that  it  would  be  better  that  some 
additional  expense  should  be  incurred  than 
thai  the  courts  should  be  exposed  to  the 


difficulty  of  a  disputed  juriadiction, 
might  be  the  consequence  of  allowing  par> 
ties  to  serve  their  own  sammonaes.  Wilk 
the  leave  of  the  House,  he  therefore  pn>- 
posed  to  withdraw  the  claaao. 

Clause  withdrawn. 

Sir  G.  PECHELL  said,  that  hon. 
Members  near  him  were  labonrinff  under 
this  disadvantage — that  they  conkl  not 
hear  one  word.  There  was  somelhing  ia 
the  clause  to  enable  parties  to  serre  their 
own  summonses.  [The  Attobjikt  Gksk- 
RAL  :  I  have  withdrawn  it.  ]  He  had  net 
heard  anything  about  it ;  hut  if  the  kon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  did  intend  to  per- 
severe in  moving  the  clause —  [An  Hob. 
Member:  It  is  withdrawn.]  If  the  boa. 
and  learned  Gentleman  had  only  spokca 
loud  enough,  he  might  have  heard  that 
the  clause  was  withdrawn  ;  but  he  could 
hear  nothing  about  it. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  codd 
assure  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  that 
he  had  spoken  at  the  top  of  his  roice,  and, 
if  the  Chairman  would  acquit  him  of  dis- 
respect, he  would  turn  roond  and  repeat  ta 
the  hon.  Member  what  he  had  said. 

Mr.  HUME  would  really  suggest  to  die 
Committee  whether  they  had  better  not 
retire  to  the  other  House.  Except  tbe 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Mess- 
her  for  Ripon,  he  had  not  been  able  to 
hear  one  word. 

Mr.  GOULBURN:  The  reason  was 
because  the  Committee  expected  to  hear 
something  worth  hearing  from  his  right 
hon.  Friend,  and  accor^ngly  thej  had 
listened. 

Sir  J.  GRAHAM  said,  it  was  more 
important  that  the  Committee  should  he 
able  to  hear  what  fell  from  the  Goremment 
than  anything  he  could  say.  He  eoM 
assure  the  House  that  it  was  inipeosible  for 
hon.  Members  to  hear  what  was  smd  by 
those  who  were  seated  before  them.  In  a 
debate  that  might  not  be  inconvenient,  bat 
in  Committee  it  was  exceedingly  so. 

Mr.  STAFFORD  had  been  sitting  on 
the  Ministerial  side,  and  had  been  straining 
to  hear  what  was  going  on.  He  had,  how- 
over,  been  compelled  to  cross  over  to  the 
Opposition  bench  in  order  to  listen  to  the 
Members  of  the  Government. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  said, 
the  next  clause  he  had  to  propose  was 
of  considerable  importance.  At  vm 
if  a  person  laid  a  plaint,  and  served  it  on  a 
defendant,  even  though  the  latter  made  ■» 
defence,  the  plaintiff  was  obliged  to  go  te 
the  court  with  aU.  his  witnesses  and 
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all  the  expense  of  proving  his  dehi.  Now, 
his  object  in  the  present  clause  was,  that 
whether  the  defendant  was  served  or  not, 
if  he  knew  that  a  suit  was  about  to  be  in- 
stituted, he  might  agree  with  the  plaintiff 
about  the  debt,  and  enter  an  agreement  in 
writing  of  the  amount  of  the  debt  with  the 
olerk  of  the  court;  and  on  such  being  done 
the  judge  might  adjudicate  upon  the  case 
in  the  same  manner  as  if  he  had  tried  it 
in  the  ordinary  way  in  court. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  said,  the 
object  of  the  next  clause  he  had  to  propose 
was  to  save  expense  in  the  summoning  of 
juries.  It  was  to  the  effect  that,  instead 
of  high  sheriffs  and  bailiffs,  as  at  present, 
furnishing  a  list  of  jurors,  for  which  a  fee 
of  twopence  a  folio  was  paid,  the  clerk  of 
each  county  court  should  select  a  jury, 
when  required,  from  a  list  of  persons  as- 
sessed for  the  poor  at  a  rental  uf  20^. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  said, 
he  had  another  clause  to  propose,  the  ob- 
ject of  which  was  to  give  the  Treasury  the 
power  of  ordering  that  judges,  clerks,  and 
Other  officers  should  be  paid  by  salaries 
instead  of  fees.  At  present  a  minute  in 
Council  was  necessary  for  that  purpose, 
but  it  was  thought  better  to  place  the  mat- 
ter in  the  hands  of  the  Treasury. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  then 
proposed  a  clause  vesting  the  power  of  ap- 
pointing and  dismissing  the  necessary  ser- 
vants of  the  courts  and  offices  in  the  Com- 
missioners of  the  Treasury. 

Mr.  AGLIONBY  thought  care  should 
be  taken  to  have  such  persons  appointed 
to  those  offices  as  would  be  really  compe- 
tent for  the  duties,  and  that  the  evil  of 
having  too  small  salaries,  which  would  lead 
to  the  appointment  of  unfit  persons,  should 
be  avoided.  These  places,  he  thought, 
should  be  under  the  control  and  direction 
of  the  district  clerks. 

Sir  G.  GREY  said,  it  was  proposed  to 
give  the  power  of  appointment  and  dis- 
missal to  the  Treasury  in  cases  where  there 
was  any  neglect  of  duty;  and  the  same 
power  could  be  exercised  in  the  case  of 
those  persons  who  were  found  incapable. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  then 
proposed  a  clause  providing  that  town-halls 
and  court-houses  shall  be  used  free  of  rent- 
charge  for  the  sittings  of  county  courts. 

Mr.  HENLEY  thought  it  possible  that 
under  this  olauae  county  business  might 


occasionally  be  interfered  with.  It  was 
stated  that  the  courts  were  not  to  interfere 
with  the  business  *'  usuallv  transacted'* 
in  the  town-hall  or  court-house;  but  it 
might  be  necessary  to  hold  courts  not  at 
the  usual  times,  and  in  that  case  the  county 
magistrates  might  be  excluded  from  their 
own  buildings. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  said, 
the  spirit  of  the  clause  was  completely  op- 
posed to  the  occurrence  of  any  such  con- 
tingency. Of  course,  such  arrangements 
would  be  made  by  all  parties  as  would  ob- 
viate any  inconvenience. 

Sir  G.  PECHELL  wished  to  say  once 
more  that  he  could  not  hear  one  word  that 
was  said.  The  conversation  going  on 
among  a  few  Gentlemen  was  quite  connden- 
tial.  He  wished  to  know  if  the  existing 
settlements  regarding  town-halls  were  to 
be  continued  ? 

Mr.  CARDWELL  said,  this  clause  had 
been  brought  in  at  his  request,  and  it  was 
certainly  intended  to  save  all  existmg  con* 
tracts. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Mr.  MITCHELL  moved  a  clause  to  the 
effect  that  nothing  contained  in  the  Bill 
should  take  away  the  power  of  the  Judges 
of  the  superior  courts  to  make  order  for 
holding  defendants  to  bail  in  actions  com- 
menced in  the  superior  courts  for  claims 
not  exceeding  50^,  and  that  when  in  any 
action  any  such  order  should  remain,  the 
provisions  of  the  Act  should  not  apply  with 
respect  to  such  action. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

MR.TORRENSM'CULLAGHmoved— 

"  And  be  it  enacted,  that  the  court  shall,  after 
the  first  day  on  which  it  shall  sit  in  each  district 
or  place,  commence  its  sittings  not  later  than  nine 
of  the  dock  in  the  forenoon,  save  when  prevented 
by  the  illness  or  unavoidable  absence  of  the  judge 
appointed  to  preside  in  such  court ;  and  that  no 
trial,  case,  or  business  shall  be  entered  upon  after 
the  hour  of  six  of  the  clock  in  the  afternoon  of 
any  day  by  luoh  court,  except  at  the  request  of 
both  parties." 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  objected 
to  the  clause,  as  the  matter  was  under  the 
consideration  of  the  Committee  of  County 
Court  Judges. 

Lord  D.  STUART  opposed  the  clause, 
the  enactment  of  which  might  be  attended 
with  great  practical  inconvenience;  for  in- 
stance, the  judges  might  be  obliged  to 
stop  in  town  till  the  following  day,  and  the 
witnesses  on  both  sides  in  the  case,  toge- 
ther with  the  plaintiff  and  defendant,  because 
the  clause  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  would  not 
permit  the  court  to  sit  after  six  o'clock. 
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Mr. T.  M'CULLAGH  said,  tho strongest ; 
representations  had  been  made  to  him  on  ; 
this  subject,  and  he  had    been   informed 
that  cases  had  occurred  of  some  of  the 
county  courts  in  England  sitting  until  after 
midnight.     lie  would  not,  however,  press 
the  clause  after  the  objection  of  the  learned 
Attorney  General. 
Clause  withdrawn. 

Mr.  CROWDER  moved  the  adoption  of 
a  clause  of  which  he  had  given  notice,  for  the 
purpose  of  conferring  the  right  of  appeal. 
The  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for   Lewes,   when   ho  introduced  the 
Bill,  had  in  it  an  appeal  clause,  and  with 
that  clause  the  Bill  was  discussed  on  the 
first  and  second  reading.     In  this  shape 
the  Bill  remained  until  it  reached  Commit- 
tee, when  himself  and  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  the  Member  for  Southampton  ob- 
jected to  the  peculiar  nature  of  that  appeal 
clause.     It  was  stated  by  them,  and  by 
others,  that  the  provision  would  be  alto- 
gether inefficient  for  its  purpose,  and  it  was 
urged  that  it  was  not  judicious  that  there 
should  be  an  appeal  for  the  defendant  and 
none  for  the  plaintiff,  who,  in  case  he  was 
nonsuited   or   defeated,    had    no   redress. 
Upon  that  occasion  it  was  submitted  that 
the  appeal  clause  should  be  withdrawn,  and 
his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Member 
for  Southampton  promised  that  he  would 
prepare  certain  appeal  clauses.     He  (Mr. 
Crowder)  had  made  the  same  promise,  and 
had  fulfilled  it,  but,  to  his  great  surprise, 
learned  a  few  days  ago  that  it  was  the  in- 
tention of  the  hon.  and  learned  Attorney 
General,  and  other  influential  Members,  to 
oppose  the  appeal  clauses  altogether.     Let 
it  be  remembered  that  one  of  the  most  im- 
portant grounds  upon  which  the  50^  ex- 
tension was  opposed  by  the  hon.  and  learn- 
ed  Attorney  General  and  the  right  hon. 
Home  Secretary  was,  that  the  character  of 
those  courts  would  be  lost,  and  the  object 
of  their  formation  in  a  great  measure  de- 
feated, by  conceding  the  power  of  appeal, 
which  would,  they  said,  be  necessary  if 
their  jurisdiction  were  extended  to  50^; 
and  they  added,  that  the  appeals  would  be 
attended  with  delay  and  expense.     But  at 
that  time  it  was  never  supposed  by  any 
human  being  that  if  the  jurisdiction  were 
extended  from  20^  to  501,,  and  if  they  were 
to  give  the  inferior  judges  of  those  courts 
such  important  jurisdiction,  that  their  deci- 
sion should  be  absolute,   and  that,  unlike 
the  highest  Judge  in  the  land,  from  the  de- 
cision of  one  of  them  there  should  be  no 
appeal.     He  put  it  to  tho  common  sense 


of  hon.  Members  whether  there  ought  to 
exist  in  this  country  such  tribunals,  with- 
out the  power  of  appeal  from  their  deci- 
sions,    lie  was  told  that    the   hon.   and 
learned  Attorney  General  intended  to  op- 
pose those  clauses;  and  the  reason,  he  be- 
lieved, alleged  by  the  Government  for  this 
course  was,  that  it  was  their  desire  to  render 
this  Bill  as  similar  as  possible  to  that  mea- 
sure which  it  was  meant  to  extend.     Bot 
let  him  ask  the  House  how  the  Bill  would 
have  been  received  if  it  had  been  in  the 
first  instance  proposed  to  give  a  501.  joris- 
diction  without  an  appeal.       The    House 
would  have   been  shocked  at  the  notion. 
Since  then,  he  was  well  aware  of  what  had 
passed  out  of  doors,  and  that  there  was  a 
determination  to  pass  this  measure.     Be- 
lieving that  it  must  be  adopted,  he  was 
most  anxious   to  render  it  as  little  mis- 
chievous as  possible,  and  he    introduced 
these  clauses  to  give  efficiency  to  its  opera- 
tion.     It  was  on  the  suggestion  of  the 
Common  Law  Commission  that  sat  in  1833, 
those  county  courts  were  established,  and 
he  found  the  commissioners  in  their  report 
adverting  to  tho  absolute  necessity,  if  ±*ar- 
liament  appointed  sixty  different  judges  in 
the  country,  of  having  power,  if  necessary, 
to  rectify  their  decisions.     In  I84I,  Sir  £. 
Sugden,  referring  to  the  extension  of  the 
jurisdiction  of  the   county  courts,   stated 
that  two  things  were  necessary  to  give  to 
these  courts  a  proper  check :  a  vigilant 
and  independent  bar,  and  a  court  of  ap- 
peal.    Without  a  power  of  appeal  over  the 
jurisdiction  of  tho  county  courts,  law  would 
become  a  lottery,  and  the  most  conflicting 
decisions  would  be  constantly  taking  place, 
lie  had  been  informed  that  in  three  of  the 
metropolitan  districts,  decisions  of  the  most 
contradictory  character  had  been  given  bj 
the  judges.     In  the  court  of  one  of  these 
districts  a  decision  of  the  Court  of  Exche- 
quer was  referred  to  by  the  counsel  for  the 
plaintiff,  and  the  judge  said  that  he  would 
be  bound  in  his  judgment  by  that  decision; 
while  in  the  adjoining  district  the  same  de- 
cision was  overruled  by  the  judge;  and  in 
the  third  the  judge  stated  that   he   had 
nothing  to  do   with  the  decision   of   the 
Court  Exchequer,  and  should  decide  the 
matter  according  to  his  own   discretion. 
And  why  should  they  not  all  do  so  ?    Thej 
were  possessed  of  an  irresponsible  power, 
hitherto  perfectly  unknown  to  the  English 
law.     lie  believed  that  the  surest  way  to 
destroy  the  efficacy  of  the  measure,  and  to 
raise  the  feeling  (»f  the  country  as  much 
against   as  it  was  now  in   favour  of  it. 
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would  be  by  passing  the  Bill  in  its  present 
state.  He  admitted  that  some  delay  would 
necessarily  take  place  by  granting  the 
power  of  appeal;  but  in  framing  the  clause 
which  he  intended  to  propose,  he  had  en- 
deavoured to  provide  as  far  as  possible 
against  any  unnecessary  delay. 

Clause  brought  up,  and  read  1°. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  put,  "  That 
the  Clause  be  now  read  a  Second  Time." 

Mr.  FITZROY  understood  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney  Gene- 
ral intended  to  oppose  this  clause;  but  he 
wished  to  say  that  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Liskeard  had  rather  mis-stated 
the  facts  as  to  the  appeal  clause  in  the  Bill 
originally.  He  (Mr.  Fitzroy)  himself  had 
always  been  opposed  to  the  appeal,  and 
had  only  introduced  the  clause  in  deference 
to  what  he  understood  to  have  been  the 
express  wish  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Home  Secretary  and  the  hon.  and 
learned  Attorney  General.  He  considered 
the  adoption  of  the  clause  now  proposed 
would  be  extremely  objectionable. 

Sir  G.  grey  disclaimed  having  ex- 
pressed any  wish  that  on  appeal  clause 
should  be  introduced.  He  had  objected  to 
the  introduction  of  the  Bill  itself,  as  he 
thought  they  were  running  the  risk  of  de- 
priving these  courts  of  the  character  which 
made  them  popular.  He  had,  on  a  former 
occasion,  stated  that  the  sum  of  201,  had 
been  taken  as  the  limit  in  the  existing 
Act,  because  that  was  the  amount  within 
which  no  new  trial  was  allowed,  and  he 
then  stated  his  fear  that  if  the  amount  was 
extended  to  501. ,  as  this  Bill  proposed,  it 
would  open  the  question  of  appeal;  but,  as 
the  House  had  decided  upon  the  extension 
to  50/.,  his  desire  still  was  to  retain  as 
much  as  possible  the  distinctive  character 
of  these  courts,  and  therefore,  he  should 
oppose  this  clause. 

Mr.  AGLIONBY  believed  that  the  ad- 
dition of  this  clause  would  render  the  Bill 
distasteful  to  the  whole  country,  and  make 
it  a  curse  instead  of  a  blessing.  The  right 
of  appeal  as  to  matters  of  fact  might  induce 
many  judges  to  throw  off  their  proper  re- 
sponsibility. He  knew  no  form  of  tribunal 
so  satisfactory  as  the  arbitration  of  a  single 
barrister  of  eminence;  it  was  on  that  ground 
that  ho  was  in  favour  of  the  Bill  without 
appeal.  For  his  own  part  he  would  rather 
have  a  decision  pronounced  against  him 
than  be  subjected  to  an  appeal. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  must 
oppose  the  introduction  of  this  clause.  The 
object  of  establishing  these  courts  was  to 


have  the  matter  in  dispute  summarily, 
cheaply,  and,  if  possible,  satisfactorily 
decided;  and  though  he  had  been  opposed 
to  the  extension  of  the  jurisdiction  to  50/., 
the  House  having  decided  in  favour  it,  he 
felt  it  to  be  his  duty  to  assist  in  passing 
the  measure  as  proposed.  The  introduc- 
tion of  this  clause  would  be  a  serious  evil, 
inasmuch  as  it  would  destroy  the  efficacy 
and  the  general  operation  of  the  court.  He 
was  also  opposed  to  the  clause  because  the 
appeal,  not  including  cases  of  20/.,  would 
draw  a  line  between  the  rich  and  the  poor, 
which  would  tend  to  damage  the  character 
of  the  courts,  and  shake  the  public  con- 
fidence in  them. 

Mr.  COCKBURN  believed  an  appeal  to 
be  absolutely  necessary.      There  was  no 
Member  of  the  House  who  was  a  more 
cordial  supporter  of  the  principle  of  the 
measure  than  he  was.     He  was  in  favour 
of  localising  the  administration  of  justice, 
and  hoped  to  see  these  courts  gradually 
absorb  the  legal  business  of  the  country; 
but  in  order  to  the  beneficial  working  of 
the  Bill,  there  must  be  an  appeal  from  the 
decisions  of  the  judges  to  some  superior 
court.     He  had  never  yet  seen  a  judge, 
however  exalted  he  might  be  in  ability  and 
intelligence,  upon  whom  the  consciousness 
of  being  subjected  to  superintending  con- 
trol did  not  act  salutarily;  and  he  believed 
that  these  sixty  judges  needed  such  control. 
It  must  be  recollected  that  they  would  not 
have  the  same  check  from  the  bar  and  the 
press  as  the  superior  courts,  and  unless 
they  were  operated  upon  by  the  conscious- 
ness of  there  being  an  appeal  from  their 
decisions,  their  decisions  would  be  contra- 
dictory, and  there  would  be  a  confused  ad- 
ministration of  the  law.     No  other  judge, 
not  even  the  Lord  Chancellor,  was  exempt 
from  appeal.     He  admitted  that  the  object 
of  the  Bill  was  to  secure  summary,  speedy, 
and  cheap  justice;  but  when  the  jurisdic- 
tion should  be  extended  to  50/.,  a  new 
class  of  business  would  be  introduced,  in- 
volving important  principles  of  law,  and 
without    an    appeal   the   decisions  could 
scarcely  be  otherwise  than  confiioting,  see- 
ing that  the  judges  would  not  have  the 
same  reason  for  keeping  up  their  legal 
knowledge  as  the  judges  of  the  superior 
courts.     Let  it  be  recollected  that  the  Bill 
would  have  to  go  before  the  other  House 
of  Parliament,  where  they  had  heard  it 
was  likely  to  meet  with  considerable  op- 
position.    Unless  they  provided  for  an  ap- 
peal to  the  superior  courts,  there  might  be 
considerable  hostility  in  the  other  House; 
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and,  if  only  because  he  was  anxious  for  the 
ultimate  success  of  the  measure,  he  should 
support  the  proposed  addition. 

Sir  J.  GRAHAM  said,  he,  too,  was 
very  anxious  for  the  success  of  the  mea- 
sure; but  he  would  not  prognosticate  as  to 
the  fate  of  the  Bill  in  the  other  House.  He  i 
was  extremely  glad  that  Her  Majesty's  j 
Government  had  adopted  the  course  which 
tliey  had  done  that  evening,  that  of  endea* 
vouring  to  perfect  the  Bill  as  far  as  pos- 
sible, so  as  to  meet  the  reasonable  expec* 
tations  of  the  great  body  of  the  people.  He 
was  unable  to  combat  the  arguments  urged 
with  his  accustomed  force  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Southampton.  He 
admitted  that  it  might  have  been  desirable 
to  wait  longer,  in  order  to  see  what  had 
been  the  exact  working  of  the  County 
Court  Act.  He  also  admitted,  that 
amongst  sixty  judges  they  could  not  ex- 
pect uniformity  of  decision,  and  that  from 
the  very  constitution  of  these  courts  there 
could  not  be  such  a  check  on  the  conduct 
of  the  judges  as  existed  in  the  superior 
courts.  But  the  two  hon.  and  learned 
Gentlemen  who  had  just  spoken,  even 
though  they  might  argue  with  the  wisdom 
of  Solon,  shared  a  misfortune  which  had 
befallen  greater  persons,  and  their  argu- 
ments were  liable  to  the  objection  which 
was  expressed  in  two  words,  "too  late." 
It  was  the  opinion  of  the  people  of  this 
country,  that  in  the  superior  courts  of  law, 
what  with  delay  of  process,  and  what  with 
the  great  expense  attending  an  application 
to  them,  justice  was  too  dear;  and  that 
they  must  have  a  more  summary  and  ready 
process.  He  was  afraid  that  the  justice 
which  was  about  to  be  placed  at  their  dis- 
posal, though  cheap,  would  be  imperfect  as 
compared  with  that  which  they  were  ac- 
customed to  receive  at  the  hands  of  the 
Judges  of  this  country.  He  also  entertain- 
ed some  fears  as  to  the  indirect  effect  of 
this  measure  in  relation  to  the  bar  of  West- 
minster Hall — a  body  of  men  which  he 
considered  to  be  one  of  the  greatest  orna- 
ments of  the  country,  and  to  whom  it  was 
under  eternal  obligations.  If  such  was  the 
effect,  he  should  regret  it.  Still  the  judg- 
ment of  the  people  of  this  country  had  gone 
forth.  They  said,  that  the  course  of  pro- 
ceedings in  the  superior  courts  with  refer- 
ence to  debts  of  50^.  was  so  extravagantly 
dear  that  it  amounted  practically  to  a  de- 
nial of  justice,  and  they  demanded  that  a 
further  experiment  should  be  tried.  If 
he  was  right  in  reference  to  the  state 
of  the  public  mind  on  this  question — and 


be  beliered  he  waa  perfSBoUy  right— ^ 
granting  an  appeal  they  would  viokts 
public  opinion  on  this  aubjeot,  for  tbej 
would  thus  perpetuate  all  the  delay  aal 
expense  of  the  present  proceedings  b 
the  superior  oourts.  He  was  extremely 
glad  Her  Majesty's  GDTemment  had  tak« 
the  step  which  they  had  done  with  regard 
to  the  investigation  of  the  coat  of  proceed 
ings  in  the  superior  coorta.  He  eoo^idw* 
ed  that  step  a  wise  one,  and  wished  that  it 
had  been  taken  sooner,  either  hj  the  (}o- 
veniment  or  their  predecessors  in  offlee. 
Late  reforms  were  always  dao^rout;  bat 
he  was  glad  that  a  remedy  was  ahout  to  be 
applied,  even  though  it  were  late*  to  whit 
required  remedying  in  those  oourts.  It  wu 
the  earnest  and  the  legitimate  desire  of 
the  people  of  this  country,  with  regard  to 
debts  of  moderate  amount,  to  hare  cheap 
and  ready  justice  at  their  own  doors;  sad 
though  he  thought  the  dsose  proposed  had 
been  both  framed  and  supported  in  the 
right  spirit,  and  although  he  could  not 
satisfactorily  answer  the  arguments  urged 
for  it  in  the  abstract,  he  felt  bound  to  say 
that  he  thought  the  House  would  not  cor- 
rectly represent  the  opinions  of  the  countiy 
by  sanctioning  it. 

Sir  R.  H.  INGLIS  said,  howerer  right 
it  might  be  to  desire  cheap,  speedy,  and 
summary  justice,  certain  justice  wss  not 
less  important;  and  he  could  not  help  fear- 
ing that  the  decisions  of  the  sixty  county 
court  judges  would  be  found  as  conflicting 
as  those  of  Election  Committees  were  for- 
merly, when  no  person  could  anticipate  the 
decision  of  the  Committee  except  by  look- 
ing at  its  constitution.  He  had  no  wish 
to  impede  the  progress  of  the  Bill;  on  the 
contrary,  he  aimed  at  making  it  perfect* 
and  for  that  reason  he  should  rote  fpr  the 
additional  clause. 

Mr.  J.  S.  WORTLEY  doubted  whe- 
ther  those  were  the  best  friends  of  the 
measure  who  resisted  the  proposed  addi- 
tion. It  was  his  firm  conviction  that  if 
the  Bill  were  passed  without  including  the 
right  of  appeal,  the  county  courts  would 
become  as  remarkable  for  their  unpopu- 
larity as  they  now  were  for  their  popu- 
larity. The  expense  of  the  proposed  ap- 
peal would  be  comparatively  trifling,  not 
exceeding  that  of  an  appeal  to  the  quarter- 
sessions.  In  Scotland  there  was  in  the 
case  of  debts  exceeding  \Ql,  a  right  of  ap- 
peal to  the  Court  of  Session,  and  there  it 
worked  satisfactorily. 

Colonel  THOMPSON  would  excuse 
himself  for  interfering,  by  stating  that  be 
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acted  chieflj  under  authority  and  advioe* 
But,  on  his  own  unaided  judgment,  he 
hoped  he  might,  without  profanity,  say, 
"  The  Lord  deliver  us  from  summary  juris- 
diction! "  for  certainly  it  was  not  necessary 
to  look  far,  to  see  good  reason  for  that 
prayer.  Nohody  would  persuade  him  that 
there  was  any  cry  in  the  country,  "  Cheap 
law  and  had  ! "  And  he  had  heard  no  an- 
swer to  the  principal  argument  of  the 
learned  advocates  for  the  clause,  which 
was,  that  judges  decided  hetter  when  there 
was  an  appeal  hanging  over  their  heads 
than  not.  For  these  reasons  he  must  sup- 
port the  clause. 

Mr.  J.  EVANS  opposed  the  clause. 
He  was  ahout  to  argue  a  case  in  the  new 
trial  paper  in  the  Queen's  Bench,  which  was 
a  year  old;  and  he  had  frequently  had  to 
argue  country  new  trials  after  they  had 
heen  a  year  and  a  half  or  two  years  in  the 
paper,  when  he  had  forgotten  all  ahout 
them.  There  would  he  no  end  of  appeals 
if  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend *s  proposition 
were  acceded  to,  and  the  business  of  the 
superior  courts  must  necessarily  fall  mto 
arrear. 

Mb.  CROWTHER  said,  that  the  argu- 
ments of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Ripon  had  failed  to  convince 
him  of  the  propriety  of  passing  this  Bill 
without  the  appeal  clause.  The  House 
was  legislating,  not  for  the  moment,  but 
for  a  continuance,  and  it  would  be  a  strong 
piece  of  legislation  to  pass  this  Bill  without 
giving  an  appeal  from  the  judges  of  the 
county  court,  when  an  appeal  had  always 
been  allowed  from  judges  selected  from 
the  very  first  ranks  of  t^e  bar.  With  re- 
gard to  the  observation  made  by  his  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  the  Member  for  Haver- 
fordwest, there  might  be  some  arrear  in 
the  business  of  the  Queen's  Bench,  hut  in 
the  Exchequer  and  Common  Pleas  there 
were  no  arrears  at  all. 

The  Committee  divided : -^  Ayes  25; 
Noes  108 :  Majority  83. 

List  of  the  Atks. 

Adderlej,  C.  B.  M'CulIagb,  W.  T. 

Barrmgtoo,  Vket.  KapMr,  J . 

Bett,  J.  Patten,  J.  W. 

Bremridge,  B^  Portal,  M. 

Brothertoa»  J.  SUnsfield,  W.  R.  C. 

Chatterton,  Cot.  Strickland,  Sir.  G. 

Davies,  D.  A.  S.  Thompson,  C«L 

Draison,  £.  Townlej,  R.  O. 

Floyer,  J.  Vima,  J.  £.. 

Granger,  T.  C,  Westhead,  J.  P.  B. 

Halford,  Sir  11.  Wortley,  rt.  boo.  J.  S. 
Hamilton,  Lord  G.  TtLLEms. 

Uood,  Sir  A.  Crowder,  R.  B. 

Inglia,  Sir  R.  IL  Coekburo,  S.  J. 

-  Hooaa  returned. 


Bill  reported  ;  as  amended,  to  be  con- 
sidered on  Tuesday  next. 

PUBLIC  LIBRARIES  AND  MUSEUMS  BILL. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Mr.  EWART  moved  that  the  House 
resolve  itself  into  Committee  on  this  Bill. 
He  understood  that  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  Lincoln  intended  to  oppose 
Mr.  Speaker's  leaving  the  chair  to  go  into 
Committee,  although  he  had  divided  the 
House  on  the  introduction  of  the  measure^ 
and  on  the  second  reading.  The  object  of 
the  Bill  was  to  allow  the  inhabitants  of 
towns  with  more  than  10,000  inhabitants 
to  have  the  advantage  of  free  libraries  and 
museums.  He  had,  in  the  first  instance, 
proposed  that  town  councils  should  have 
the  same  powers  to  levy  rates  for  this  pur- 
pose, as  they  had  under  the  Baths  and 
Wa^houses  Act.  With  the  view  of  meet- 
ing some  of  the  opponents  of  the  measure, 
who  objected  to  this  power  being  given  to 
the  town  councils,  he  had  withdrawn  the 
former  Bill,  and  introduced  a  new  one  on 
the  subject.  By  the  present  measure  it 
was  essential  that  the  consent  of  two«thirda 
of  the  ratepayers  should  be  obtained  be* 
fore  this  measure  could  be  carried  into 
effect  in  any  place.  On  an  application 
being  made  on  the  subject,  the  mayor  of  a 
borough  was  bound  to  give  public  notice 
on  the  door  of  the  town-hall,  and  in  a 
newspaper  circulated  in  the  place,  of  his 
intention  to  call  a  meeting  of  the  inhabit- 
ants of  the  place  to  consider  the  matter, 
and  this  meeting  could  not  be  held  until  at 
least  len  days  after  the  notices  had  been 
issued.  If  the  meeting  should  agree  to 
the  plan,  the  votes  of  the  ratepayers  would 
be  taken,  and  the  Act  could  not  be  brought 
into  operation  in  any  place  without  the 
consent  of  two-thirds  of  the  ratepayers. 
He  trusted  there  would  be  no  further  ob- 
jection to  the  Bill  going  into  Committee. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
chair  " 

CoLONiL  SIBTHORP  said,  although 
this  Bill  might  be  considered  to  be  a  new 
one  as  compared  with  the  former,  he  felt 
bound  to  continue  his  opposition  to  it. 
These  were  not  times  for  spending  money 
in  the  way  proposed,  when  it  might  be 
much  hetter  expended  in  providing  food 
and  employment  for  the  people.  Wbea 
they  had  done  this,  it  was  time  enough  to 
provide  amusements  and  recreation  of  the 
cliaracter  to  be  provided  for  by  this  Bill. 
Instead  of  esdeavoiiring  to  afford  them 
iirintrigaa  awl  f  nsftlafafe  eaqplo jm«il»  ht 
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supposed  they  would  be  thinking  of  sup- 
plying the  working  classes  with  quoits, 
peg-tops,  and  foot-ball.  They  should  first 
teach  the  people  to  read  and  write.  What 
would  be  the  use  of  these  libraries  to  those 
who  could  not  read  or  write  ?  He  sup- 
posed that  the  hon.  Member  and  his 
Friends  would  soon  be  thinking  of  intro- 
ducing the  performances  of  Punch  for  the 
amusement  of  the  people.  The  Bill  was 
wholly  uncalled  for.  There  were  no  peti- 
tions presented  in  favour  of  it.  Instead 
of  calling  upon  the  unfortunate  ratepayers 
to  pay  for  these  amusements,  he,  for  one, 
would  bo  more  disposed  to  put  his  hand  in 
his  pocket  in  order  to  enable  them  to  enjoy 
them  altogether  free  from  taxation. 
Amendment  proposed — 

"  To  leave  out  from  the  word  '  that '  to  the  end 
of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words  '  this 
House  will,  upon  this  day  six  months,  resolve 
itself  into  the  said  Committee,' " 

instead  thereof. 

Mr.  HUME  said,  that,  from  the  speech 
of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Officer,  it  was  evi- 
dent he  had  not  read  the  Bill  with  that  at- 
tention which  was  required.  Though  the 
greater  part  of  what  he  had  said  had  been 
inaudible  where  he  (Mr.  Hume)  sat,  yet 
there  were  some  points  on  which  he  was 
disposed  not  to  differ  much  from  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member :  for  instance,  he  was 
averse  from  saddling  people  with  any  tax- 
ation without  representation.  It  would  be 
most  objectionable,  in  particular,  to  do  so 
for  such  things  as  billiard  tables.  The 
Bill,  however,  did  not  propose  to  do  all 
these  things  entirely  without  the  consent 
of  the  inhabitants,  but  after  a  public 
meeting  of  the  ratepayers,  and  the  vote  of 
a  certain  majority  of  them.  With  reference 
to  the  gallant  Officer  himself,  he  should 
not  be  surprised  if  one  of  the  very  first 
things  he  would  do,  after  the  passing  of 
the  Bill,  would  be  to  present  his  consti- 
tuents with  a  handsome  sum  of  money 
wherewith  to  purchase  a  library.  In  the 
United  States  there  were  some  10,000 
public  libraries,  but  in  England,  not  200  ; 
and,  thinking  it  was  much  better  that  the 
people  should  have  the  opportunity  of 
spending  their  time  in  public  libraries  in 
preference  to  public  houses,  he  did  hope 
that  the  gallant  Officer  would  not  put  the 
House  to  the  trouble  of  dividing,  but  let 
them  proceed  with  the  details  of  the  mea- 
sure. 

Mr.  Alderman  SIDNEY  felt  some  dif- 
ficulty in  opposing  a  measure  of  this  kind; 
but  there  were  several  very  great  discre- 
paaoiea  in  the  Bill  aa  it  at  present  stood. 


There  was  no  provision  in  the  Bill  lor  caB* 
ing  a  public  meeting  of  the  burgesses,  andt 
if  such  meeting  were  called,  it  was  not 
two-thirds  of  the  whole  of  the  bargesses, 
but  only  two-thirds  of  those  at  the  meetiiig, 
whose  assent  was  required.  Again,  the 
Act  having  been  once  put  in  force,  there 
was  no  provision  for  its  eFer  being  re- 
pealed. In  many  towns  he  bdiered  it 
would  prove  utterly  abortive.  In  snch  a 
town  as  Leeds,  for  example,  a  single  lib> 
rary  or  museum  would  not  be  of  the  slight- 
est benefit  to  persons  residing  at  a  distance 
from  the  centre  of  the  town.  He  conld 
not  admit  that  the  Bill  was  called  for,  and 
should  divide  against  it. 

Mr.  HE  ALD  had  objected  to  the  former 
Bill;  but  after  the  alterations  which  had 
been  made,  he  should  vote  for  going  into 
Committee.  He  thought  the  preliminary 
step  of  taking  the  opinion  of  the  ratepayers 
was  a  most  fair  mode  of  proceeding. 

Colonel  CHATTERTON  asked  whe- 
ther it  was  intended  to  make  it  applicable 
to  Ireland  ? 

Mr.  EWART  said,  it  did  not  apply  to 
Ireland,  but  he  understood  that  an  hon. 
Member  had  given  notice  of  his  intention 
to  introduce  it  into  Ireland. 

Mr.  STANFORD  was  not  opposed  to 
the  principles  of  the  Bill ;  but  he  com- 
plained that  the  understanding  that  had 
been  come  to  on  a  previous  occasion  had 
been  departed  from  by  the  hon.  Member 
who  had  charge  of  the  Bill.  There  was  a 
distinct  understanding,  on  the  occasion  to 
which  he  referred,  that  the  Act  should  not 
be  forced  on  any  borough  without  the  as- 
sent of  two-thirds  of  the  ratepayers.  There 
was  a  distinct  understanding,  on  the  occa- 
sion to  which  he  referred,  that  the  Act 
should  not  be  forced  on  any  borough  without 
the  assent  of  two-thirds  of  the  ratepayers. 
The  effect  of  this  would  be,  that  in  the  bo- 
rough which  he  represented,  the  4,000  or 
5,000  ratepayers  which  it  contained  would  be 
governed  by  two*thirds  of  the  persons  upon 
the  burgess-roll — a  proceeding  to  whieh  he 
should  certainly  object.  He  considered, 
also,  th.at  the  Bill  was  too  limited  in  its 
object.  The  vast  machinery  which  it  pro- 
posed to  put  in  motion  was  merely  to  erect 
buildingst,  and  nothing  more.  When  the 
buildings  were  erected  there  would  be  no 
books  to  put  into  them,  unless  the  defect 
was  supplied  by  donations.  He  believed  it 
would  prc>ve  as  inoperative  as  the  Museums 
Bill  which  was  passed  five  years  ago;  the 
fact  being,,  he  understood,  that  not  one  mn- 
seum  had  been  erected  under  that  Act. 

Mb.  K£  RSHAW  said,  that  the  state- 
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ment  which  had  just  been  made  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Reading  was  hardly  con- 
sistent with  fact,  inasmuch  as  he  know  of 
one  museum,  at  all  events,  that  had  been 
established  under  the  Act — he  meant  the 
one  at  Salford;  and  ho  believed  the  Act 
had  also  come  into  operation  in  other 
places.  With  respect  to  the  present  mea- 
sure, he  begged  to  say,  that  so  far  from 
the  large  ratepayers  being  likely  to  object 
to  the  small  rate  which  the  Bill  provided 
for,  his  firm  conviction  was,  that  they 
would  willingly  pay  it,  in  order  to  secure 
to  the  people  of  this  country  the  great 
benefits  which  would  be  derived  from  this 
Bill,  if  it  should  become  law.  In  bis 
opinion,  it  was  impossible  to  overrate  the 
advantages  which  were  likely  to  flow  from 
a  measure  of  this  kind;  and,  therefore,  it 
should  have  his  hearty  support  at  every 
stage. 

Mr.  SPOONER  appealed  to  his  hon. 
and  gallant  Friend  the  Member  for  Lincoln, 
whether  it  was  worth  while  to  take  the 
sense  of  the  House  again  upon  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  Bill,  there  having  been  already 
two  divisions  upon  it ;  and  whether  it 
would  not  be  better  to  go  at  once  into 
Committee,  and  endeavour  to  amend  it 
there  as  much  as  possible. 

Mr.  FORBES  had  heard  various  rea- 
sons  assigned  for  going  into  Committee  on 
this  Bill,  but  none  of  them  appeared  to  his 
mind  at  all  satisfactory;  and,  therefore,  if 
his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  divided  the 
House,  he  should  vote  with  him. 

Mr.  WYLD  was  surprised  at  the  oppo- 
sition which  had  been  offered  to  this  Bill 
by  the  agricultural  interest,  and  could  only 
account  for  it  by  supposing  that  they  were 
alarmed  lest  it  should  lead  to  the  dimin- 
ished consumption  of  an  article  in  which 
they  largely  dealt  (malt) ;  because  it  ap- 
peared, from  the  whole  course  of  evidence 
on  this  subject,  that,  in  proportion  as  insti- 
tutions of  this  kind  were  established, 
drunkenness  and  crime  had  diminished. 

Question  put,  *'  That  the  words  pro- 
posed to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question.*' 

The  House  divided : — Ayes  87  ;  Noes 
21 :  Majority  66. 


'  Mastemum,  J. 
Mullings,  J.  R. 
Prime,  R. 
Sidney,  Aid. 
Spooner,  R. 


Stanford,  J.  F. 
Stanley,  £. 

TKLLXR8. 

Forbes,  W. 
Sibthorp,  Col. 


List  of  the  Noes. 


Benbow,  J. 
Best,  J. 

Booth,  Sir  R.  G. 
Brookman,  £.  D. 
Cbatterton,  Col. 
Cubitt,  W. 
Denison,  £. 


Diok,  Q. 
Gwyn,  II. 
HUdyard,  R.  C. 
Hood,  Sir  A. 
Hudson,  G. 
Inglis.  Sir  R.  H. 
Law,  hon.  0.  £. 


Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

House  in  Committee. 

On  Clause  1  being  proposed, 

Mb.  GOULBURN  desired  to  be  in- 
formed in  how  many  instances  the  Museums 
Bill,  which  was  passed  five  years  ago,  had 
been  adopted  ? 

Mb.  EWART  said,  it  had  been,  or  was 
being  adopted,  in  Warrington,  Salford, 
Manchester,  Leicester,  and  other  places. 

Mr.  BROTHERTON  said,  that,  as  he 
observed  the  object  of  hon.  Members  op- 
posite was  to  waste  the  time  of  the  House, 
in  order,  apparently,  to  prevent  them  get- 
ting to  the  next  Order  on  the  Paper  (the 
Marriages  Bill),  he  begged  to  move  that 
the  Chairman  report  progress. 

Mb.  law  thought  they  had  better  go 
on  with  the  present  Bill. 

Sib  G.  grey  reminded  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman  that  the  effect  of  his  Motion  would 
be  to  delay  the  measure  indefinitely. 

Mb.  HUME  considered  that,  in  the  cir- 
cumstances, it  would  be  advisable  to  pro- 
ceed with  the  business  which  was  expected 
to  come  on;  and  he  would  therefore  sup- 
port the  Motion. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  put,  *'  That 
the  Chairman  do  report  progress,  and  ask 
leave  to  sit  again." 

The  Committee  divided : — Ayes  68  ; 
Noes  48  :  Majority  20. 

House  resumed. 

Committee  report  progress,  and  ask 
leave  to  sit  again. 

On  the  Question,  that  the  Committee 
have  leave  to  sit  again, 

Mb.  EWART  moved  that  the  Chairman 
have  leave  to  sit  again  on  Wednesday. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  this  House  will,  upon  Wednesday 
next,  again  resolve  itself  into  the  said 
Committee." 

Mb.  law  moved  the  substitution  of  the 
words  *•  this  day  six  months,"  for  '•  Wed- 
nesday." 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  oat  the 
words  "  Wednesday  next,"  and  insert  the 
words  "this  day  six  months"  instead 
thereof. 

Mb.  HUME  expressed  bis  sorrow  to  find 
how  much  disposition  there  was  in  the 
House  to  obstruct  a  measure  for  the  en- 
lightenment of  the  country.  He  was  sorry 
for  it,  but  hon.  Members  opposite  seemed 
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determined  adroeates  for  keeping  the 
country  in  as  dark  an  ignorance  as  possible* 

Mr.  law,  without  the  least  disrespect 
to  the  hon.  Member,  must  enroll  him 
amongst  the  advocates  for  ignorance,  inas- 
much as  he  had  just  voted  to  stop  the  pro- 
gress of  this  Bill  for  the  enlightenment  of 
the  country. 

Sir  H.  VERNET  said,  that  those  hon. 
Members  who  were  advocates  for  this  Bill 
had  great  reason  to  complain  of  the  con- 
duct of  the  hon.  Member  who  had  charge 
of  the  Bill.  He  considered  the  measure 
one  of  the  greatest  importance  to  the 
country ;  its  only  fault  was,  that  it  was 
applicable  to  towns  alone,  and  not  to  the 
agricultural  districts. 

CoLOifEL  THOMPSON,  as  an  impartial 
witness,  must  say,  that  in  his  judgment 
there  had  been  no  opposition  from  the 
other  side  of  the  House,  and  all  the  oppo- 
sition had  been  on  his. 

Question  put,  "That  the  words  *  Wed- 
nesday next    stand  part  of  the  Question." 

The  House  divided : — Ayes  85  ;  Noes 
47 :  Majority  38. 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Committee  to  sit  again  on  Wednesday 
next. 

MARRIAGES  BILL. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

House  in  Committee. 

Clause  3. 

Mr.  ROUNDELL  PALMER  rose  to 
move  the  Amendment  of  which  he  had 
given  notice.  He  said  the  Bill  had  been 
introduced  last  year  in  a  form  which  was 
perfectly  consistent  and  intelligible,  and 
which  professed  to  make  no  difference 
in  any  way  between  Churchmen  and 
Dissenters.  It  did  not  then  profess  in 
any  sense  to  be  a  Bill  for  the  especial 
relief  of  persons  dissenting  from  the  Es- 
tablished Church  of  Great  Britain  and 
Ireland.  The  Bill  then  provided  that 
there  should  be  full  liberty  to  all  persons 
throughout  the  united  kingdom  to  contract 
this  description  of  marriage,  and  that  it 
should  be  at  the  option  of  any  minister  of 
religion,  in  the  church  or  out  of  it,  to  cele- 
brate such  marriage  or  not.  The  principle 
of  that  Bill  was  affirmed  by  the  House  on 
the  second  reading,  and  he  (Mr.  R.  Palmer) 

fave  notice  of  amendments  which  would 
ave  had  the  effect  of  preserving  the  de- 
finitive doctrine  of  the  Cburch  on  this  sub- 
ject, and  of  preserving  its  discipline  to  this 
limited  extent,  that  no  clergyman  should 
be  permitted  to  solemnise  a  marriage  eon- 


trary  to  th#  law  of  the  Chvreh  of  which  hi 
was  a  minister.     Those  aoiendmenta  wen 
not  accepted  by  his  right  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  the  Member  for  Bate;  and  he  had 
therefore  abundant  ground  for  aajing  that 
down  to  the  end  of  the  last  Session  then 
was  no  pretence  to  legislate  espeeially  ftr 
Dissenters  upon  this  matter.      Bat 
after  the  House  had  risen  for  the 
there  were  signs  of  a  remarkable  change 
of  view  on  the  part  of  his  rig^ht  hon.  and 
learned  Friend,  and  it  became  evident  thai 
the  subject  was  about   to   be   presented 
to  the  consideration  of  the  House  as  in  as 
especial  manner  a  Dissenter's   question. 
He  held  in  his  hand  a  printed  copj  of  a 
letter  which  appeared  to  have  been  writtea 
by  his  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  to 
some  gentleman  belonging  to  the  Dissent- 
ing body,  and  which  had  been  published 
by  that  gentleman  in  a  Dissenting  news- 
paper called  the  NoncanformUt.      That 
letter  showed  the  new  points  of  riew  in 
which   the   question  was   then   first   pre- 
sented. His  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
said — 

''  It  is  my  intention  to  reintroduce  the  Bill  to 
which  jovL  refer  at  the  very  beg^ning  of  the  Ses> 
sion,  and  to  presf  it  through  the  House  of  Com- 
mona,  if  possible,  before  EJMter.    In  the  Uonst 
of  Lords  I  regret  to  liave  to  anticipate  a  vefy 
formidable  opposition ;  and,  therefore,  it  is  rerj 
important  that  those  who  have  an  interest  in  the 
question  should  spare  no  exertion  to  influenee 
public  opinion,  and,  through  the  foroe  of  public 
opinion,  to    sway  the   decision  of  the   Lords. 
Hitherto,  I  confess  that  I  have  been  disappointed 
at  the  absence  of  anything  like  a  systematic  sup- 
port from  the  Dissenters  ;  for,  though  an  impor- 
tant petition  was  presented  by  Mr.  C.  Lushingtoo* 
signed  by  108  of  the  principal  ministers  of  Di»> 
senting  congregations,  no  ffeneral  movement  has 
been  made ;  and  yet,  considering  the  high  ground 
of  Church  authority  and  canonical  decisions  which 
was  taken  by  the  opponents  of  the  Marriage  Bill, 
the  question  really  becomes  one  of  religious  liberw 
ty.     If  the  organisation  of  the  Dissenting  bodies 
could  be  used  for  procuring  petitions,  it  would,  in 
my  judgment,  be  of  immense  value,  for  though 
there  will  be  a  considerable  majority  in  the  House 
of  Commons  in  fitvour  of  the  Bill,  there  will,  un- 
less some  new  impulse  be  given,  be  little  ohanoe  of 
success  in  the  House  of  Lords,  and  it  is  not  a  sub- 
ject on  which  it  is  easy  to  keep  up  any  strong  pub- 
lic feeling." 

It  was  evident  from  that  letter  that  they 
were  to  have  the  measure  presented  to 
them  in  a  new  point  of  view,  and  since 
that  time  there  had  undoubtedly  heen  a  Terj 
great  endeavour  made,  with  a  certain  de» 
gree  of  success,  to  obtain  a  large  amount  of 
peculiarly  Dissenting  support — and  he  wish* 
ed  to  speak  with  all  due  respect  of  the  Dis« 
senting  communities^— for  this  measure.  Ae« 
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cordinglj,  when  his  right  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  applied  for  leave  to  introdnoe  this 
Bill  at  the  commenoemenfc  of  the  Session, 
he  took  new  ground,  and  instead  of  pro- 
posing it  as  a  measure  equally  and  indif- 
ferently applicahle  to  all  Her  Majesty's 
subjects,  he  placed  the  Bill  in  a  great  mea- 
sure upon  the  ground  of  the  conscientious 
opinions  entertained  by  the  Dissenting  bo- 
dies, and  said  he  had  come  to  the  conclu- 
sion that  it  would  be  wise  to  omit  those 
provisions  to  which  objection  had  been 
made,  and  to  leave  the  rules  and  discipline 
of  the  Established  Church  perfectly  un- 
touched by  the  measure.  His  right  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  had  said,  speaking  of 
the  Bill  as  it  stood,  that  the  doctrine  and 
discipline  of  the  Church  of  Scotland  were 
left  by  it  intact ;  but  he  (Mr.  R.  Palmer) 
thought  he  would  be  able  to  prove  that 
that  was  an  eitremely  erroneous  propo- 
sition. He  found  his  right  hon.  and 
learned  Friend — adopting  to  that  extent 
the  Amendment  which  he  had  suggested 
last  Session — proposed  now  to  provide 
"  that  nothing  contained  in  this  Bill 
should  be  deemed  or  construed,  in  any 
civil  or  ecclesiastical  court  of  this  realm, 
to  alter  or  affect  any  doctrine,  canon,  or 
law  ecclesiastical  of  the  United  Church  of 
England  and  Ireland,  or  of  the  Church 
of  Scotland,  whereby  the  degrees  of  con- 
sanguinity and  affinity  within  which  mar- 
riage is  now  held  to  be  prohibited  by  the 
doctrine  and  discipline  of  those  churches 
respectively  were  settled  or  defined.*' 
This  did  nothing  beyond  providing  that 
the  abstract  doctrine  of  the  Church  on  the 
question  should  not  be  taken  to  be  altered. 
The  clause  then  provided  that  no  clergy- 
man, minister,  or  officer  of  either  of  the 
Churches  specified  should  be  required  or 
authorised  knowingly  to  solemnise  or  grant 
any  licence  for  solemnising  any  marriage 
contrary  to  the  doctrine  or  discipline  of 
the  Church  of  which  he  was  a  minister. 
There  was  nothing  more  in  the  clause  to 
save  the  doctrine  or  discipline,  or  laws  of 
either  of  the  Churches;  but  his  right  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  had  qualified  the  amend- 
ments which  he  had  so  far  adopted,  by  a 
most  important  proviso,  declaring  that  the 
parties  to  any  such  marriage  should  not, 
by  reason  only  of  such  affinity,  be  subject  to 
censure  or  punishment  by  suit  in  the  eccle- 
siastical court.  This  was  in  effect  pro- 
viding that  the  whole  of  the  administrative 
discipline  of  the  Church  should  be  destroy- 
ed, leaving  untouched  only  the  doctrinal 
definitions  relating  to  the  subject.     Tb« 


object  of  his  (Mr,  R.  Palmer's)  present 
Amendment  was  to  do  in  reality  what  his 
right  hon.  Friend  professed  an  intention  to 
do;  to  leave  the  rules,  and  doctrine,  and 
discipline  of  the  Church,  entirely  intact; 
but  this  clause  would  prevent  proceedings 
from  being  taken  in  the  ecclesiastical  courts 
for  the  purpose  of  enforcing  the  discipline 
of  the  Church.  He  would  ask  the  C)om<' 
mittee  to  consider  what  infractions  of  the 
rights  and  discipline  of  the  two  Churches 
might  result  if  his  Amendment  was  not 
adopted.  Let  them  take  the  case  of  pro- 
ceedings in  the  ecclesiastical  courts  for 
restitution  of  conjugal  rights  between  per* 
sons  who  had  contracted  the  description  of 
marriages  to  which  this  Bill  referred.  The 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  professed 
to  leave  untouched  the  doctrine  of  the 
Church  on  this  subject;  so  that  it  was  stiU 
to  be  the  acknowledged  and  unaltered  doc- 
trine of  the  Churches  of  England  and  Soot- 
land  that  a  marriage  with  the  sister  of  a 
deceased  wife  was  an  incestuous  marriage. 
Suppose  such  a  marriage  to  be  contracted, 
and  that  afterwards  one  of  the  parties  felt 
a  scruple  of  conscience,  and  was  led  to  be- 
lieve that  the  unaltered  law  of  the  Church 
of  England,  affirming  such  marriages  to 
be  incestuous,  was  in  conformity  with  the 
law  of  God.  The  other  party,  taking  a 
different  view,  might  bring  a  suit  in  the 
ecclesiastical  court  for  a  restitution  of  con- 
jugal rights.  What  was  the  ecclesiastical 
court  to  do  ?  As  the  Bill  stood,  these  mar- 
riages were  declared  to  be  lawful;  do  de- 
cree or  sentenoe  of  any  court  whatever  waa 
to  pronounce  any  such  marriage  null  or  void; 
ana  by  this  third  clause  it  was  proposed  to 
take  away  the  power  of  proceeding  in  the 
ecclesiastical  court  for  any  censure  or  pun- 
ishment by  reason  only  of  the  affinity  of 
the  parties  contracting  marriage.  No  words 
were  introduced  which  could  enable  the 
ecclesiastical  court  to  say,  '*  We  will  draw 
a  line  between  these  and  other  marriages, 
and  we  must  refuse  to  decree  restitution 
of  conjugal  rights  on  the  ground  that  the 
Church  considers  the  marriage  incestuous. " 
A  suit  for  the  restitution  of  conjugal  right! 
could  at  present  only  be  defended  on  the 
ground  either  of  the  invalidity  of  the 
marriage,  of  adultery,  or  of  cruelty — the 
court  having  the  power,  on  the  establish- 
ment of  the  first  plea,  to  pronounce  the 
marriage  null,  or  on  proof  of  the  second 
or  third  to  decree  a  separation  d  mensd 
et  thoro.  It  was  clear,  if  the  Commit- 
tee did  not  adopt  the  proviso  which  he 
proposed,  that   they  would  compel  the 
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courts  of  the  Church  to  pronounce  dccreei  j 
requiring  parties  to  live  togetlier  in  a  state 
which  the  law  of  the  Church  deuouuced  m 
incestuous.  He  begged  to  call  the  attention 
of  the  Committee  also  to  this  important 
fact — that  a  clergyman  of  the  Church  might 
have  contracted  one  of  these  marriages,  and 
might  ho  living  in  a  state  regarded  by  the 
doctrines  of  that  Church  as  incestuous,  and 
yet  the  Bill  would  preclude  his  being  sub- 
jected to  any  ecclesiastical  censure  or  pun- 
ishment by  reason  of  such  marriage.  He 
(Mr.  R.  Palmer)  thought  that,  if  this  Bill 
passed  in  its  present  form,  no  clergyman 
could,  without  Tcry  serioos  risk  of  penal 
consequences  in  the  ecclesiastical  or  tempo- 
ral courts,  refuse  to  administer  all  the  rites 
and  Bacrameuts  of  the  Church  to  those  mem- 
bers of  the  Church,  whether  clergy  or  laity, 
who  might  contract  marriages  which,  ac- 
cording to  the  doctrine  of  the  Church,  must 
be  regarded  as  incestuous.  It  appeared  to 
him  that,  so  far  as  Scotland  was  concern- 
ed, the  gravest  constitutional  principles 
were  involved  in  this  matter.  What  was 
the  ecclesiastical  law  of  Scotland  ou  this 
subject  ?  By  the  Act  of  Union  it  was  de- 
clared that  the  maintenance  of  those  Acts  of 
the  Scottish  Parliament  which  were  passed 
upon  the  accession  of  William  111., 
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establishing  and  securing  the  Presbyterian 
religion,  church  government,  and  disci- 
pline, should  for  ever  bo  confirmed,  and 
that  they  should  bo  perpetual  and  unalter- 
able conditions  of  the  union  of  the  two 
kingdoms.  By  one  of  these  Acts  so  made 
perpetual  and  unalterable,  the  Confeteion 
of  Faith  of  the  Church  of  Scotland  was 
ratified  and  cslabliBhcd  as  psrt  of  the  law 

of  th.  i.nd.  „d  i.  ,h.,  c„/„i.»  o/  r„ss"°iS' 

Faith  he  found  these  two  articles.     The  |  i,etwi 


lamp,  for  vindioating  the  hoDoiir  of  Clirut  nl 
tbs  holf  prafi-uion  of  the  Gospel,  and  for  pi- 
Tenting  the  vrnth  of  God,  whieh  might  jiuOj 
fall  upon  the  Chnrch,  if  the^  ibould  suffer  Wt 
covenant  and  the  seals  thereof  to  be  profuisd^ 
Dotorioui  and  obitmut«  o^nders.  For  tbe  betiv 
attaining  oTthcw  ends,  the  ofllcen  of  the  Cbntl 
are  to  proceed  hj  admonilioD,  ■uspciuion  from  Ik 
ucrameat  of  the  Lord's  supper  Au-  a  season,  ssi 
bf  excommuDieation  from  the  Cfaurcb,  >ecordu( 
to  the  natnra  of  the  crime,  and  demerit  of  Ik 

Now  the  last  proviso  in  this  clause  would 
distinctly  prohibit  the  church  courts  of 
Scotland  from  executing  these  powers,  for 
it  declared  that  parties  to  anj  such  msr- 
riages  should  not,  by  reason  only  of  their 
affinity,  he  subject  to  censure  or  pnnish- 
Dient  in  the  ecclesiasUcol  courts.  He  had 
received  many  representations  on  this  sub- 
ject, and  he  had  no  doubt  that  hon.  Hem- 
hers  who  represented  Scotland  would  be 
able  to  confirm  those  representations.  Ha 
had  received  a  letter  from  an  flzetcphuy 
beneficed  clergyman  of  the  Church  of  Scot- 
land, from  which  he  would  veuture  to  read 
some  extracts,  to  show  the  distress  and 
confusion  that  would  be  occasioned  if  they 
passed  this  Bill  without  some  aucfa  proviso 
as  he  proposed.     His  correspondent  said — 


Church  (I  speak  of  the  Church  of  S 
land)  extends,  not  oicrelj  to  the  cler;g7,  bat  to 
the  members  of  the  Church.  Suppose,  then,  that 
a  church  oiember  contracts  luoh  a  marriage  at 
that  which  this  Bill  proposes  to  legalise,  he  is 
regarded  bf  our  eccleuastical  law  aa  guilty  of 
having  contracted  on  incestuous  marriagn.  Sap- 
pose,  then,  that  this  man  applies  for  ohnmh  j»ivi- 
iagea.  baptism  for  children,  or  admiaaion  to  the 
Lord's  table  for  himaclf ;  these  priT<leget,  accord- 
ing to  the  lawa  of  our  Churoh,  must  be  refosad, 
and  refused  until  the  ii 
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of  coaisnguinity   or    affluttf   forbidden 
word.      Nor  can  suoh  incestuoas  marriages  ever    :"~ 
be  made  lawful  by  any  law  of  mnn,  or  consent  of       f 
partiei,  to  as  these  persons  maj  live  together  oa    "j 
man  and  wife.    Tho  man  maj  not  marrj  any  of  , 
his  wife's  kindred  nearer  in  blood,  than  he  maj  of  1  ^" 
bis  own  ;  nor  the  woman  of  her  basbi 
dred,  nearer  in  blood  than  of  her  own." 


■  be  within  the  degrees!'«;s°"«',?>J'''"  law  of  ScolUnd,  and  yet  tb. 

{..    f„»,ijj„„     i^",^,  I  partieanreliabletochuroh  censure:  bntourecole- 

require  that 


'  a1  law  does  not  is  sucb  a  case 
nnexion  be  dissoWed,  which  it 
and,  accordingly,  parties  who  have  contntet- 
irrcgular  marriage  maybe  restored  to  church 
!geB  while    living    together,  which    caonet 

o"f"h^  h'rstand's'kiir- !  i*' "«'  5"«  "''■■  *"«'' "  ""^ «"""«'«'  "i^  ths 


of  01 


Church  consider  ai 


ignised  by  the  State, 

The  Confeition  of  Faith  also  set  forth    >»»  "°9"«"'o"''''r  *r"  "'^"'*''^  *''■■  ^''^f^ 
the  authority  and  duty  of  church  officers,    P""  "^  ""PP'^"''  ""■  ''-"^"'-'  ""'J"'"=^'-»''"' 
as  distinct  from  the  civil  magistrates,  to 
administer  a  spiritual  and  moral  govern- 
ment in  the  Church  by  means  of 
and  absolutions.     The  article  was- 


without  reproach;  but  if  this  Bill  be 
passed,  the  Church  of  Scotland  muit  regard  p(e<- 
loni  aa  having  disqualified  themselves  for  bar 
conimunioa  by  doing  that  which  the  laws  of  their 
country  warrant  them  to  do.  Then,  suppose, 
again,  that  n  clergyman  of  our  Church  take*  ad- 


"  Church  aenaares  are  neccisary  for  the  re-  ,  vantage  of  tbia  law  and  onte: 
claiming  and  gain  of  oflending  hretbren,  for  do-    aa  it  legalise       -  -     -^      -■-    - 
tening  others  firom  the  like  offeuces,  for  pui  '      '       '  '  ' 
oat  that  learsn  which  might  infest  the  * 
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^nw  question  will  then  arise,  <  Can  a  man  be  law- 
fiiUy  depoied  lor  doing  that  which  the  curil  law 
entitles  him  to  do  ?'  The  ciTil  law  cannot' regard 
him  aa  worthj  of  deposition.  The  fruits  of  the 
benefice  will  thus  be  severed  from  the  cure  of 
■ouls,  which  the  civil  courts  a  few  years  ago  de- 
dared  to  be  impossible,  and  thus  the  civil  and  the 
•oclesiastioal  courts  are  brought  into  collision; 
the  civil  courts  refusing  to  give  effect  to  the  sen- 
tence of  the  ecclesiastical,  the  civil  courts  declar- 
ing the  man  still  to  be  minister  of  the  particular 
parish  to  which  he  may  belong,  and  still  a  minis- 
ter of  the  Ghnrch  of  Scotland,  while  the  Church 
of  Scotland  herself  declares  him  not  even  to  be  in 
communion  with  her.  There  will  be  this  most 
important  difference  between  such  a  case  and 
those  which  led  to  tiie  secession  of  1843,  that  the 
eollision  will  not  be  betwixt  the  civil  power  and  a 
party  in  the  Church,  but  betwixt  the  civil  power 
and  the  Churoh  itself!" 

That  was  the  case  as  regarded  Scotland. 

But  what  did  the  English  canons  say? 

He  would  take  the  109th  canon,  which 

declared  that — 

<*  If  any  oflbnded  the  brethren,  either  by  adul- 
tery, whoredom,  incest,  or  any  other  unolMuness 
or  wickedness  of  life,  such  notorious  offenders 
shall  not  be  admitted  to  the  holy  conmiunion  till 
they  be  reformed." 

Now  the  99th  canon  declared  that  no  per- 
sons should  marry  within  the  prohibited 
degrees,  and  that  all  marriages  contracted 
against  the  terms  of  that  canon  were  to 
be  considered  incestuous.  The  words  were 
these: — 

"No  person  shall  marry  withm  the  degrees 
prohibited  by  the  laws  of  God,  and  expressed  in  a 
table  set  forth  by  authority  in  the  year  of  our 
Lord  1563 ;  and  all  marriages  so  made  and  con- 
tracted shall  be  adjudged  incestuous  and  unlaw- 
ful." 

The  Bill  then  before  them — ^if  it  passed — 
and  the  canons  taken  together,  would  con- 
stitute a  body  of  law  which  the  clergy 
would  be  both  morally  and  legally  cen- 
surable for  not  obeying,  but  the  parts  of 
which  were  not  consistent  Upon  a  moral 
and  doctrinal  question,  such  as  ths.t  of  the 
prohibited  degrees  of  marriage,  the  clergy 
were  bound  to  obey  the  law  of  the  Church; 
and  if  Parliament  wished  to  preserve  that 
law  and  to  protect  the  clergy  in  their  obe- 
dience to  it,  he  did  not  see  how  they  could 
refuse  the  Amendment  that  he  had  pro- 
posed. He  knew  that  one  of  the  objec- 
tions to  the  Amendment  which  he  had 
placed  upon  the  paper  was  this,  that  the 
effect  of  it  would  be  to  hold  out  induce- 
ments to  some  members  of  the  Church  of 
England  to  become  Dissenters.  If  any 
desired  on  that  ground  to  become  Dissen- 
ters, he  would  say,  let  them  go.  Better 
that  they  openly  became  Dissenters  than 
that  persons  holding  such  opinions  as  they 

VOL.  CXL    [thuu)  ssoibs.] 


did  should  be  retained  within  the  body  of 
the  Church.  If  they  conscientiously  dif- 
fered from  the  Church,  they  might,  as 
professed  Dissenters,  entitle  themselves  to 
all  due  respect ;  but  if  they  differed  from  the 
Church  upon  important  and  fundamental 
principles,  why  should  they  join  us  ?  Such 
members  gave  no  strength  to  the  Church, 
and  the  union  of  them  with  the  Church 
could  be  of  no  service  to  the  country.  If 
the  House  were  induced  to  adopt  the 
Amendments  which  he  had  proposed,  they 
would  find  this  to  be  the  effect  of  intro- 
ducing them — that  they  would,  as  far  as 
possible,  enable  the  members  of  those 
great  religious  communities  which  disap- 
proved of  the  Bill,  to  relieve  themselves 
from  its  operation.  Was  that  a  slight 
thing  ?  If  the  Bill  remained  as  it  stood, 
every  married  man  and  woman  throughout 
the  country  would  find  the  domestic  rela- 
tions in  which  they  stood  to  the  sisters  of 
the  wife  inevitably  changed;  and,  after  the 
wife's  death,  no  widower,  however  decided 
against  a  marriage  with  his  wife's  sister, 
could  continue  to  associate  with  her  as  a 
brother-in-law.  If  the  laws  and  discipline 
of  the  two  Churches  were  preserved  invio- 
late, this  might  be  some  protection  to  all 
who,  bemg  within  the  pale  of  those 
Churches,  would  be  subject  to  their  laws, 
and  amenable  to  their  discipline.  But  if, 
while  they  pretended  to  leave  untouched 
the  law  of  those  Churches,  they  took  away 
all  power  of  enforcing  that  law,  they  took 
away  all  protection  from  those  who  dis- 
sented from  the  principles  upon  which  the 
measure  was  founded — they  took  away  all 
protection  from  every  one  whose  social  re- 
lations and  position  might  be  interfered 
with  by  its  provisions. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  3,  line  17, 
after  the  word  "  passed,"  to  insert  the 
following  words : — 

'*  Nor  shall  any  member  of  either  of  the  said 
Churches,  who  may  hereafter  contract  any  such 
marriage,  be  exempted,  by  virtue  of  this  Act, 
from  any  such  Spiritual  or  Ecclesiastical 'censure 
or  punishment ;  nor  shall  any  sentence  for  resti- 
tution of  conjugal  rights  be  pronounced  by  any 
Ecclesiastical  C^urt  in  any  suit  or  proceeding  be- 
tween the  parties  to  any  such  marriage." 

Mb.  J.  S.  WORTLBY  could  not  give 
his  assent  to  the  Amendment,  because  he 
believed  it  not  only  uncalled  for,  but  con- 
tradictory in  principle  and  highly  mischiev- 
ous in  operation.  It  was  wholly  inconsis- 
tent with  the  general  tone  and  tenor  of  the 
Bill;  and,  with  all  deference  to  his  hon. 
and  learned  Friend,  for  whoso  ability  he 
had   the  highest  respect,  he  must  take 
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leave  to  Hay  that  nothing  could  he  more 
absurd  or  irrational.  The  Amendment  had 
its  origin  in  that  which  had  dictated  from 
first  to  last  the  opposition  which  had  been 
offered  to  this  Bill,  namelj,  in  a  desire  to 
stretch  the  ecclesiastical  authority  to  the 
utmost  possible  point.  There  could  be  no 
question  that  the  anxiety  to  effect  this  most 
undesirable  object  was  the  head  and  front 
of  the  opposition  which  had  been  offered 
to  the  Bill;  and  in  no  portion  of  that  re- 
sistance was  the  spirit  more  clearly  dis- 
cernible than  in  the  present  Amendment. 
The  effect  of  the  Amendment  would  be  to 
lead  to  this  inconsistent  and  anomalous  re- 
sult, that  a  man  marrying  the  sister  of 
his  deceased  wife  would  contract  an  alli- 
ance, the  validity  of  which  would  be  recog- 
nised by  the  civil  courts,  but  in  such  posi- 
tion would  he  stand  with  respect  to  the 
ecclesiastical  courts  that  any  person  who 
was  prompted  by  an  impulse  of  malignity 
against  him  would  have  nothing  to  do  but 
to  institute  a  proceeding  against  him  in 
the  latter  tribunals,  and  to  cause  a  judg- 
ment to  be  passed  upon  him,  the  effect  of 
which  would  be  to  expose  him  to  the 
penalty  of  standing  in  a  white  sheet  at 
the  church  door.  Against  such  an  ano- 
malous state  of  the  law  as  this,  he,  for 
one,  would  never  cease  to  protest.  There 
was  not  the  least  colour  of  truth  in  the 
statement  that  the  Bill  was  a  coercive  mea- 
fiure.  It  compelled  no  man  to  contract 
Buch  a  marriage,  and  no  clergyman  to 
solemnise  it,  against  their  own  sense  of 
right.  Perfect  freedom  of  conscience  was 
guaranteed  to  all,  both  lay  and  clerical. 

Sir  R.  H.  INGLIS  observed  that  his 
right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  had  imputed 
to  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Ply- 
mouth a  wish  to  extend  the  limits  of 
Church  authority.  [Mr.  J.  S.  Wortlet: 
Ecclesiastical  authority  were  the  words  he 
had  used.]  If  there  were  any  distinction 
between  ecclesiastical  authority  and  Church 
authority  he  would  leave  his  right  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  to  explain  it  to  the  Com- 
mittee. His  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
was  understood  to  say,  he  wished  to  leave 
the  law  as  regarded  proceedings  in  eccle- 
siastical courts  precisely  where  it  stood  at 
present.  lie  would  leave  marriages  within 
the  prohibited  degrees  precisely  where  they 
were  at  present,  so  far  as  proceedings  in 
the  ecclesiastical  courts  were  concerned. 
His  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend,  in  the 
letter  which  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Plymouth  had  read  to  the  Ilouse,  com- 
plained that  tho  subject  then  before  the 


House  *'  was  one  iqpon  whidi  it  was  wA 
easy  to  keep  up  any  strong  pablio  feetinff.** 
He  had  himself  that  morning  received  i 
lithographed  letter,  and  he  presumed  thst 
he  was  not  the  only  Member  of  that  Hous 
who  had  received  such  a  communieatioBi 
stating  that  the  matter  now  before  then 
was  a  question  of  civil  and  religions 
liberty;  a  question  of  civil  and  religioia 
liberty,  that  a  man  should  be  free  to  many 
his  deceased  wife's  sister.  In  hia  opinioi 
the  House  of  Commons  had  no  diBcretioB^ 
ary  power — they  were  bound  to  consider 
whether  the  Bill  was,  or  waa  not*  agreeaUt 
to  the  word  of  God.  Opposition  to  tiis 
Bill  did  not  come  from  those  who  sooglit 
to  enlarge  Church  authority  or  ecclesiastic 
cal  power,  neither  were  the  defenders  of 
the  ^ili  to  be  considered  hostile  to  ths 
Church  of  England. 

Sir  F.  THESIGER  said,  he  wishti 
for  an  explanation  of  his  right  hon.  and 
learned  Friend's  opinion  as  to  the  Amend* 
ment  of  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  ths 
Member  for  Plymouth;  he  seemed  to  have 
no  objection  to  the  latter  part  of  ths 
Amendment.  If  he  understood  rightly, 
his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Modk 
ber  for  Bute  stated  that  no  ecelosiastiedl 
court  would  possess  authority  to  prononaot 
sentence  in  a  suit  between  partiea  wfat 
stood  towards  each  other  within  the  pi^ 
hibited  degrees  of  affinity. 

Mr.  J.  S.  WORTLEY  explained. 

Mr.  COCKBURN  thought  there  codU 
be  nothing  more  mischievous  than  the  Is* 
gislation  now  proposed  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Plymouth;  for  the 
Committee,  if  they  agreed  to  the  Amend* 
ment,  were  about  to  place  the  eccleaiasti* 
cal  tribunals  in  direct  opposition  to  tha 
civil  tribunals  of  the  country.  For  aD 
civil  purposes,  the  civil  tribunals  were«  bj 
this  Act,  to  give  effect  and  validity  to  these 
marriages;  and  yet  at  the  same  time,  bj 
this  Amendment,  the  ecclesiastical  tribu- 
nals  were  to  he  at  liberty  to  pass  eoclesiaa- 
tical  censures  upon  those  who  contracted 
the  very  marriages  which  the  Legislature 
pronounced  to  bo  legal.  Now,  the  eccle- 
siastical courts  of  this  country  did  not 
stand  so  very  high  in  public  estimation  af 
the  present  moment,  that  it  was  expedient 
to  give  them  the  coup  de  grace  by  putting 
them  in  direct  opposition  to  the  civil  au* 
thority.  What  had  the  ecclesiastical  courts 
to  do  with  marriage  ?  The  reason  was,  that 
ecclesiastics  formerly  claimed  a  jurisdiction 
in  regard  to  marriage  because  they  had 
treated  it  as  a  sacrament;  and  the  Heasf 
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was  asked  to  aUow  these  conris  to  deal  with 
the  subject  as  if  the  question  were  a  purely 
ecclesiastical  one.  The  ecclesiastical  courts 
claimed  to  exercise  jurisdiction  in  regard  to 
the  restitution  of  coniugal  rights  "for  the 
aafety  of  the  soul;"  but  he  beliered  that 
such  suits  were  instituted  for  something 
^Ise  TeiT  different.  If  the  Bill  were  bad, 
let  the  House  throw  it  out;  but  if  thej  de- 
termined to  pass  ity  as  he  trusted  they 
would,  believing  that  it  would  work  great 
good,  let  them  not  neutralise  its  e^ts, 
and  invohe  their  legislation  in  inconsis- 
tencies. 

Mr.  OSWALD  wished  to  obtain  some 
Information  as  to  the  effect  of  this  Amend- 
knent  with  regard  to  the  Church  of  Scot- 
land. There  were  no  ecclesiastical  courts 
in  Scotiand,  bat  there  were  church  courts 
belongmg  both  to  the  Established  Church 
and  the  Free  Church.  The  first  part  of 
this  Amendment  would  allow  the  church 
courts  of  Scotland  to  say  that  a  person 
who  had  contracted  these  marriages  had 
rendered  himself  subject  to  their  censure; 
and  he  wished  to  know  whether  the  Bill 
would  give  to  the  Scottish  Churches  the 
power  of  maintaining  that  discipline  which 
was  absolutely  indispensable  to  eyery 
phurch,  if  it  were  to  continue  a  liying 
body  with  the  power  of  putting  its  belief 
into  action. 

M^  P.  WOOD  regarded  the  Amend- 
ment as  calculated  to  prevent  rather  than 
to  provoke  a  collision  between  the  ecde- 
aiastical  and  civil  courts.  He,  for  one, 
was  anxious  to  see  the  ecclesiastical  courts 
liberated  from  many  subjects  that  now  oc- 
cupied their  attention,  and  he  thought  he 
had  reason  to  complain  of  Her  Majesty's 
Oovemment  for  not  having  introducea  a 
Bill  to  reform  those  courts.  It  was  stated 
that  such  a  measure  was  about  to  be 
brought  forward,  but  the  Session  had  well 
niffh  passed,  and  no  step  had  yet  been 
taken  to  redeem  the  promise  made  by  the 
Government.  In  the  mean  time  he  thought 
the  House  ought  to  leave  the  ecclesiastical 
courts  to  deal  with  these  marriages  accord- 
ing to  their  own  principles  and  doctrines, 
and  the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  and  learn- 
ed Member  for  Plymouth  would  have  that 
effect.  He  was  anxious  to  see  an  altera- 
tion in  the  mode  of  proceeding  in  ecclesi- 
astical courts,  which  he  admitted  was  not 
satisfactory,  and  he  should  be  glad  when 
the  promised  Bill  was  introduced  to  reform 
the  state  of  the  ecclesiastical  law,  both 
temporal  and  spiritual. 
.    Mb.  J.  S.  WORTLEY  said,  that  bis 


intention  was  to  preserve  in'  the  fuUeet 
degree  the  discipline  of  the  Church  of 
Scotland. 

Mb.  law  said,  it  would  appear,  thoDi 
tiiat  the  Church  of  Scotland  would  hav# 
the  power  to  censure  its  members  for  hav- 
ing contracted  these  marriages.  Would 
his  right  hon*  and  learned  Friend  extend 
that  power  to  the  Church  of  England  ? 

Mb.  J.  S.  WORTLEY  explained  that 
with  the  exception  of  suits,  in  the  ecclesi- 
astical court,  which  were  excepted  by  the 
Amendment  before  the  House,  the  power 
of  censure  now  held  by  the  Church  of 
England,  as  well  as  of  Sootiand,  would 
not  be  interfered  with. 

Mb.  ROUNDELL  PALMER  declared 
his  entire  dissent  fh)m  the  statement  Just 
made  by  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Geiv* 
tleman. 

Question  put,  **  That  the  proposed  wordli 
be  there  inserted." 

The  Committee  divided :— Ayes  103) 
Noes  145 :  Majority  42. 

Clause  agreed  to;  as  were  also  Clauses 
4  and  5. 

Clause  6. 

Colonel  CHATTERTON  said:  Sir; 
having  given  notice  of  my  intentioo  to 
move  the  insertion  of  a  clause  in  the  Maiv 
riage  Bin  of  the  right  hon.  and  leaniejl 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Buteshire,  I 
must  of  necessity  claim  the  indulgence  of 
the  House.  Perhaps,  Sir,  it  may  not  be 
expected  that  I  should  take  any  part  in 
this  debate;  but  as  I  know  of  no  reasoti 
why  a  soldier  should  not  be  interested  in  a 
matter  of  a  religious  character,  I  venture, 
as  such,  to  offer  my  decided  objection  to 
the  concession  now  sought  for.  I  am  un- 
willing that  this  Bill  should  pass  for  one  or 
two  reasons,  which  I  shall  briefly  state  to 
the  House.  When  I  acknowledge  I  am 
predisposed  to  receive  with  favotir  an! 
with  confidence  every  sound  argument 
against  legalising  those  impure  marriages 
which  the  Divine  law  has  ever  pronounced 
incestuous,  I  only  acknowledge  the  force 
of  that  Christian  education  which  has 
taught  us  all  to  view  with  repugnance  even 
the  idea  of  marriage  within  the  prohibited 
degrees.  Before  the  Catholic  Church  in 
England  rescued  herself  from  the  usurpa- 
tion, and  reformed  herself  ft'om  the  inno- 
vations of  Romanism,  the  marriages  be- 
tween first  and  between  second  cousins 
was  prohibited,  and  could  not  be  entered 
into  except  by  dispensation.  But  by  the 
table  of  prohibited  degrees,  published  ia 
the  year  1563t  such  marriages  were  not  pror 
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hibited;  kndbf  this  table  of  kindred  wbich 
should  Kovem  lu,  the  Church  has  only  in- 
troduced her  authority  sgaiaBt  those  mtx- 
riages  which  were  contrary  to  DiTiae  law; 
snd  amongat  tbose  divinely  prohibited  mar- 
riages is  the  eupposed  one  of  a  man  with 
big  deceased  wife's  sitter.  It  may  not, 
Sir,  be  here  either  irrelerant  or  out  of 
place  to  call  to  mind  the  99th  canon,  as 
exhibiting  the  eamostnesB  of  the  Church 
in  this  matter.  By  this  canon  it  is  or- 
duned — 


"  Thit  no  perwn  «1 


LordlJSSSi 


d  til  ToarriMgea  I 


Uw  partiM  m>  manied  ihall  b;  eoniw  of  law  ba 

Sir,  upon  this  canon  Burn  remarks  that — 
"  Before  Uw  atttnte  the  33nd  of  Hsnir  VIII., 
other  prohibition*  tb«ji  God'*  Uw  admitted  were 
iDTBDtcd  b]P  the  Court  of  Rome.  The  diipenu- 
tiOB  thereof  the;  alwaje  reserved  to  themielTea," 

Bat  be  it  remembered  that  the  marriage 
now  contemplated,  namely,  that  of  a  man 
with  his  wife's  sister,  has  ever  been  held 
,1>y  the  Catholio  Church  of  all  ages  as  pro- 
liibited  by  Divine  law.  Sir,  I  am  well 
aware  there  unhappily  exists,  and  has  ex- 
isted for  a  long  series  of  years,  much  re- 
lijpoas  controversy  upon  this  subject;  for 
we  find  the  question  was  agitated  nearly 
300  years  ago,  as  will  be  seen  by  an  ex- 
tnct  of  a  letter  I  hold  in  my  hand  from 
that  exemplary  and  erudite  divine.  Bishop 
Jewell  (then  Bishop  of  Salisbury),  to  Arch- 
lushop  Parker,  second  Arohbishop  of  Can- 
.terbiuy.  This  letter,  which  is  dated 
,"  Sarutn,  Calends  November,  1£6I," 
fp.vea,  in  my  humble  judgment,  the  clear- 
est and  most  satisfactorr  view  and  inter- 
pretation of  this  part  of  the  ISth  chapter 
of  Leviticus,  so  much  in  disputation.  The 
letter  says — 

"  Whereu  ye  datlre  to  understand  toy  poor 
advice  touching  oert&in  word*  in  the  zriii.  Levi- 
ticui,  bf  which  ye  think  it  Imrfiit  for  &  man  to 
nsrrr  roooenivelj  hi«  own  wife'i  *i*ter,  I  would 
nther  ye  had  taken  Id  hand  aomo  other  matters 
to  defend,  I  reckon  the  irord*  of  Levitioui 
whereupon  je  nound  are  theee — '  Uxorem  et 
•ororem  mam  ad  UoeMandam  eam,  no  dace*  nt 
retegaa  turpitadinem  eju*  ilia  adhuo  iiTcnte.' 
^Ihere  are  no  cipreu  word*  in  the  Lcvitical  lav, 
whereby  I  am  [w^hibited  to  marry  my  wife'i  sit- 
ter ;  *rgo,  by  tbe  Levitioal  law  saob  marriage  is  to 
be  accounted  lawful ;  for,  notwithttanding  the  sta- 
tute iu  that  case  makoi  no  relation  onto  the  18th 
chapter  of  Leviticus  na  unto  a  place  wherein  the 
degrees  of  consanguinity  and  affinity  ore  tonohcd 
man  at  la^,  yet  700  muat  remember  that  cer- 


tain degree*  are  there  left  out,  natooobed,  wilbla 
which,  nererthelna,  it  was  nerer  thought  lawfbl 
for  man  to  marry.  For  example,  there  is  nothing 
provided  there  by  eipresi  words  that  a  man  may 
marry  his  own  grandmother,  or  hi*  graad&tber'* 
Mcond  wife,  or  the  wife  of  his  uncle  by  bis  mo- 
ther's side~-DO,  Dor  ia  there  any  eipreas  prohibi- 
tion in  all  this  chapter  bat  that  auy  of  th«Be  may 
join  together  in  lawful  marriage.  Wherefitre  wa 
muat  needs  think  that  God  bath  in  this  chapter 
eapeoially  and  namely  ferbiddea  certain  degreea, 
not  as  leaving  all  marriagea  lawful  which  he  ha* 
not  Bipreasly  forbidden,  bat  that  thereby,  as  by 
infitllible  precedent*,  we  might  be  able  to  rule  ttw 
reat ;  a*  when  God  aaith  no  man  ahall  marry  his 
mother,  we  nnderatand  that  under  the  name  of 
mother  Is  conluned  both  the  grandmother  and 
the  grandftther'a  wife,  and  that  such  marriagea 
are  forbidden  ;  and  when  God  commands  that  no 
man  shall  marry  the  wife  of  his  uncle  by  hi*  b- 
ther's  side,  we  doubt  not  but  in  the  same  is  in- 
olnded  the  wife  of  the  uncle  by  the  mother'a  aide. 
Thus  you  see  God  himielf  would  leave  ua  to  ex- 
pound one  degree  bv  another  ;  ao  likewise  in  this 
case,  albeit  1  be  not  forbidden  by  plain  word*  to 
marry  my  wife's  ■iater,  yet  I  am  foriiidden  by 
other  worde  which,  by  eipoeition,  are  plain 
enough  i  for  when  God  commands  me  I  bIibII  not 
marry  my  brother'!  wife,  it  follow*  dinotly  by  tiM 
aame  that  he  forbids  to  marry  my  wile's  sister,  lor 
between  one  man  and  two  sisten,  and  one  woman 
and  two  brothsn,  ii  like  analogy  or  proportion, 
which  in  my  judgment  in  this  case,  and  other  saeh 
like,  ouj^t  to  be  taken  for  a  rule." 

In  this  religious  view  of  the  case,  Sir, 
I  offer  my  opposition,  not  from  my  own 
weak  and  erring  judgment,  nor  from  my 
private  judgment  of  H^y  Writ,  but 
aa  instructed  by  that  teacher  of  righte- 
ousness, the  witness  and  interprater  of 
Holy  Scripture,  the  Church  c^  Christ. 
These  sentiments  of  a  religious  charaotefi 
brief,  cursory,  and  feeble,  as  may  hare 
been  th^  expression,  ore,  however,  suffi- 
ciently cogent  with  me,  as  a  Churchman, 
to  give  my  emphatic  denial  to  the  Bill  now 
before  the  House.  I  must  leave  tbe  theo- 
logical and  controversial  defence  of  the 
teaching  of  tbe  Church  to  those  whom  tbe 
Church  has  ordained,  as  for  other  more 
sacred  and  mysterious  duties,  so  likewise 
for  this  important  work,  a  work  in  the  pre- 
sent day  requiring  much  learning  and  great 
self-denial,  I  mean  the  duty  which  ordina- 
tion imposes  upon  every  priest  of  the  Es- 
tablished Church,  "  to  be  ever  ready  to 
banish  and  drive  away  all  erroneous  and 
strange  doctrines,  contrary  to  God's 
word."  I  must  also  beg.  Sir,  to  oppose 
this  measura  upon  social  grounds.  It  is 
really  painful  to  contemplate  the  effoct 
even  the  agitation  of  the  question  has  upon 
social  life.  Tbe  manifest  tendency  of  the 
concession  sought  for  must  be  to  introduce 
jealousy,  estnugement,  and  suspicion  into 
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married  life;  for  c&n  any  one  Buppoee  th&t 
under  this  Bill  tlie  same  pure  brotherly  in- 
tercourse which  has  hitherto  prevuled,  aud 
I  trust  ever  will  prevail,  betweea  a  man 
and  hiB  sister-in-law  could  possibly  exist? 
The  Tety  possibility  of  their  future  marri- 
age would  totally  prevent  any  more  confi- 
dential or  affectionate  intimacy  between  » 
man  and  bis  wife's  sister,  than  might  exist 
betweeu  him  and  any  other  woman  not  at 
all  related  to  him.  I  confess.  Sir,  I  can- 
not see  the  necessity  of  this  Bill.  I  can 
answer  for  my  own  countrymen,  my  Pro- 
testant and  Roman  Catholio  brethren,  that 
the  principles  of  both  the  measures  you 
propose  will  nerer  be  acted  upon  by  them ; 
nor  can  I  see  how  any  faithful  sou  of 
the  English  Chnrch  can  set  at  nought 
her  plain  and  nnqoalified  condemnation  of 
these  marriages;  and  upon  this  point  it 
greatly  gratifies  me  to  quote  the  excellent 
ftulhority  of  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Oentleman  the  Member  for  Dnogarron, 
whose  brilliant  and  persnasiTO  eloquence 
on  duB  subject  so  charmed  the  House,  and 
to  which  1  also  beg  to  pay  my  humble 
tribute  of  admiration.  Being  anxious  to 
strengthen  mj  cose  as  regards  Ireland, 
the  House  will,  I  trust,  permit  me  to  read 
an  extract  irom  a  Iett«r  I  have  lately  re- 
ceired  from  a  most  worthy  and  learned  di- 
vine, a  dignitarr  of  the  Established  Church 
in  the  south  of  Ireland.    He  says — 

"  I  am  obliged  bj  ^oiir  MtaHag  mc  Mr.  Wort- 
lej**  BUI,  a  meHure  vhioh,  I  tnut,  for  the  wel- 
tm  Bod  bapi^DHl  of  tba  vomen  of  these  kinf- 
dom*,  will  never  pui  into  »  Uv;  luoh  oonoei- 
ioDi  Iq  this  eountrr  ara  held  in  nniTonal  uid  joft 
^horreitoe.  The  helingt  of  the  Rodud  Cattiolio 
Uitf  and  clerg;  ore  oTsn  more  itrong  agiinit  it 
thui  thoM  of  onr  own  people  ;  the  Preab^riini 
of  eoone  ibftre  in  tlie  diilike  of  the  Sootob  Chnroh 
to  mch  msrriagei.  Some  time  linoe  1  made  in- 
^aii7  throagliont  thia  eonntrr,  and  MOertained 
bejcmd  s  donbt,  that  sach  muriiigee  are  •oarcely 
CTer  beard  of,  and  the  oonTietion  that  legalisiDg 
■ueh  oonneiiona  would  be  deatrnctlre  to  morallt} 
and  the  best  intereita  of  iooiet;." 

Sir,  it  would  gradfy  me  much  by  the  per- 
misMon  of  the  House  to  read  an  extract 
from  a  most  respectable  Dublin  paper,  the 
Mail,  on  the  wretched  consequences  of 
this  proposed  Bill: — 

"  Some  of  the  I.ondoB  momiDg  joomali  have 
Inurtcd,  and  continue  to  publish,  a  diignating 
adTertieement,  purporting  to  be  tba  nbitaDce  of 
an  uiumimoa*  reaolution  paieed  at  a  oongrega- 
tional  mwting  of  IHwenting  miniftert,  who  pro- 
nouDce  in  brour  of  the  marriage  of  a  widower 
with  hii  deeeaaed  wife'*  liittr  or  niooa.  What 
Ktt  of  miniiters  tbey  ptetmd  to  be  wko  Urns  de- 


olara  themteWei  oppoaed  to  the  salatarf  rettratota 
b;  whieh  relipon  and  long-hallowed  caetom  haTS 
tenoed  about  the  obaraoter  of  the  domeitie  hearth, 
we  cannot  tell.  Perchance,  tiler  laaj  'dJwent' 
from  the  moral  law  of  the  Goipel,  and  Inolliie  to- 
wards  the  Turkish  ajstem,  which  goes  even  br- 
ther  than  thej  at  proent  se«  anjr  nMMaitr  for 
going,  and  aanetiona  the  interniarTiB^  of  brothras 
and  elttera.  In  lome  Koman  Catholio  countriei, 
it  U  not  an  nncommoa  thing  for  a  man  to  many 
his  own  nieoe,  his  brotlier't  or  siitar'a  ebiid  ;  and 
we  recollect  what  a  aeotiment  of  abborreaoB  waa 
raised  a^init  Dam  Miguel  for  proposing  sooh  a 
'  -   — ith  the  present  Queea  of  PortugaL 


ho  had  been  liiing  in  a  state  of  orim^ia]  intimaoj, 
and  their  object  was  to  remore  tbe  only  obitade 
to  their  being  legallf  united  in  matrimoDj  accor- 
ding to  the  measure  introduced  into  Parliament 
b;  tbe  bon.  Hr.  Stuart  Wortlej.  Still  mwa 
latel}',  in  the  eoon^  of  Norfolk,  a  umilar  incident 
OMurred.  Elias  Lnoas,  ebargsd  with  the  murder 
of  hU  wifo,  waa  broDSht  to  trial  on  Uw  Uth  of 
March  last  at  Cambridge  ;  there  stood  beside  him 
in  the  same  dock  Maria  Reeder,  his  wib'i  sister, 
charged  with  aiding  and  abetting  tbe  murder, 
it  appeared  that  t&  sister  Haria  bad  oome  t« 
reaiiu  with  the  unfortunate  couple  some  weelu 
before  the  fotal  event.  It  was  at  or  about  this 
time  tliat  the  illicit  passion  which  engendered  the 
miuder  arose,  or  at  least  manifosted  itself  olearifi 
Thej  were  both  foond  gnlltj  of  adminiitering  of- 
senic,  and  now  Ue  under  sentenea  of  death." 

The  onfortunate  guilty  pair  have  mam 
been  executed. 

"  A  recent  trial  in  Tipperar^  iUottrate*  the 
practical  lendeDoj  of  such  a  obange  as  Mr.  Wort- 
laj'a  Bill  would  introdace.  A  Dr.  Langlej  was 
tried  for  the  murder  of  his  wife  and  acquitted. 
Tbe  Tcrdiot  was  a  jut  one  we  admit ;  but  it  waa 
tiillj  proved  that  the  prisoner,  after  living  for 
many  years  in  terms  of  unbroken  afieetion  with 
bis  wi^,  had  latterly  adopted  a  coorw  of  bratal 
Dumanly  treatment  towards  ber,  which  en^ittaiiad 
at  least,  if  it  did  not  shorten  her  daya ;  and  what 
waa  the  origin  of  such  a  sadden  change  of  eon- 
dnct )  It  is  folly  detailed  in  a  letter  written  hj 
himself,  and  read  at  the  trial.  He  conceived  an 
nnhappjp  passion  for  his  wife's  nieoe,  to  whom  no 
doubt  he  expected  to  be  joined  in  matrimony,  as 
toon  as  the  complaisance  of  tbe  Legislatnte  would 
sanation  tuch  a  marriage;  and  &<un  tbe  moncat 
that  thought  found  harbour  in  his  breast  he  began 
to  hale  his  wifo.  His  words  are  rery  remarkabli^ 
and  worth;  of  consideratian — '  My  avenion  to 
my  poor  and  anfortnnato  Ellen  has  new  beooma 
unconquerable.'  How  many  uncles  and  brotbeia- 
in-law  would  transfer  their  affeotions  in  a  similar 
maoner  if  the  law  ibould  open  the  way  towards 
the  gratification  of  their  Illicit  fancies  t  TUs 
case  of  Dr.  I«ng1ey*s  shoold  not  be  lost  sight  of 
by  the  dofeoders  of  Christian  morality  in  Pariia- 
ment  when  Mr.  W<Hile7's  Bill  oomas  again  to  ba 
considered." 

Bat  I  greailj  iW  I  hvn  qnito  eahamtod 
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the  patience  of  the  House;  and,  thank- 
ing them  yerj  sincerelj  for  the  hearing 
thej  have  honoured  me  with,  I  would,  in 
-oonclusion,  give  my  opinion  that  the  only 
'^rsons  of  Her  Majesty's  subjects  who 
appear  anxious  for  this  miserable  priyilege 
are  those  of  the  manufacturing  class  who 
■are  Dissenters.  If  it  be  deemed  rights  if 
it  be  deemed  politic  or  adTisable,  grant  the 
'Concession  to  such  persons,  and  when  they 
'accept  it,  we  shall  learn  how  much  a  ten- 
ider  oonscienoe  can  bear.  But  let  us,  as 
Ohurohmeny  remember  that  these  marri- 
*Ages  of  a  knan  with  his  deceased  wife's 
aSter  or  niece  are  forbidden  by  divine  com- 
'mand  as  incestuous  and  unlawful,  as  the 
Church  testifies  and  teaches;  and  let  it 
^erer  be  borne  in  mind  that  what  Gh)d  has 
forbidden,  no  human  enactment,  no  human 
^authority,  can  ever  render  either  safe  or 
.lawful*  Anxious,  Sir,  to  rescue  my  coun- 
iry  from  that  discredit  which  in  my  mind 
will  encircle  England  should  this  BUI  pass 
into  a  law,  and  following  the  example  of 
^y  nght  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Worthy  who  wishes  to  throw  the  same  halo 
«<cmiid  his  country,  I  beg  to  move  that  the 

{revisions  of  thU  Act  do  not  pass  into  a 
vw  in  Ireland. 
I  Clause  (Provided  always,  and  be  it  En- 
actedf  That  nothing  in  this  Act  contained 
^hall  extend,  or  be  construed  to  extend, 
\o  Ireland)  brought  up,  and  read  1^. 

Mb.  FARRER  moved  that  the  Chair- 
inan  report  progress,  and  ask  leave  to  sit 

S'kgain.  Having  been  listening  attentively 
or  some  time,  he  must  declare  he  could 
not  hear  one  syllable  that  had  fallen  from 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Officer.  To-morrow 
tnoming,  perhaps,  when  the  newspapers 
were  published,  he  would  have  it  in  his 
power  to  form  an  idea  of  what  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Officer  had  said;  but  now  he  was 
utterly  ignorant  of  what  it  was  all  about. 
^t  was  now  just  twelve  o'clock  of  the  first 
night  of  their  sitting  in  the  New  House  of 
Conunoiu.  They  were  without  any  venti« 
latlon,  and  with  works  going  on  outside, 
he  was  sorry  to  say,  witn  a  very  pesti- 
ferous smelL  Hon.  Members  would  have 
to  pan  by  these  works  to  get  to  their 
homes,  and  the  best  thing  the  House 
could  do  was  to  support  his  Motion,  and 
411  go  home  to  bed. 

•  Colonel  SIBTHORP  supported  the 
Motion  for  adjournment.  In  the  progress 
of  the  Museum  and  Libraries  Bill  he  could 
not  tell  what  hon.  Members  were  saying, 
iad  H  was  almost  impossible^  to  %id  out 


what  they  were  dividing  about.  Tlid 
sooner  they  got  out  of  that  unwholesome 
place  the  better,  and  in  the  morning  thej 
could  form  an  opinion  of  what  had  been 
said  in  argument. 

Mr.  J.  S.  WORTLEY  appealed  to  the 
House  not  to  yield  to  any  Motion  for  ad- 
journing so  important  a  question.  Aa  to 
the  arguments  of  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Officer  the  Member  for  the  dty  of  Cork, 
they  might  apply  to  the  principle  of  the 
Bill,  which  had  been  confirmed  by  the 
House,  but  did  not  make  out  any  peculiar 
case  for  the  exemption  of  Irdand.  Don*t 
let  the  House  be  guilty  of  the  absurdity  of 
enacting  one  law  for  Ireland,  and  another 
for  England.  The  principle  of  the  Bill 
had  received  the  support  of  the  present 
Archbishop  of  Dublin  and  of  the  late  Dr. 
Dickenson,  the  excellent  Bishop  of  Meath. 
The  opponents  of  the  Bill  said  it  was  a 
woman's  question;  but  one  of  the  most 
distinguished  Irishwomen,  Miss  Bdgo- 
worth,  stated  that  her  father  had  mar- 
ried two  sisters,  and  that  the  marriages 
had  been  productive  of  the  greatest  do>- 
mestic  happiness. 

Mr.  F.  MAULE  observed,  that  all  the 

Krsons  quoted  by  the  right  hon.  and 
tmed  Member  were  Protestants,  but  ha 
had  not  referred  to  the  fact  that  the  BiU 
was  repugnant  to  the  Roman  Catholics, 
almost  universally.  Although  he  differed 
from  them  vitally  in  many  opinions,  he 
thought  they  were  entitled  to  the  same 
justice  that  he  wished  to  see  meted  to 
himself.  He  would  vote  for  the  Amend* 
ment  of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for 
the  city  of  Cork. 

Mr.  NAPIER  could  affirm  of  the  Pro* 
testants  of  Ireland,  that  their  feeling 
against  the  Bill  was  just  as  unanimous  aa 
among  the  Roman  Catholics.  He  waA 
confident  no  question  could  be  selected  on 
which  the  opinions  of  all  religious  persna* 
sions  in  Ireland  were  more  determined 
and  unanimous.  It  was  said  the  Aroh- 
bishop  of  Dublin  was  in  favour  of  this  Bill, 
but  he  was  not  an  Irishman;  and,  even  if 
he  were,  the  opinion  of  one  archbishop  was 
not  to  decide  the  opinion  of  the  whole  pop> 
ulation.  He  consideted  the  Bill  as  de* 
structive  to  the  happiness  of  families,  and 
as,  therefore,  he  would  vote  against  it  on 
every  opportunity,  he  should  support  the 
Motion. 

Colonel  THOMPSON  had  always  un- 
derstood,  not  that  the  manufacturing  pop- 
ulation were  the  prompters  of  this  demand^ 
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but  that  the  middle  classes  were  charged 
^ith  getting  up  a  stormy  agitation  for  it. 
He  therefore  protested  against  the  terms 
that  had  been  used  in  the  debate  as  to  the 
former.  He  felt  strong  doubts  as  to 
Scotch  and  Irish  unanimity.  On  a  previous 
pocasion  it  had  been  urged  on  the  House 
^hat  the  feeling  of  Scotland  was  unanimous, 
put  the  newspapers  showed  that  at  that 
Tery  time  Scotchmen  were  breaking  one 
another's  heads  in  Edinburgh  in  public 
ineetings  on  the  subject.  Scotch  unanimity 
YTOuld  become  a  proverb. 

Mr.  F.  MAULE  said,  the  feeling  in 
Scotland  was  unanimous  until  it  was  stirred 
up  by  a  paid  agitator.  That  person  had 
been  amongst  his  (Mr.  F.  Maulers)  con- 
stituents, and  endeavoured  to  get  up  a  pe- 
tition; but  when  he  attempted  to  hold  a 
public  meetmg  in  the  large  and  populous 
gity  of  Perth,  he  could  not  find  one  respect- 
able man  to  take  the  chair. 

Mb.  SADLEIR  said,  the  right  hen. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Buteshire  had  adverted  to  the  fact  of  an 
English  Archbishop  of  Dublin  being  in  fa- 
Tour  of  this  Bill;  but  he  kept  out  of  view 
the  circumstance  that  Ireland  was  in  a 
great  measure  a  Catholic  country,  regard- 
ing matrimony  as  a  sacrament,  and  bdiev- 
ing  that  marriages  such  as  this  Bill  pro- 

Csed  to  legalise  were  contrary  to  law,  so 
ig  as  they  were  solemnised  without  that 
dispensation  which  the  Catholic  Church 
bad  power  to  grant.  Let  the  House  re- 
member, that  upon  no  one  subiect  had  the 
legislation  of  the  Imperial  Farluiment  been 
more  unfortunate  in  Ireland  than  on  that 
pf  marriage.  A  large  and  influential  por- 
tion of  the  people  were  Presbyterians,  and 
ihey  viewed  with  abhorrence  the  object 
|uid  policy  of  this  Bill.  A  case  of  such  a 
marriage  as  this  Bill  would  legalisci  was 
upon  one  occasion  brought  before  the 
Synod  of  Ulster,  and  they  determined  that 
%he  parties  should  not  communicate  until  a 
aeparatioji  had  taken  place.  The  evidence 
in  the  report  as  to  the  Presbyterians  being 
favourable  to  these  marriages,  consisted  of 
the  statements  of  aa  individual  who  in 
Scotland  was  known  as  Duncan  Chis- 
holm,  of  Inverness,  but  who  in  Ireland 
stated  himself  to  be  an  Irishman  of  the 
name  of  George  Matthews.     He  also  re- 

f resented  himself  as  a  member  of  the 
^resbyterian  Church,  but  those  state- 
ments were  untrue.  He  had  received 
numberless  communications  from  mem- 
bra  of   the  Presbyterian   Churcbi    ez- 


pressmg  their  disgust  and  indignation  at 
the  evidence  of  that  man,  and  express* 
ing  also  their  astonishment  at  the  Commis- 
sioners, if  they  were  anxious  for  truth  and 
information,  not  taking  some  steps  to  know 
the  real  opinion  of  the  Presbyterian  body 
upon  the  subject.  They  had  not  either 
examined  any  dignitary  of  the  Catholic 
Church  in  Ireland  upon  it;  and  he  could 
not  make  up  his  mind  whether  even  the 
people  in  England  were  anxious  for  this 
Bill  to  pass  or  not.  Parliament  ought  not 
to  seek  to  force  upon  a  people  a  law  abhor- 
rent to  their  social  feeUngs  and  their  reli- 
gious convictions. 

The  0 'GORMAN  MAHON  protested 
against  the  accuracy  of  the  statements 
made  by  the  hon.  Members  for  Dublin 
University  and  Carlow.  The  former  Gen- 
tleman had  made  an  allusion  to  the  Arch- 
bishop of  Dublin;  surely,  it  was  proper 
enough  that  the  English  Church  in  Ireland 
should  be  presided  over  by  an  Englishman, 
As  for  the  Catholics,  their  Church  recog- 
nised the  principle  of  these  marriages,  re- 
taining to  this  hour  the  right  of  dispensa- 
tion. Parliament  should  not  place  itself 
in  antagonism  with  7,000,000  of  people  in 
Ireland. 

Mb.  MONSELL  maintained  that  all 
classes  in  Ireland,  the  Roman  Catholics, 
the  Presbyterians,  and  the  Established 
Church,  were  almost  unanimously  opposed 
to  the  Bill.  The  promoters  of  the  measure, 
with  burning  zeal  and  ample  pecuniary 
means,  had  not  been  able  to  get  signatures 
to  petitions  in  favour  of  it  in  Ireland.  The 
people  of  Scotland  were  also  opposed  to  it, 
and  a  very  large  proportion  of  the  people 
of  England.  Why  not  respect  the  moral 
and  religious  feeling  of  the  people  of  Ire- 
land upon  this  subject  ? 

Colonel  THOMPSON  felt  constrained 
to  ask  whether  it  was  possible  to  suppose 
that  the  7,000,000  of  Irish  Catholics  be- 
lieved their  Church  to  be  in  the  habit  of 
granting  dispensations  for  incest,  or  for 
anything  abhorrent  to  general  morals  and 
the  good  of  society  ?  What  the  Roman 
Catholic  Church  avowedly  admitted  under 
conditions,  Irish  Catholics  must  of  neces- 
sity view  as,  at  all  events,  one  upon  which 
human  wisdom  and  legislative  decision  had 
a  right  to  be  heard. 

Mr.  C.  ANSTEY  protested  against  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  the  Uni- 
versity of  Dublin  speaking  in  the  name 
of  the  Roman  Catholics  of  Ireland  —  a 
superstitious   and   idolatrous  body,   with. 
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which  he  could  have  no  connexion  what- 


ever. 


Mr.  NAPIER  said,  he  had  many  Roman 
Catholics  amongst  his  conscientious  sup- 
porters, and  hy  these  he  had  heen  request- 
ed to  oppose  the  Bill. 

Mr.  MCGREGOR  insisted  that  the  reli- 
gious sentiment,  as  well  as  the  domestic 
sentiment  of  the  people  of  Scotland,  was 
opposed  to  the  measure. 

Mr.  SADLEIR  said,  that  the  Roman 
Catholics  held  these  marriages  unlawful 
unless  sanctioned  hy  dispensation,  which, 
in  Ireland  was  never  granted,  except  under 
very  peculiar  and  pressing  circumstances. 

Colonel  RAWDON  thought  it  would 
bo  improper  to  except  Ireland  from  the 
operation  of  a  law  which  was  to  be  applied 
to  England  and  Scotland. 

Viscount  CASTLEREAGH  declared 
that  the  strongest  feeling  prevailed  against 
the  Bill  amongst  all  classes  in  the  part  of 
Ireland  with  which  he  was  connected, 
whether  Presbyterians,  Roman  Catholics, 
or  members  of  the  Established  Church. 

Mr.  FARRER  said,  his  reason  for  pro- 
posing the  adjournment  of  the  debate  was, 
that,  under  existing  circumstances,  mem- 
bers had  not  been  able  to  hear  accurately 
what  had  been  said  in  the  course  of  the 
discussion;  but  as  the  feeling  of  the  House 
seemed  to  be  opposed  to  his  proposition, 
he  would  withdraw  it. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  put,  "  That 
the  Clause  be  read  a  second  time." 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  114; 
Noes  132  :  Majority  18. 

House  resumed. 

Bill  rcpoi*ted;  as  amended,  to  be  con- 
sidered To-morrow, 

The  House  adjourned,  at  a  quarter  be- 
fore Two  o'clock. 
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HOUSE    OF   LORDS, 

Friday,  June  14,  1850. 

MiifUTBS.]      PuBuo  Bills. — 2*  Public  Houses 

(Scotland). 
Rep<yrttd. — Distress  for  Rent  (Ireland) ;  Incum- 
bered   Estates    (Ireland)    Act    Amendment; 
Sheriff  of  Westmoreland  Appointment;  Judg- 
ments (Ireland). 

CUANCERY  COURT  OF  APPEAL  BILL. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing read. 

Lord  BROUGHAM :  ♦  I  am  now  to 
solicit  the    attention  of   your  Lordships 


while,  according  to  my  notiee,  I  ttate  fti 
reasons  which  induce  me  to  poetpone  tiit 
further  proceeding  with  this  Bill.  I  intro- 
duced it  first  in  1833»  while  a  Minister  rf 
the  Crown,  and  with  the  entire  eoneow 
rence  of  my  Colleagaos.  Bat  I  then  il^ 
ted  that  we  were  fully  aware  of  the  gmt 
difficulties  which  surrounded  the  meaann^ 
that  we  by  no  means  pled|^  onraelTes  ts 
abide  by  it  after  fuller  consideration  shooil 
be  given  by  Parliament  and  hy  the  kgil 
profession,  that  we  presented  it  as  ms 
result  of  the  attention  which  we  had  best 
able  to  bestow  upon  the  very  diffienlt  sub- 
ject, and  that  we  desired  to  hare  it  stanl 
over  for  more  deliberate  diaenssion  dnrisr 
the  approaching  vacation.  The  other  B3 
which  we  presented  in  the  following  year 
contained  new  provisions ;  hat  the  met* 
sure  of  1833  is  the  one  which  I  latdy  re- 
introduced, and  which  now  stands  ftr  a 
second  reading. 

It  was  a  deep  sense  of  the  existiiig 
evils,  and  a  conviction  that  some  remedy 
ought  if  possible  to  be  applied,  that  inflo- 
enced  the  Government  of  1833  in  hringing 
the  subject  before  Parliament ;  and  when 
the  retirement  of  the  Chancellor  and  the 
appointment  of  Commissioners  to  hold  the 
Great  Seal,  seemed  to  give  a  faroarabb 
occasion  for  again  eonsidering  this  import- 
ant matter,  I  was  naturally  led  to  press  it 
upon  the  attention  of  the  GoTemment,  in 
the  hope  that  some  arrangement  might  be 
made  for  meeting  the  great  exigency  sf 
the  case.  This  led  to  my  remtrodncing  the 
Bill  of  1833.  I  must  now  ask  yomr  atten* 
tion  to  this  subject — if  it  be  possible,  yovr 
patient  attention.  For  I  am  well  awaie 
that  it  is  none  of  the  most  attractifs^ 
although  it  is  one  of  the  most  important. 
It  is  surrounded  by  none  of  the  flowem 
which  recommend  other  questions  to  the 
sense  of  public  assemblies  ;  it  is  uncon* 
nected  with  personal  matter,  nnmized  with 
party  topics,  unadorned  by  amusing  detaib 
— in  a  word,  it  is  of  a  dry,  of  a  forlnd* 
ding,  even  of  a  repulsive  aspect.  It  ia 
only  of  vast  importance  to  the  coimtiy 
and  to  the  constitution.  It  is  one  of  those 
questions,  therefore,  which  being  of  all 
others  the  most  important,  are  exactly 
those,  according  to  a  well  known  plea* 
santry  of  Mr.  Canning,  which  nobody  at 
all  ever  cares  anything  at  all  about.  As» 
therefore,  I  have  nothing  to  recommend 
my  subject  but  its  intrinsic  Talue,  stripped 
of  all  outward  charms,  I  have  but  a  mode* 
rate  chance  of  engaging  your  attention  tft 
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its  details.  NeverthelesB,  it  is  my  duty  to 
explain  those  details ;  because  at  the  pre- 
sent moment  the  greatest  ignorance  of 
them  prevails  both  out  of  doors  and  within. 
The  subject  is  known  only  to  professional 
men  ;  others  are  wholly  unacquainted  with 
it.  Such  of  my  noble  Friends  opposite, 
and  such  of  the  House  at  large  as  may 
honour  me  with  thdr  attention,  will  very 
soon  perceive  both  the  importance  of  the 
question,  and  the  difficulties  that  encumber 
it;  both  the  reasons  for  applying  a  remedy, 
and  the  obstacles  in  the  way  of  its  appli- 
cation. 

The  complaint  is  not  of  yesterday  that 
the  Lord  Chancellor  has  more  duties  cast 
upon  him  than  can  be  satisfactorily  per- 
formed by  a  single  individual.  As  long 
ago  as  the  days  of  the  Bacons  and  the 
Cokes,  the  same  grievance  was  complained 
of,  and  loudly.  Early  in  the  seventeenth 
century,  Lord  Coke  said  that  there  was 
more  for  the  Chancellor  to  do  than  could 
be  got  through  satisfactorily  by  him  and 
the  Master  of  the  Rolls,  his  helpmate. 
He  spoke  from  observation ;  and  Lord 
Bacon,  speaking  from  experience,  gave 
the  same  opinion.  Yet  in  those  days  the 
elaims  upon  that  great  officer's  time,  his 
industry,  his  ability,  were  not  a  fifth  part 
eaual  to  their  present  amount.  First  of 
all  he  presides  nearly  ten  months  in  the 
year,  and  presides  sole  Judge,  in  the  Court 
of  Chancery ;  next  he  presides  in  the 
House  of  Lords  as  Speaker,  in  which  ca- 
pacity he  is  chief  Judge  of  all  appeals 
from  England,  Scotland,  and  Ireland — ^and 
I  may  observe  in  passing  that  the  weight 
of  the  Scotch  and  Irish  Appeals  has  been 
cast  into  the  scale  since  the  days  of  Lord 
Coke ;  then  he  is  a  Minister  of  the  Crown, 
a  Member  of  the  Cabinet,  with  great  au- 
thority and  influence  among  his  Colleagues, 
who  accordingly  expect,  and  justly  expect, 
that  he  shodd  with  them  give  his  best 
attention  to  the  arduous  concerns  of  the 
realm ;  again,  he  is  the  Minister  of  Jus- 
tice, whose  high  office  it  is  to  select  the 
persons  fit  for  the  Bench,  and  for  whose 
learning,  capacity,  and  integrity  as  Judges 
he  is  solely  responsible.  But  further, 
upon  all  matters  connected  with  criminal 
and  civil  jurisprudence  he  has  to  counsel 
the  Sovereign,  for  it  is  to  him  that  on  all 
such  questions  the  Crown  and  the  Cabinet 
looks.  Lastly,  as  by  a  strange  anomaly, 
this  highest  of  the  Judges,  but  that  he 
exercises  himself  no  criminal  jurisdiction, 
is  removable  «t  pleasure,  and  as  a  member 


of  a  political  party,  the  party  in  power  for 
the  time  being,  he  must  bear  his  share, 
and  an  ample  one  it  is  sure  to  bo,  in  the 
contentious  and  not  seldom  fatiguing  de- 
bates of  this  House. 

Such  are  the  various  and  heavy  duties 
of  the  Great  Seal;  and  hence  the  wonder 
is  not  great  that  working  under  the  pros* 
sure  of  such  a  load,  few  Chancellors  are 
equal  to  cope  with  the  business  of  their 
courts  and  to  keep  down  the  arrears  whe* 
ther  of  Chancery  or  of  the  Lords.  When 
I  took  the  Great  Seal  in  November,  ISSO, 
I  found  above  150  appeals  that  stood  for 
hearing,  with  a  heavy  arrear,  I  believe  of 
near  100  causes,  in  this  House.  By  great 
exertions  on  my  own  part  and  on  that  of 
the  Bar  this  heavy  arrear  was  got  rid  of; 
147  Appeals  having  been  heard  and  deter* 
mined  in  Chancery,  besides  other  business 
to  a  great  amount,  and  above  80  causes  in 
the  Lords.  But  not  only  had  I  to  sit 
early  and  late,  sometimes  till  past  mid<» 
night,  during  those  eleven  months;  from 
the  controversy  on  the  Reform  Bill  this 
House  sat  till  the  middle  of  October,  and 
hence,  after  the  Court  of  Chancery  had  ad- 
journed for  wsnt  of  fresh  business,  I  could 
sit  for  six  weeks  or  more  to  hear  causes  ia 
this  House— I  remember  coming  down  at 
twelve  o'crock  on  the  12th  of  October, 
having  only  left  the  woolsack  at  seven  that 
morning,  when  the  five  days'  debate  closed 
on  the  Reform  Bill.  It  is  true  that  we  thua 
overcome  the  arrear,  and  I  was  enabled  to 
keep  it  dovm  during  the  four  years  I  held 
the  Great  Seal;  but  it  is  no  less  true  that 
exertions  like  these  cannot  be  often  made 
either  by  the  Bench  or  the  Bar — they  can* 
not  be  undergone  twice  by  the  same  in- 
dividual-*and  no  individual  expects  to  be 
caUed  on  to  make  them  once.  My  noble 
and  learned  Friend  (Lord  Cottenham),  not 
now  present,  ascribed  my  bad  health  in 
1836,  which  prevented  me  from  attendin|^ 
the  service  of  the  House,  to  these  labours; 
but  this  was  a  mistake.  I  felt  fatigued 
during  the  winter  of  1831-2;  but  in 
1833-4  I  had  completely  recovered.  How* 
ever,  the  case  is  quite  strong  enough  in  its 
true  colours  and  just  proportions,  and 
needs  no  exaggeration  to  prove  how  griev- 
ous a  load  the  Great  Seal  lays  on  the 
shoulders  of  him  who  undertakes  to  hold 
it.  The  general  impression  on  men*a 
minds  is,  that  something  must  if  possible 
be  done  for  his  relief.  But  then  arises  the 
question — what  is  that  something  ?  How 
•ro  ^ou  tp  Wfij  ft  remedy  which  will  b^ 
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both  effectual  and  safe— -will  relieye  the 
grievous  pressure,  without  occasioning 
ether  evils  yet  more  serious  ? 
•  Having  stated  the  mischiefs  complained 
of,  I  am  now  hound  to  state  the  difficulties 
we  have  to  grapple  with  in  remedying  it — 
difficulties  which  form  my  reasons  for  asking 
your  Lordships  to  postpone  the  Bill  on  your 
table--difficulties  which  I  shall  do  a  good 
Bervice  to  the  State,  by  describing  them 
in  connection  with  the  proposed  remedies, 
not  as  believing  them  to  be  insurmountable, 
but  as  convinced  that  they  must  receive  a 
calm  and  deliberate  consideration  from 
well-informed  men,  before  any  plan  can  be 
safely  adopted  for  meeting  the  evil,  whose 
'existence  and  magnitude  eJl  confess. 
.  The  first  expedient  that  presents  itself, 
and  which  is  supposed  to  be  so  easy  as  to 
be  deemed  quite  a  matter  of  course,  is  the 
division  of  the  Chancellor's  office  into  two 
«— separating  his  purely  judicial  duties  from 
his  functions  partly  judicial,  partly  political, 
depriving  him  of  his  place  in  the  Court  of 
Chancery,  confining  him  to  his  seat  on  the 
woolsack,  and  his  duties  as  Minister  of 
Justice.  As  the  bulk  of  his  labours  are 
those  in  Chancery,  and  the  arrear  chiefly 
arises  there,  nothing  can  be  more  natural 
than  this  suggestion.  As  he  is  a  sole 
Judge  in  Chancery,  and  therefore  should 
be  irremovable  like  all  other  Judges,  no- 
thing can  be  more  plausible  than  the  plan 
of  a  permanent  Chief  Judge  in  Equity, 
while  the  Speaker  and  the  Minister,  and 
the  President  of  the  Judicial  Committee, 
continue  removable— I  say  nothing  of  the 
anomaly  of  having  a  Chancellor  minus  the 
Court  of  Chancery — a  Chancellor  to  sit 
every  where  but  in  his  own  Court — a  Chan- 
eellor  admitted  to  judge  in  the  Lords  and 
in  the  Privy  Council,  but  expelled  from  the 
Court  of  Chancery — ^for  all  this  I  should 
not  value  at  a  rush,  were  there  not  more 
substantial  difficulties  in  my  way.  But 
such  unhappily  there  are,  well  known  to 
Chancery  men,  easily  apprehended  by  all 
the  profession,  and  which  I  hope  to  make 
also  comprehensible  by  your  Lordships. 
There  must  be  an  appeal  within  the  Court 
of  Chancery.  At  present  the  appeal  is 
from  the  Rolls  and  from  the  Vice-chancel- 
lors to  the  Chancellor;  from  him  to  this 
House.  I  say  an  appeal  from  these  Equity 
Judges  there  must  be.  No  one  can  have 
a  greater  respect  than  I  have,  in  common 
with  all  the  profession,  for  tho  Master  of 
the  Rolls — ^hu  great  learning  and  long  ex- 
perienee*— for  t^e  profound  knowledge  and 


practical  ability  of  the  Viee-ChaneaBor  d 
England — for  the  talenta,  aaaidiiitj,  ufk 
learning  of  the  Vice-Chancellora  Kni^ 
Bruce  and  Wigram — and  the  integrity  rf 
all  these  eminent  Judges  atajida  wholly  «»- 
impeached  and  unsuspected.  Bnt  no  Judgs^ 
whatever  be  his  acoomplishmenta  or  his  in- 
dustry, can  be  safely  trusted  without  tiit 
control  of  superintendence,  to  atimnlate  if 
tardy,  to  curb  if  hasty,  to  eorrect  if  nia* 
taken.  An  appeal  wen  there  muat  be^ 
were  it  only  that  each  maj  eit  and  jndgi 
with  the  knowledge  that  lue  deeiaions  ait 
subject  to  review  elsewhere.  Nor  can  this 
appeal  be  to  your  Lordahipe*  Hooae  direeti 
because  many  causes  will  not  hear  tiit 
labour,  the  expense,  and  the  delaj  of  this 
resort  to  the  highest  Court.  Then  motioos 
often  raise  most  important  queationav  and 
interlocutory  orders  made  upon  motioni, 
regulate  the  course,  and  maj  determine 
the  fate  of  the  most  important  cansai* 
Yet,  though  by  law  an  appeal  lies  to  this 
House  on  every  interiocntory  order,  as  weD 
as  final  decree,  I  have  hardlj  the  recoQae- 
tion  of  above  one  or  two  motiona,  brought 
here  by  appeal  in  the  last  30  yeara.  Knm* 
berless  motions  are  constantlj  dispoaed  of 
with  great  forensic  contention  by  the  fimr 
inferior  Judges  in  Equity,  often  being  oa 
mere  points  of  practice,  bnt  importaot 
points,  as  I  have  shown.  It  ia  neeeaaaiy 
that  there  should  be  a  superintending 
power  over  the  Judges  who  deal  with  and 
decide  upon  them.  Hitherto  appeal  mo* 
tions  have  come  before  the  Qreat  Offieev 
at  the  head  of  the  Law,  first  oi  all  Judgea* 
as  well  as  first  of  Equity  Judgea,  and 
clothed  with  the  respect  which  distingoiah* 
ed  eminence  in  various  kinds  ia  fitted  to 
command.  Such  an  appeal  involvee  no 
inconsistency  or  absurdity — it  ia  not  finoia 
a  Judge  to  his  equal  or  co-ordinate,  hut  to 
his  superior.  From  one  Vioe-GhaneeUor 
to  another— every  one  at  once  perceivea  an 
appeal  would  be  preposterous:  still  mora 
from  the  Master  of  the  Bolls  to  a  Vioe* 
Chancellor.  Then  so  would  an  appeal  be 
from  the  Judges  to  the  new  Chief  Judge 
in  Equity,  whom  it  is  proposed  to  oreate} 
for  it  is  quite  manifest  that  this  new  Judge 
will  be  only  a  kind  of  Yioe-Ohanoellor— a 
Vice-Chancellor  whose  higher  salary  will 
not  more  than  make  up  for  his  lower  aati« 
quity.  Nay,  certainly,  he  will  atand  ia 
lesser  estimation  than  an  ancient  offioer 
who  sits  at  the  Rolls. 

To  meet  this  obrious  difficulty^  it  haa 
been  proposed  to  have  the  Court  of  Appeel 
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in  Chauoerj  composed  in  each  case  of 
ihree  Judges,  from  whose  decisions  the 
appeal  does  not  come,  preserving  the  ana- 
logy of  the  Common  Law,  which  giyes  to 
the  Judges  of  the  two  Courts  jurisdiction 
in  writs  of  error  from  the  third;  so  that 
the  Common  Pleas  and  Exchequer  decide 
in  error  from  the  King's  Bencn,  and  the 
£ing*s  Bench  and  Common  Pleas  in  error 
from  the  Exchequer.  But  then  see  the 
other  difficulty  to  which  this  apparently 
plausible  scheme  leads.  The  experience 
of  the  last  fiye-and-thirty  years  shows  that 
there  are  always  appeals  in  Chancery  fully 
to  occupy  one  Court.  Since  the  Vice- 
Chancellor  was  created  in  1813,  as  Sir 
flamuel  Romilly  foretold,  the  Chancellor 
imcame  a  mere  Judge  of  Appeal.  1  had 
full  experience  of  this  in  the  four  years  of 
my  office — exactly  four  years — for  I  took 
the  Great  Seal  on  the  22nd  of  November, 
1830,  and  quitted  it  November  22nd,  1834. 
I  heard  no  more  than  some  eleven  or 
twelve  original  causes,  the  rest  were  ap* 
peals.  Many  motions  I  heard  no  doubt, 
hvLt  chiefly  appeal  motions.  There  is, 
therefore,  quite  appeal  business  enough  for 
one  Court,  especiMly  since  the  creation  of 
two  new  Vice-chancellors.  Thus  the  new 
Ohief,  sitting  with  two  or  three  of  the  in- 
ferior Judges,  would  form  a  Court  of  Ap- 
peal all  the  year  round;  or,  in  other  words» 
«li  the  Courts  but  one  would  be  closed 

Sj^ainst  original  causes;  and  the  Great 
eal  would  be  permanently  in  Commission 
•"-«n  arrangement  which  would  at  once 
create  an  arrear  far  greater  than  ever  en- 
onemnbered  the  Court  in  the  worst  of 
times. 

This  difficulty  throws  us  back  on  the 
House  of  Lords;  but  no  prospect  of  relief 
Irom  its  appellate  jurisdiction  can  be 
afforded,  even  if  expense  were  out  of  the 
question,  because  the  Appeal  Court  must 
be  constantly  sitting,  at  least  for  motions, 
and  your  Lordships  only  sit  half  the  year. 
It  has  indeed  sometimes  been  proposed  to 
tit  for  judicial  business  during  the  ParUa- 
mentary  vacation.  But  to  this  there  are 
^e  greatest  objeotions.  If  the  House  is 
sitting  at  all,  though  only  for  causes,  how 
can  you  prevent  any  person  having  privi- 
lege of  Peerage  from  interfering  with 
Jttestions  and  motions  upon  seeing  the 
ihancellor  in  his  place  ?  And  if  a  statutory 
prohibition  of  all  business,  except  judicial, 
is  enacted,  it  is  plain  that  a  very  awkward 
division  is,  for  Uie  first  time,  made  of  the 
House's  factions,  and  it  oan  hardlT  any 
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Judges  indiscriminately,  or  that  an  Appeal 
lies  in  Parliament.  An  arrangement  of 
this  kind  seems  very  much  akin  to  a  tran* 
sition  from  our  present  constitution  to  a 
new  and  untried  one;  if  it  be  not  in  itself 
an  abdication  of  our  judicial  functions. 
However,  I  would  by  no  means  be  under* 
stood  to  give  a  final  and  positive  opinion^ 
even  on  this  part  of  the  question.  I  avoid 
above  all  things  speaking  dogmatically.  It 
is  my  purpose  to  express  the  difficulty,  and 
suggest  the  doubts  which  experience  and 
reflection  have  pointed  out  to  myself  and 
others.  My  noble  and  learned  Friend 
(Lord  Lyndhurst)  now  absent  from,  I  re* 
joice  in  common  with  your  Lordships  to 
think,  a  temporary  indisposition,  has  fully 
gone  into  all  these  questions  with  me;  and 
our  last  conference  upon  them  was  aided 
by  a  most  learned  and  able  Common  Law 
Judge,  who  had  formerly  exercised  equi- 
table jurisdiction.  We  felt  the  pressure 
of  the  difficulty;  we  did  not  wholly  despair 
of  being  able,  by  apt  provisions,  to  oveN 
come  it;  we  were  only  quite  assured  of 
one  thing,  that  further  inquiry  and  fnller 
discussion  were  absolutely  necessary  be» 
fore  a  plan  oonld  safely,  or,  in  any  man* 
ner  of  way,  usefully  be  framed  and 
adopted. 

But  suppose  this  difficulty  overoome) 
and  by  a  satisfactoir  arrangement:  I 
proceed  now  to  one  of  a  more  general  na- 
ture, and  the  extent  of  which,  in  all  its  re« 
lations,  has  formed  the  chief  cause  of 
postponing  further  proceedings  for  the  pre* 
sent.  The  question  which  now  occupies 
us  is  of  a  general  nature,  affecting  not 
only  the  whole  equitable  jurisdiction,  but 
the  whole  judicial  system,  the  whole  law, 
and  the  constitution  itself  of  our  mixed 
Government. 

First,  to  sustain  our  judicial  system, 
and  to  seeure  the  due  administration  of 
justice,  it  is  necessary  that  great  powersg 
great  learning,  capacity  and  integrity  on 
the  Bonch,  should  be  met  by  eminent 
talents  and  accomplishments  at  the  Bar. 
If  the  judge  is  the  dispenser  of  jostioe» 
the  advocate  is  its  minister.  And  from 
among  the  practitioners  at  the  Bar  mnst 
the  Judges  themselves  be  selected.  Now, 
if  anything  is  more  clear  in  our  sys* 
tem  than  another,  it  is  this -^  that  the 
character  of  the  profession  at  large  is 
bound  up  with  the  dignity  of  the  Great 
Seal,  its  powers,  its  privileges,  its  splen- 
dour— ^but,  above  all,  the  high  char* 
aeter,  the  professional  eminence*  the  trmn* 
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jou  do  anything  to  lower  that  dignity,  to 
obscure  that  lustre,  you  remove  from  the 
eye  of  the  profession  the  great  prize,  the 
sight  of  which  in  prospect,  remote  and 
precarious  though  it  be,  quickens  and  in- 
vigorates every  man  who  wears  the  advo- 
cate's robe  —  every  one  who  toils  in  the 
humble  walk  of  the  profession,  the  special 
pleader,  the  equity  draftsman,  the  students 
who  labour  at  their  desks,  the  youths  not 
yet  admitted  to  share  that  toil;  you  veil 
from  their  eyes  that  lofty  and  dazzling 
summit,  the  view  of  which  sweetens  their 
daily  and  nightly  toil,  consoling  them  under 
all  privations,  cheering  them  in  the  disap- 
pointments to  which  our  profession  is  pecu- 
liarly exposed.  No  longer  do  those  labo- 
rious and  deserving  men  proudly  exult  in 
feeling  that  they  belong  to  a  body  from 
whom  must  be  chosen,  not  only  the  ordi- 
nary Judges,  but  the  supreme  of  all,  the 
Lord  High  Chancellor,  endowed  with  title, 
fortified  with  power,  exalted  by  rank, 
strengthened  with  emolument,  "  by  merit 
raised  to  that  good  eminence,'*  because 
called  to  the  discharge  of  duties  which  only 
the  able  and  the  learned  can  perform.  The 
character  of  the  profession  is  lowered  with 
that  of  its  chief;  the  body  from  which  all 
the  other  Judges  are  chosen  is  deteriorated 
in  quality;  these  Judges  are  lessened  in 
estimation  with  the  exalted  functionary 
who  stands  at  their  head,  whose  fiat  plant- 
ed them  on  the  bench,  and  whose  name 
protects  and  sustains  them.  These  Judges 
shine  much  by  their  own  lustre,  but  much 
also  by  the  splendour  of  their  great  chief, 
which  they  share  while  they  reflect.  It  is 
a  vain  and  empty  error  which  they  commit 
who  talk  of  the  useless  splendour  and  ex- 
pensive dignity  of  the  Great  Seal.  I  am 
nere  using  no  romantic  fanciful  language, 
when  I  describe  the  vast  practical  impor- 
tance of  its  being  clothed  with  the  utmost 
splendour  which  exalted  station  and  emi- 
nent merit  can  invest  it  withal.  It  is  a 
matter  of  constant  and  actual  experience 
that  the  whole  profession  of  the  law,  as  well 
Bench  as  Bar,  is  affected  by  the  splendour 
and  qualifications  of  its  chief.  But  then 
both  must  combine,  both  personal  merit 
and  political  attributes;  individual  emi- 
nence and  official  supremacy.  It  may  be 
hoped,  that  by  retaining  great  income, 
high  station  and  ample  power,  the  office  of 
Chancellor,  thoush  stript  of  its  judicial 
functions,  will  stillhold  out  a  dazzling  prize 
to  the  legal  body.  That  is  not  sufficient; 
if  it  no  longer  is  held  by  truly  worthy  men, 
if.  it.  ia  eiSieir  be#towed  upon  part;  xeal 


and  subserviency,  or  upon  medioerity  £1- 
voured  by  personal  connexion  with  the  Ah 
tributors  of  favour — the  name  maj  remih 
— the  substance  is  gone.  The  Great  Sed 
may  glitter,  but  it  becomes  a  bauble.  Tbft 
which  men  revered,  becaiue  a  Baeoa,  a 
Nottingham,  a  Hardwick,  an  Bldon,  W 
once  held  it,  they  will  no  longer  olman 
with  respect  in  the  hands  of  a  Face,  sae> 
cessors  of  Shaftesbury.  Thej  had  \mm 
wont  to  fix  their  eyes  on  the  great  nNi 
themselves,  at  least  as  much  aa  on  ther 
names  and  their  robes.  They  will  ton 
away  from  the  externals  of  the  office  what 
no  longer  sustained  by  internal  merit  §ai 
enduring  renown. 

This  it  is  that  makes  me  hesitate  ts 
sever  the  Lord  Chancellor  from  his  pnpv 
functions  and  expel  him  from  Chancery.  I 
can  no  longer  see  any  secnritj  Sffsiiit 
party  zeal,  or  favoured  mediocritj  dotc^ 
ing  the  Great  Seal.  While  no  one  csa 
hold  it  without  sitting  continuallj  in  cpei 
court,  alone  and  nnassisted,  to  answer 
whatever  motion  may  be  made,  often  witlh 
out  the  security  of  having  both  parties  W 
fore  him,  in  the  face  of  an  able,  astatSb 
jealous  Bar,  without  time  for  consnltatka^ 
without  the  possibility  of  applying  in  say 
quarter  for  help;  while  he  must  in  Eks 
manner,  though  less  suddenly,  dispose 
alone  of  the  most  difficult  cases,  wheUNf 
original  causes  or  appeals;  we  hare  a  rea* 
sonable  security  against  any  one  rentunng 
to  seize  the  great  prize  by  climbing  to  Am 
perilous  height,  if  he  feeu  that  he  is  likely 
to  expose  his  incapacity,  and  be  tumbled 
headlong  by  public  scorn;  but  we  hare  a 
perfect  security  against  any  OoTemmeBl 
consenting  to  elevate  such  an  one,  though 
his  own  blind  presumption  should  tempt 
him  to  run  the  risk.  Hitherto  we  have 
never  seen  any  such  promotion  of  known 
incapacity,  and  very  rarely  indeed,  per- 
haps not  above  once  in  a  couple  of  een« 
turies,  mediocrity,  whether  personal  or  prs* 
fessional,  thrust  into  the  place  consecrated 
to  eminent  merit.  But  how  will  it  be  with 
the  place  of  Chancellor  stripped  of  equ* 
table  jurisdiction  ?  I  see  nothing  so  rerj 
appalling  in  the  Speakership  of  this  House 
as  would  necessarily  deter  ambitious  me- 
diocrity from  climbing  or  crawting  to  the 
woolsack.  Different,  far  different  from  the 
functions  I  have  feebly  pourtrayed — fune* 
tions  that  may  stagger  the  boldest  as- 
pirants to  office — are  the  judicial  duties 
that  devolve  upon  your  President.  He 
can  never  by  any  possibility  have  to  dis- 
pose of  any  matter  which  has  not  beea 
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long  before  him,  and  witii  fall  materials 
for  deciding  it.  Eveiy  cause  has  been 
printed  in  all  its  details,  with  all  the  argu- 
ments of  counsel  on  either  side,  the  cases 
relied  on,  and  the  opinions  and  reasonings 
of  the  Judges  who  have  decided  in  the  court 
below.  All  this  has  been  in  his  hands  for 
many  weeks,  generally  many  months. 
And  in  any  case  of  the  least  difficulty 
be  may  have  the  assistance  of  the  Com- 
mon Law  Judges  (it  is  now  proposed  to 
give  him  also  the  aid  of  the  Equity 
Judges)  who  not  only  fully  inform  him, 
but  relieve  him  from  the  whole  respon- 
sibility of  the  ultimate  decision.""  It 
plainly  requires  yery  little  of  the  courage 
which  vaulting  ambition  is  proverbially 
endued  withal,  to  covet  so  safe  an  eleva- 
tion— a  position  as  little  attended  with 
hazard  as  it  is  greatly  clothed  with  power- 
ful attractions;  it  requires  also  but  little 
firmness  of  purpose  in  a  Minister  thus  to 
elevate  his  adherent,  at  once  repaying  ser- 
yility  with  promotion,  and  secunng  the  ad- 
Tantages  of  patronage  for  his  other  tools. 

But  the  Chancellor  is,  by  Lord  Lynd- 
hurst's  judicious  suggestion,  ex  officio  to 
preside  in  the  Judicial  Committee  of  the 
Privy  Council,  I  can  assert  that  this  will 
make  no  material  difference  in  the  ques- 
tion, and  in  no  degree  get  rid  of  the  diffi- 
culty which  meets  us  in  such  formidable 
shape.  By  the  rule  which  I  originally 
laid  down,  when  I  founded  that  most  im- 
portant and  useful  Court,  the  course  pur- 
sued is  this:  the  four  Judges  take  the 
causes  in  rotation,  turn  and  turn  about. 
All  four  thus  work  equally;  for  each  as- 
sists, to  the  best  of  his  ability,  the  one  who 
is  in  his  turn :  but  each  in  his  turn  pre- 
pares and  gives  the  judgment  which  is 
written,  according  to  a  wholesome  practice 
which  I  introduced  also  into  the  Court  of 
Chancery  and  this  House  sitting  in  Ap- 
peals. The  judgment  is  then  revised  by 
the  other  three;  and  so  it  is,  when  pro- 
nounced, the  judgment  with  the  reasons  of 
all  four.  It  needs  hardly  be  observed  that 
this  course,  though  it  is  highly  beneficial 
to  the  administration  of  justice  by  secur- 
ing the  fullest  consideration  of  each  parti- 
cmar  in  every  case,  a  thing  the  most  es- 
sential in  a  tribunal  of  the  last  resort, 
whose  decision  can  only  be  altered  by  an 
Act  of  the  Legislature,  yet  is  calculated 
to  remove  all  peculiar  weight  from  the 

I  residing  Judge  s  shoulders,  and  to  leave 
im  with  no  greater  individual  responsi- 
bility than  any  one  of  his  brethren.  Hence 
I  am,  I  fear,  too  well  warranted  in  the  ap- 
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prehension  that  the  newly  endowed  and 
commissioned  Chancellor  will  have  no  ma- 
terial addition  made  to  the  difficulties  of 
his  position,  the  responsibility  under  which 
he  is  laid,  the  anxiety  whicn  he  may  feel 
on  undertaking  the  office,  by  his  Privy 
Council  duties;  and  that  he  is  still  left  in 
a  very  different  situation  in  all  these  mate- 
rial respects  from  his  present  position  of 
first  Equity  Judge  presiding  in  the  High 
Court  of  Chancery,  as  well  as  Chief  Judge 
of  Appeal,  in  this  House.  I  dread  the  ef- 
fects of  this  change,  then,  in  lessening  the 
security  both  that  inferior  men  will  fear  to 
take  the  Great  Seal,  and  that  Ministers 
will  fear  so  to  bestow  its  great  privileges. 
I  look  with  much  anxiety  to  the  probable 
result  that  a  very  different  succession  of 
Chancellors  will  be  found  to  bear  the  name 
of  the  high  functionary  illustrated  by  the 
great  men  who  have  presided  over  the  law, 
aye,  and  over  the  Lords — a  succession  of 
Chancellors  whose  principal  claim  to  the 
remembrance  of  after  ages  may  be  the 
office  they  held,  peradventure,  degraded 
by  coming  into  comparison  with  their  re- 
nowned predecessors. 

Aye,  and  the  Lords!  For  it  well  be- 
comes you,  my  Lords,  to  give  this  topic 
your  best  attention.  It  is  not  merely  the 
law  and  its  practitioners  that  are  deeply 
interested  in  the  question.  Tua  res  €tgitur, 
I  say  to  this  House.  Whatever  lowers  the 
high  judicial  officer  of  whom  we  are  speak- 
ing, lowers  the  Lords'  House  of  Parlia- 
ment in  the  most  important  of  all  its  high 
functions.  Let  it  not  be  supposed  that  I 
am  romancing  or  declaiming — mdulging  in 
fanciful  speculations,  or  in  empty  or  un- 

Erofitable  talk — when  I  express  my  appre- 
ension  of  anything  that  can  lower  your 
estimation  in  the  country,  or  your  autho- 
rity in  the  Constitution  as  the  Supreme 
Judicature  of  this  realm.  On  your  judicial 
character  mainly  rests  that  estimation  and 
that  authority.  Strip  the  House  of  its  ju- 
dicial attributes,  you  endanger  its  very  ex- 
istence. Judicature  is  to  the  Lords  as  im- 
portant as  money  to  the  Commons.  Strip 
either  of  their  peculiar  attributes,  and  the 
virtue  has  departed  from  it.  But  I  protest 
I  rather  think  the  loss  of  those  functions 
altogether  is  less  to  be  dreaded  than  the 
lowering  of  the  capacity  worthUy  to  per- 
form them.  If  you  are  converted  into  an 
inferior  Court  of  Justice,  no  longer  looked 
up  to  with  awful  reverence,  no  longer  de- 
claring the  law  of  the  land  with  the  univer- 
sal acceptance  of  the  people,  you  become 
worse  than  a  blank— -yoa  may  be  a  blot  on 
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ihe  CoDStitutioii — ^instead  of  that  renerable 
body,  ita  strength  and  its  ornament,  in  re- 
spect for  which  I  have  grown  old,  and  of 
which  I  am  proud  to  bo  a  Member. 

These  considerations  it  was  that  induced 
me,  with  the  concurrence  of  my  Colleagues, 
to  make  a  material  addition  in  1834  to  the 
measure  of  the  preceding  year.  The  Chan- 
cellor was  to  be  the  Chief  Judge  of  Appeal 
in  Chancery,  sitting  with  one  other  Judge 
and  a  Baron  of  the  Exchequer,  then  a 
Court  of  Equity,  which  it  afterwards 
ceased  to  bo.  But  there  was  this  unau- 
Bwerable  objection  to  that  arrangement — 
it  got  rid  of  one  difSculty  in  a  certain 
degree,  not  entirely;  it  gave  the  Chancel- 
lor more  duties  to  perform,  and  preyentcd 
his  entire  separation  from  his  proper  Court. 
But  then  in  proportion  as  it  effected  this, 
it  lessened  the  value  of  the  change;  for  it 
failed  to  relieye  the  Chancellor,  whose 
overburthencd  state  is  the  yery  ground  of 
aU  our  attempts  to  new-model  his  office. 
The  Court  of  Appeal  in  Chancery  would 
have  as  much  labour  cast  upon  it  as  the 
Mngle  Judge  now  has  cast  upon  him;  and 
you  would  thus  lessen  his  industrial  respon- 
aibility,  while  you  left  him  with  the  same 
amount  of  labour  to  undergo.  I  think, 
therefore,  that  the  answer  to  the  objections 
which  press  us  is  not  to  be  found  in  this 
direction. 

All  the  considerations  to  which  I  have 
adverted,  will,  I  hope,  indeed  I  am  sure, 
meet  with  the  attention  their  importance 
io  well  deserves  in  the  proper  quarter, 
both  from  your  Lordships  and  from  the 
Government.  My  noble  and  most  esteem- 
ed Friend  at  the  head  of  the  Government 
has  announced  elsewhere  that  the  subject 
now  occupies  its  attention;  and  the  mo- 
ment for  the  inquiry  is  most  opportune. 
The  Groat  Seal  is  to  be  put  in  Commis- 
sion. This  will  give  ample  time  fully  to 
discuss  all  the  measures  which  learned 
Mad  experienced  men  can  propound  for 
remedying  the  evils  complained  of.  They 
are  exceedingly  ignorant  of  the  subject 
who  object  to  this  Commission,  and  depre- 
cate it  even  as  a  temporary  measure — for 
temporary,  of  course,  it  only  can  be.  The 
judicial  force  in  Chancery  is  so  greatly  in- 
creased since  1835,  when  the  last  Com- 
mission continued  for  nine  months,  that  no 
material  inconvenience  can  now  compara- 
tively be  experienced.  In  fact,  the  crea- 
tion of  two  V  ice-Chancellors  in  1 842  makes 
a  Commission  of  which  two  Equity  Judges 
form  part,  exactly  tho  same  thing  as  the 
Court  of  Chancery  without  any  Commission 
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before  that  year.  There  are  almji  tbei 
Courts  of  Equity  Bitting^  only  initead  of 
one  of  them  being  under  a  ungle  Judge,  it 
is  under  three.  Some  practiUoners  mtj 
be  injured  to  the  extent  ef  a  few  hundnid 
pounds,  by  havings  in  1850,  only  the  sam 
number  of  courts  that  they  had  in  1841, 
and  fewer  than  they  had  in  1 849-— that  ii 
really  the  whole  difference,  and  I  am  sure 
of  that  they  will  never  be  heard  to  coa» 
plain.  Compared  with  their  gains  in  1841, 
they  have  no  shortcoming  by  posaihilitj 
to  lament.  Therefore  Uxe  CommisMi^ 
gives  a  very  favourable  opportiinitT  fir 
dealing  with  this  most  important  snbjedi 
and  examining  it  in  all  ita  bearings.  Thi 
great  objeot  of  our  endeavonrs,  the  piO> 
blem  in  jurisprudence  to  be  Bolted,  is,  thift 
the  attributes  of  the  Great  Seal  may  be  n 
moulded  as  to  give  the  reqoisite  relief  to 
the  officer  who  holds  it,  without  lessening 
his  just  importance  in  the  Uiw  and  in  tht 
constitution ;  above  all,  without  lesseniaf 
our  security  that  he  shall  be  fully  adcouatt 
to  the  discharge  of  his  duties,  including 
among  the  most  essential  of  theacy  his 
functions  as  Minbter  of  Justice.  The  difr 
ficulties  which  beset  this  problem,  I  havs 
endeavoured  to  describe  ;  and  very  far  in- 
deed from  despairing  of  sucoess,  whei 
time  shall  have  been  taken  for  the  investi- 
gation, I  again  express  my  satisfaction  at 
finding  it  in  the  hands  of  my  friends  and 
former  colleagues,  from  whom  I  expect  s 
diligent  care  of  the  matter  they  hare  un- 
dertaken, but  from  whom  I  also  exact  s 
very  anxious  regard  to  all  the  difficnltisi 
of  the  question.  For  what  I  hare  shows 
in  detail,  though  I  am  far  indeed  from 
despairing  of  success,  is  abundantly  snf* 
ficient  to  warn  against  every  thing  likt 
precipitate  legislation — that  great  hastt 
which  proverbially  is  nothing  like  good 
speed. 

Let  ihe  long  vacation  be  taken  for  re- 
flection, and  deliberation,  and,  abore  aD, 
due  inquiry.  Don't  fancy  you  can  strike 
out  at  a  heat  plans  of  judicial  improve? 
ment,  which  the  most  practised  lawyers  of 
the  largest  and  most  varied  experienoe^ 
find  the  utmost  difficulty  in  conceiving. 
Dismiss  from  your  minds  the  vain  notios 
that  the  difficulties  don't  exist  which  their 
well-skilled  eyes  perceive,  obstructing  each 
step  of  their  progress ;  nor  imagine  that 
Ignorant  men,  being  blind  to  them,  proves 
them  easily  overleapt.  With  the  excep- 
tion of  one  learned  friond  of  mine*  for^ 
mcrly  high  in  office,  whom,  by  a  mere  ao* 
cident,  I  have  not  been  aUe  to  consults  I 
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have  diBCUBBed  tbis  subject  mtb  all  tbe 
leading  members  of  tbe  profession,  as  well 
as  my  noble  Friend  already  named,  and 
other  Judges.  I  well  remember  tbe  pbrase 
of  one  learned  and  able  person,  also  once 
a  bigb  officer  in  tbe  law.  "  It  would  be 
less  absurd  and  less  presumptuous  to  think 
of  extemporising  a  Keform  Bill  tban  a  Bill 
for  new  modelling  tbe  Cbancellor's  office." 
It  may  be  said  tbat  tbe  Government  can 
throw  out  a  plan,  and  let  it  stand  over  for 
consideration.  But  I  dread  tbis,  because 
when  once  committed,  a  Government  finds 
it  difficult  to  retrace  its  steps.  Take  then 
time  ;  tbe  long  vocation  approaches  ;  that 
season  is  very  much  fitter  for  tbe  consider- 
ation of  such  matters  tban  the  hurried 
weeks  of  an  expiring  Session — a  Session 
peradventure  expiring  in  the  throes  of  a 
Government  assailed  from  many  quarters. 
But  in  the  recess,  tbe  strife  of  party  has 
oeased ;  tbe  noise  of  debate  is  still ;  tbe 
contentions  of  tbis  House  are  over ;  the 
hum  of  tbe  Commons  no  more  fills  tho  ear. 
["Hear,  bear!"]  I  protest,  my  Lords, 
that  I  use  tbe  expression  without  tho  least 
disrespect.  Nay,  that  respectable  body 
may  well  regard  it  as  highly  flattering  to 
be  compared  with  tbe  most  ingenious  and 
industrious  of  insects,  which  never  wastes 
its  time  in  empty  noise,  but  ever  perse- 
Teres  in  its  work,  and  allows  no  minute  to 
pass  without  storing  up  the  valuable  pro- 
duce of  its  labours.  Drones  there  will  be 
in  tbe  best  regulated  hive ;  a  wasp  or  two 
may  find  its  way  into  tbe  abode  of  work 
and  of  swoets ;  but  profitable  labour  un- 
disturbed by  strife  is  tbe  characteristic  of 
that  scene — and  tbe  word  which  escaped 
me  betokened  not  only  respect  but  a  dis« 
position  to.  somewhat  hyperbolic  eulogy. 
In  tbe  recess,  then,  when  all  is  still  in  tbe 
House,  when  tbe  business  of  office  is  re- 
laxed, tbe  din  of  the  courts,  the  itrepiiug 
fori  is  heard  no  more,  and  the  agitators  of 
the  popular  assembly  cease  to  trouble, 
when  their  ordinary  occupations  do  not 
press  on  Ministers  to  absorb,  or  the  claims 
of  their  suitors  to  distract  their  attention, 
let  my  noble  Friends  prosecute  their  in- 
quiries. 

Another  reason  suggests  itself  to  show 
tbat  tbe  delay  is  accompanied  with  no  real 
loss  of  time  ;  but  I  reserve  tbe  mention  of 
it  until  I  add  a  word  on  what  seems  to  me 
tbe  proper  course  of  investigation.  For  I 
don  t  wish  to  deal  in  generals ;  I  have 
stated  in  full  detail  tbe  difficulty,  and  I 
will  now  suggest  what  appears  to  me  the 
fit  and  the  safe  way  of  endeavouriing  to  van- 


quish it  Tbe  course  which  I  shall  pro^ 
pose  is  nlaiu  and  simple,  yet  I  hesitate  to 
propound  it,  lest,  coming  from  me,  my 
noble  Friends  opposite  should  have  jealous 
scruples  about  adopting  it.  However,  I 
will  state  my  proposal.  Let  a  Commission 
be  entrused  with  tbe  important  inquiry— « 
well  composed  of  three,  or  not  more  than 
five  competent  persons,  not  being  Judges 
of  any  court.  Let  tbcm  examine  all  the 
beads  of  tbe  Courts  of  Equity,  both  at  pre^ 
sent  presiding  there  and  those  retired  fnnu 
tbe  bench,  all  tbe  Masters  in  Chancery, 
tbe  other  officers  of  the  Court,  the  phief 
practitioners  at  the  Bar,  and  the  respect^ 
able  Solicitors,  a  body  deserving  of  all  praise 
from  me  who  know  their  valuable  aid  to 
tbe  cause  of  law  amendment — for  ibey  aro 
my  useful  and  disinterested  coadjutors^ 
From  the  examination  of  all  these  persons^ 
from  discussbg  with  them  the  various  planf 
propounded,  and  from  receiving  their  sug« 
gestions,  I  entertain  very  sanguine  hopes 
tbat  tbe  greatest  benefit  will  result  to  the 
question,  and  tbat  a  body  of  informatioi| 
will  bo  collected,  on  which  tbe  Government 
may  safely  proceed  to  ground  their  mea- 
sures. Even  if  it  should — which  God  for* 
bid  I — ^be  found  tbat  tbe  evils  coniplained  of 
unhappily  admit  of  no  safe  and  effectual 
remedy,  at  least  we  shall  have  the  satisfac* 
tion  of  reflecting  that  all  mejsns  have  been 
fiilly  and  honestly  tried,  and  that  the  causeii 
of  our  failure  have  been  fully  explainedf 
Let  then  my  noble  Friends  pursue  this  safe 
and  rational  plan,  and  not  be  borne  awaj 
by  ignorant  clamour,  by  the  impatience  of 
thoughtless  and  uninformed  men,  rashly 
and  presumptuously  to  devise  schemes  tbat 
will  not  bear  tbe  test  of  examination  by  a 
learned  and  practised  eye.  To  yield  to 
the  pressure  from  without — never  a  very 
creditable  course — b  absolutely  fatal  on  i^ 
subject  like  tbis,  which  only  experienced 
men  can  even  pretend  to  understand. 

I  have  said  tbat  tbe  delay  will  occasion 
no  real  loss  of  time,  because  of  a  consider- 
ation of  which  I  postponed  tbe  mention 
till  I  had  stated  my  plan.  Even  if  all 
were  ready  before  tbe  Session  closed,  and 
if  a  measure  had  received  the  sanction  of 
Parliament,  ample  time  must  be  given  for 
selecting  tbe  men  to  whom  you  may  safely 
entrust  tbo  working  of  tbe  new  schemOt 
It  may  be,  tbat  the  profession  does  not  at 
present  furnish  them — above  all,  tbe  ffreat 
officer  who  is  to  come  in  the  CbanceUor's 
place.  But  at  all  events,  great  delibera* 
tion  will  be  required  to  make  tbe  choicCf 
For  of  this  jou  may  bo  well  assnrodi  tha\ 
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tnppose  two  new  functionaries  are  to  diyide 
between  them  the  duties  of  the  Great  Seal, 
the  success  of  the  plan,  aye,  the  whole 
success  of  it,  will  depend  upon  the  first 
choice.  Men  must  be  pitched  upon  who 
unite  in  their  favour,  to  the  greatest  de- 
gree possible  in  the  present  state  of  the 
profession,  the  approving  voices  of  their 
brethren,  and  the  respect  of  the  country. 
Woe  to  the  Government,  if  yielding  to  the 
clamours  of  party  zeal  or  subserviency,  or 
even  to  the  feelings  of  personal  attach- 
ment, still  more  of  private  connexion,  they 
select  for  either  place,  but  above  all  for  the 
highest,  any  whose  known  and  acknow- 
ledged station  at  the  Bar,  as  testified  by 
the  confidence  of  numerous  clients,  whose 
capacity  and  learning  by  all  confessed,  and 
above  everything  whose  untarnished  purity 
of  character  are  not  such  as  to  make  every 
Toice  join  in  approval  as  soon  as  their 
names  are  pronounced.  Yes,  woe  to  the 
€U)vemment !  but  also  to  the  new  measure 
—for  assuredly  such  a  choice,  be  it  rash 
and  careless,  or  be  it  the  dictate  of  impure 
motives,  will  be  the  utter  destruction  of 
the  plan.  Pressed  on  all  sides  by  the  cur- 
rent of  strong  prejudices  adverse  to  every 
change,  labouring  in  the  cloud  of  public 
suspicion,  buffeted  by  the  gales  of  profes- 
sional discontent— on  the  rock  of  which  I 
have  now  made  bold  to  warn  you,  it  is 
absolutely  certain  to  make  a  total  ship- 
wreck. 

Before  I  close  my  observations,  I  must 
advert  to  one  point,  which  I  omitted  when 
speaking  of  our  Appellate  Jurisdiction  in 
this  place.  Friends,  in  whose  judgment  I 
repose  much  confidence,  are  anxious  that  I 
should  broach  before  your  Lordships  the 
notion,  once  a  favourite  with  Lord  Eldon, 
of  giving  you  in  your  judicial  capacity  the 
aid  of  a  Scotch  Judge — whether  taken 
from  the  Courts  of  Scotland,  or  appointed 
permanently  as  your  assessor  on  cases 
from  that  part  of  the  island.  It  certainly 
is  an  anomaly  of  our  system,  that  in  the 
great  majority  of  instances  those  cases  are 
decided  by  men  not  of  the  Scottish  Bar. 
In  justice,  however,  to  this  House,  I  must 
add  that  some  of  the  most  important  deci- 
sions ever  given  here  were  upon  points  of 
purely  Scotch  Law,  the  law  of  real  pro- 
perty— and  reversing  the  judgments  below. 
One  of  them  was  Lord  Mansfield's,  another 
Lord  Eldon 's,  the  third  my  own ;  and  it  is 
right  to  observe  that  however  dissatisfied 
at  first,  the  Scotch  Bar  and  the  Bench  ul- 
timately confessed  that  we  were  in  the 
light,  and  had  restored  the  Scotch  Law  to 
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its  real  and  original  poaition  bj  our 
sals.  However,  I  cannot  denj  that  then 
may  be  cases  in  which  we,  sitting  hen 
upon  the  law  of  a  Foreign  coantrj*  arespt 
to  hesitate  before  we  reTerae,  and  mA 
sometimes  we  affirm  when  we  ought  not 
One  instance  I  know  of,  where  a  rerj  laigt 
sum  was  awarded  to  the  wrong  partj,  as  I 
always  thought,  and  as  I  had  diatindlj 
stated  the  Session  before,  in  confemplatioi 
of  the  pending  appeal — awarded  ^fferenlly 
from  what  it  woula  have  been  had  I  aasiiled 
— and  awarded  (as  I  told  the  Scotch  Jadga 
afterwards,  in  discussing  the  anhject),  b^ 
cause  in  my  absence  mj  noble  Friend,  aot 
bred  to  the  Scotch  bar,  had  been  too  dov 
to  interfere  with  a  decision  on  a  pnrelj 
Scotch  Law  point.  There  ia  thmfivt 
some  reason  for  the  complaint.  We  vmj 
say  that  the  Scotch  Appellate  JnrisdietioB 
works  better  than  might  be  expected;  thit 
the  want  of  aid  from  Scotland  prodnesi 
less  mischief  than  might  be  supposed — 
but  this  is  a  moderate  justificatimi  <rf  the 
defect.  I  remember  Lord  Ljndhnrt  sav- 
ing that  he  found  the  absurd  mode  of  tak- 
ing evidence  in  Chancery  practicallj  §$i 
less  inconvenient  than  could  be  expected— 
the  mode  of  putting  questions  one  after 
another  to  a  witness  in  utter  ignorance  of 
his  answer  to  the  preceding  ones.  Bit 
when  I  asked  if  therefore  he  approred  of 
this  absurdity,  he  only  said  it  got  ont  mote 
of  the  truth  than  might  be  supposed — ia 
other  words,  that  it  was  not  quite  as  bad 
as  it  looked.  This  is  a  poor  defence  or 
even  palliation.  But  I  am  readj  to  admit, 
as  I  always  was  in  Lord  Eldon  *s  time,  that 
serious  objections  exist  to  the  appointment 
of  a  permanent  Scotch  Law  asossor.  One 
is,  that  the  judgments  given  bj  us  who  an 
not  Scotch  lawyers,  would  alwajs  be  sup- 
posed our  assessor's  judgments,  not  our 
own — an  objection  to  which  our  consulta- 
tion of  the  English  Judges  is  not  exposed. 
However,  this,  as  all  other  matters,  mar 
well  be  examined  by  the  Commission,  which 
I  hope  and  trust  will  be  issued. 

Then  the  Order  of  the  Day  for  the  se> 
cond  reading  was  discharged. 

AUSTRALUN  COLONIES  60VERN1CENT 

BILL. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  House  to  bo 
again  in  Committee,  read. 

House  in  Committee. 

Clauses  26  to  29  agreed  to. 

On  Clause  30,  which  provides  for  the 
establishment  of  a  general  assembljof  the 
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delegates  from  the  different  colonies  in- 
cluded in  the  Bill. 

Lord  STANLEY  said:  My  Lords,  thU 
clause  inrolves  a  principle  which,  to  say 
the  least,  requires  grave  consideration. 
The  noble  Earl,  as  far  as  I  know,  as  yet, 
has  given  no  reason  for  the  course  to  be 
pursued  in  this  whoUy  new  system  of  colo- 
nial government,  and,  in  the  absence  of 
any  such  reason  on  the  part  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government,  I  confess  that  I  am 
at  a  loss  to  understand  why  so  extensive 
an  innovation  is  to  be  introduced.  It  may 
be  certainly  true,  with  regard  to  the  va- 
rious colonies,  that  in  the  great  continent 
of  New  South  Wales  and  the  adjoining 
island  of  Van  Diemen's  Land,  as  there  are 
ivith  regard  to  the  North  American  colo- 
nies, and  also  with  regard  to  the  West 
Indian  colonies,  there  are  several  subjects 
of  common  interest,  and  in  which  it  would 
be  desirable  that  these  colonies  should 
have  an  opportunity  of  coming  to  a  com- 
mon understanding.  But,  undoubtedly, 
on  the  other  hand,  there  will  be  subjects 
in  which  the  interests  of  these  different 
colonies  will  be  widely  different  and  sepa- 
rate, and  whose  interests  the  legislative 
assembly,  constituted  as  the  noble  Earl 
now  proposes  <o  constitute  it,  may  alto- 
gether overbear;  and  they  may  have  in- 
flicted upon  them,  thereby,  a  system  wholly 
discordant  from  their  wishes,  and  wholly 
opposed  to  their  interests.  I  will  take  the 
liberty  of  reminding  your  Lordships  that 
these  colonies,  immediately  adjoining  each 
other,  occupy  a  territory  no  less  than  the 
whole  expanse  of  Europe,  and  have  dis- 
tricts as  widely  apart,  climates  as  distinct, 
products  as  varied,  and  employments  as 
different,  as  in  any  two  countries  upon  the 
continent  of  Europe.  Now,  my  Lords, 
here  we  are  to  have  introduced  into  these 
colonies  a  supreme  legislative  assembly, 
the  limits  of  whose  power  cannot  be. de- 
fined by  this  Bill,  but  which  is  to  override 
the  separate  legislation  of  all  these  sepa- 
rate colonies,  and  that  without  any  appli- 
cation from  these  colonies  for  the  introduc- 
tion of  such  a  system.  Such  a  proposal 
appears  to  me  to  be  a  most  rash  and  peril- 
ous innovation  in  legislation.  And,  my 
Lords,  the  mode  in  which  the  experiment 
is  to  be  carried  out,  is,  I  think,  not  less 
objectionable  than  the  experiment  itself. 
For  it  is  proposed  that  when  two  or  more 
of  these  colonies,  even  the  most  insignifi- 
cant, shall  signify  to  their  Legislative  Coun- 
cils their  desire  to  have  a  federal  assembly 
constituted,  it  shall  then  bo  lawful  for  Her 
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Majesty  to  constitute  such  federal  assem- 
bly; and  I  beg  your  Lordships  to  observe 
that  you  do  not  by  this  alone  give  power 
to  Her  Majesty  to  establish  such  a  general 
assembly,  but  you  also  usurp  the  functions 
of  Parliament,  as  far  as  the  constitutional 
character  of  this  general  assembly  is  con- 
cerned. The  Bill  provides  that  the  mem- 
bers of  the  said  assembly  shall  be  elected, 
and  all  laws  to  be  made  and  enacted  by 
such  general  assembly — 

"  shall  be  so  made  and  enacted,  and  the  busi- 
ness thereof  conducted  in  such  manner  and  form, 
and  be  subject  to  such  various  conditions,  as  Her 
Majesty  bj  Order  in  Council  shall  direct ;  and 
such  general  assembly  shall  consist  of  the  Go« 
vernor  General  and  the  House  of  Delegates ;  and 
such  House  of  Delegates  shall  consist  of  raoh 
members,  &cJ* 

The  whole  constitution,  therefore,  of  this 
legislative  assembly — the  whole  manner  in 
which  it  is  to  be  constituted — is  not  to  be 
settled  by  Parliament  upon  a  knowledge  of 
the  facts,  but  prospectively  to  be  delegated 
to  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonial 
Department  for  the  time  being,  who  shall 
have  absolute  authority,  by  Order  in  Coun- 
cil, to  constitute  a  most  important  legisla- 
tive body  in  the  colonies.  Well,  but  then 
you  say  you  reserve  the  power  to  that  le- 
gislature, after  it  has  been  so  constituted, 
to  alter  itself.  Now,  I  must  say,  I  think 
this  is  a  most  objectionable  mode  of  pro- 
ceeding. My  Lords,  have  not  some  of  this 
colonies  protested  against  it  ?  Have  not 
some  of  them  assured  us  that  such  a  sys- 
tem would  have  a  most  mischievous  and 
dangerous  effect  ?  Well,  then,  you  say 
they  are  not  compelled  to  agree  to  it.  No, 
it  is  true  they  are  not;  but  you  may  have 
three  or  four  of  these  colonies  calling  for 
a  federal  league,  and  the  necessary  conse- 
quence will  be,  that  the  remaining  colonies 
will  find  themselves  drawn  into  that  league, 
even  against  their  will,  and  contrary  to 
their  true  interests.  But  you  appeal  to 
the  practice  of  the  United  States  as  a  pre- 
cedent in  this  matter.  But  the  constitu- 
tion of  the  legislatures  of  these  States  is 
wholly  different  from  that  now  proposed. 
The  truth  is  that  this  is  an  entirely  novel 
and  an  untried  system  of  government. 
Now,  I  want  to  know  on  what  principle 
the  delegates  to  this  assembly  are  to  be 
elected  ?  The  Bill  declares  that  each  co- 
lony shall  appoint,  in  the  first  place,  four 
delegates,  and  then  for  every  20,000  in- 
habitants there  shall  be  an  additional 
member.  Why,  my  Lords,  the  conse- 
quence of  that  will  be,  that  the  influence 
and  authority  of  a  great  colony  will  be 
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overbalanced  bj  the  smaller  colonies.  For 
example,  the  colony  of  New  South  Wales 
will  return  four  representatites  in  the  first 
place  as  a  separate  colony,  and  in  respect 
of  its  population  of  220,000  it  will  return 
eleven;  that  is  to  say,  fifteen  in  all.  Well, 
there  is  another  State  which  has  only 
20,000,  and  it,  in  consequence,  will  return 
five  representatives.  Then  suppose  there 
is  another  colony  which  has  only  20,000 
inhabitants — it  will  return  ^ye  members 
also.  Thus  two  colonies  with  an  aggre- 
gate population  of  40,000  only  will  return, 
as  nearly  as  possible,  as  many  representa- 
tives as  the  whole  of  New  South  Wales, 
with  a  population  of  220,000.  Now,  my 
Lords,  I  do  not  see  why  such  a  system  has 
been  adopted.  But,  my  Lords,  it  is  not  to 
the  details  of  the  plan  that  I  object.  What 
I  object  to  is  this — that,  without  knowing 
what  may  be  the  necessary  extent  of  the 
counsels  of  this  body,  without  attempting 
to  define  the  limits  of  its  authority.  Parlia- 
ment is  asked  blindly  to  commit  itself  into 
the  hands  of  the  Government  in  this  matter, 
to  enable  any  future  Government  by  an 
Order  in  Council  to  deal  with  a  most  im- 
portant question.  Your  Lordships  are 
asked  to  walk  upon  wholly  untrodden 
ground,  without  the  least  experience  to 
guide  you.  As  far  as  the  experience  of  all 
nations  and  of  all  ages  has  gone,  that  ex- 
perience is  against  the  proposal  of  the  Go- 
vernment. If  the  colonies  think  that  their 
common  good  requires  that  they  should 
have  some  common  body  to  superintend 
their  affairs,  then  let  them  make  applica- 
tion for  that  which  they  know  they  want. 
Now,  let  us  look  what  the  noble  Earl  pro- 
poses to  do.  He  says  he  shall  not  prevent 
the  legislatures  of  the  different  colonies 
from  legislating  upon  their  own  affairs. 
But  he  proposes  that  this  supreme  legis- 
lature shall  step  in  and  override  the  legis- 
tion  of  separate  colonies.  What  are  the 
attributes  of  this  legislative  body  ?  If  an 
appeal  is  attempted  to  be  made  from  the 
overriding  decision  of  that  body  to  Her 
Majesty  in  Council,  there  must  necessarily 
be  a  delay  of  two  years  and  great  expense. 
Now,  I  must  say  that  this  appears  to  me 
a  plan  altogether  impracticable,  unwar- 
ranted by  experience,  and,  as  far  as  our 
knowledge  extends,  not  desired  by  the  co- 
lonics themselves.  I  think,  then,  that  I 
am  justified  in  calling  upon  Her  Majes- 
ty's Government  to  reconsider  their  pro- 
position— to  reconsider  whether  it  is  ne- 
cessarjr,  even  for  their  own  purposes,  to 
press  for  the  adoption  of  this  clause  ^lUx- 


out  further  information — without  further 
knowledge  of  the  wishes  of  the  colonies — 
without  farther  experience  as  to  the  neces- 
sity of  the  case;  and  without  intending  to 
trouble  your  Lordships  at  greater  length, 
having  very  shortly  stated  those  grounds 
upon  which  I  think  this  plan  is  objection- 
able in  the  first  place,  and  wholly  unneces- 
sary in  the  next  place,  I  shall  venture  to 
submit  to  your  Lordships  the  propriety  of 
expunging  the  30th  clause  and  the  follow- 
ing clauses  dependent  thereon.  I  do  not 
at  present  propose  to  include  the  35th 
clause,  because  that  is  a  wholly  different 
question.  I  wish  at  present  merely  to  re- 
serve to  each  of  these  colonies  in  the  Aus- 
tralian group,  as  in  the  West  Indian  group, 
and  as  in  the  North  American  group,  inde- 
pendent and  separate  legislatures,  and  to 
leave  the  establishment  of  any  superintend- 
ing authority  to  some  future  Parliament, 
which  shall  have  a  full  knowledge  of  the 
facts  and  information  as  to  the  steps  which 
the  colonies  themselves  desire  to  be  taken 
on  this  subject.  My  Lords,  I  move  that 
the  30th  clause,  and  those  which  have  rela- 
tion to  the  constitution  of  the  general  as- 
sembly, be  expunged. 

Eakl  grey  trusted  that  the  House 
would  not  adopt  this  Amendment.  These 
clauses  were  proposed  under  a  conviction 
that  there  were  common  interests  upon 
certain  subjects  among  these  different  co- 
lonies which  would  require  almost  immedi- 
ately to  be  considered  by  some  common 
authority.  For  instance,  an  Act  had  just 
come  home  from  New  South  Wales,  by 
which,  following  the  example  of  this  coun- 
try, a  uniform  low  rate  of  postage — 2d.  or 
3d,  he  believed — would  be  established  over 
the  whole  of  that  colony;  in  the  absence  of 
any  common  authority,  this  would  lead  to 
embarrassing  questions  between  New  South 
Wales  and  Victoria,  if  there  was  any  divi- 
sion upon  the  subject.  The  same  remark 
would  apply  to  an  Act  which  New  South 
Wales  had  passed,  granting  a  sum  of 
money  for  the  encouragement  of  steam 
navigation ;  and,  imless  there  could  be 
some  delegation  from  the  different  legis- 
latures in  order  to  the  discussion  of  mat- 
ters of  this  kind,  and  if  every  thing  was  to 
be  done  by  correspondence,  a  settlement 
of  such  affiaii-s  would  be  almost  imprac- 
ticable. He  was,  therefore,  fully  per- 
suaded that  nothing  could  tend  more  to  the 
advantage  of  those  colonies  than  the  estab- 
lishment of  such  a  general  body  as  that 
proposed  by  the  Bill.  In  the  West  Indies 
yfonaerly  there  existed  a  general  legislatore 


1221 


AutiraUcm  dAoriM  {JoNt  14} 


C^ovmimenl  jBiR. 


1222^ 


for  the  Leeward  Islands;  and  its  re-estab- 
lishment was  highly  desirable,  but  it  had 
been  prevented  by  circumstances.     There 
was  another  object  which  made  some  ge- 
neral   authority    desirable,    namely,    the 
constitution  of  a  court  of  appeal,  there 
being  no  effective  appeal  except  to  the 
Judicial  Committee  here;  and  the  expense 
and  delay  of  a  reference  here  in  every  case, 
had  frequently  been  matter  of  complaint. 
Now,  a  single  colony  could  hardly  consti- 
tute an  effective  court  of  appeal;  but  if  the 
colonies  were  joined  together,  so  as  to  have 
some  common  authority,  there  would  pro- 
bably be  no  difficulty  in  establishing  a  sys- 
tem by  which  the  chief  justices  of  all 
should    meet    together  and  constitute  a 
court  of  appeal  for  the  whole,  in  the  man- 
ner often  proposed  in  reference  to  the 
West  Indies,  where,  however,  there  was 
no  mode  of  bringing  the  colonies  together 
upon  the  matter.     It  would  be  observed 
that  the  general  assembly  was  only  to  act 
for  those  colonies*  that  desired  it.     He 
(Earl  Grey)  thought  it  probable  that,  in 
the  first  instance,  it  would  act  only  for 
New   South  Wales  and  Victoria,   which 
would  have,  in  many  respects,  such  inti- 
mate relations ;    in  order  to  maintain  a 
common  tariff  and  the  existing  facilities  of 
intercourse  arising  from  the  absence  of  in- 
tercolonial customs  duties,  it  was  probable 
that  these  two  colonies  might  create  some 
authority  of  this  kind  for  themselves.     It 
was  only  with  certain  subjects  that  this 
general  assembly  was  to  deal ;  and  in  con- 
sequence of  the  discussion  the  other  even- 
ing, he  had  prepared  an  Amendment  which 
he  would  move  that  evening,  or  on  the 
report,  if  there  should  be  previous  notice 
of  it,  enabling  any  legislature  applying  to 
be  included  in  this  arrangement  to  require 
to  be  included  only  for  certain  purposes. 
Thus,  with  regard  to  Van  Diemen's  Land, 
it  was  improbable  that  the  people  there 
should  wish  to  be  included  in  a  customs 
union  with  the  other  colonies,  being  sepa- 
rated by  sea,  and  the  productions  being 
different ;  but,  for  postage,  a  court  of  ap- 
peal, and  some  other  purposes,  a  union 
would  be  desirable.     The  noble  Lord  ob- 
jected to  the  wide  authority  which  was  to 
be  given  to  Her  Majesty's   Government. 
The  mere  formal  regulations  as  to  the 
manner  of  electing  to  the  general  assem- 
bly parties  who,  in  the  first  instance,  would 
probably  be  little  more  than  commissioners 
from  the  different  legislatures  to  regulate 
certain  matters  of  common  interest,  might 
purely  be  left  to  the  Government  for  the 


time  being ;  certainly,  if  the  noble  Lord 
(Lord  Stanley)  should  again  succeed  to 
the  office  which  he  (Earl  Grey)  at  present 
held,  much  as  he  differed  from  the  noble 
Lord  on  many  points,  he  should  not  have 
the  slightest  objection  to  see  these  regula- 
tions determined  by  the  Government  in  the 
first  instance ;  and  the  moment  the  new 
assembly  should  be  created,  it  would  be 
empowered  to  revise  and  alter  the  regula- 
tions. With  regard  to  the  conflict  of  au- 
thority, it  was  scarcely  possible  to  consti- 
tute a  system  of  this  kind  without  some 
danger  of  that ;  the  only  way  of  providing 
for  it  seemed  to  be,  that  the  general  as- 
sembly should  decide  in  the  first  instance, 
and  if  they  exceeded  their  power  there 
should  be  a  reference  to  Her  Majesty  in 
Council,  which  would  be  a  reference  to  the 
Judicial  Committee.  If  the  general  as- 
sembly should  hereafter  constitute  an  effec- 
tive court  of  appeal,  questions  arising  be- 
tween the  different  colonies  might  be 
determined  on  the  spot  by  that  court,  as 
similar  questions  were,  he  believed,  decided 
in  the  United  States.  The  noble  Lord 
had  objected  to  the  mode  in  which  the 
power  was  to  be  divided  between  the  dif- 
ferent colonies.  It  would  be  wrong  to  give 
entirely  an  equal  weight  in  the  united  body 
to  each  province,  whatever  its  population; 
and  it  would  be  equally  unjust  to  go  by 
mere  numbers,  in  which  case  New  South 
Wales  would,  for  the  present,  have 
an  overwhelming  preponderance.  In  the 
United  States  the  difficulty  was  met  by 
having  two  houses — one  elected  in  propor- 
tion to  the  population;  while,  to  counteract 
the  influence  thus  given,  the  other  cham- 
ber consisted  of  an  equal  number  of  repre- 
sentatives for  each  State  ;  so  that,  in  the 
senate,  the  little  State  of  Rhode  Island  had 
as  much  weight  as  the  great  State  of  New 
York.  In  this  case,  it  would  be  incon- 
venient, from  the  distance,  that  a  large 
number  of  persons  should  be  deputed  to 
the  assembly  in  the  first  instance.  In  ar- 
ranging the  general  assembly  for  the  Aus- 
tralian colonies,  they  had  endeavoured  to 
combine  these  two  principles  as  far  as  could 
be  done  in  the  case  of  a  single  chamber. 
They  believed  that  the  body  would  neces- 
sarily be  very  small  in  the  first  instance, 
and  that  it  was,  therefore,  not  desirable  to 
divide  it  into  two  chambers;  and,  accord- 
ingly* with  a  view  of  not  giving  too  much 
weight  on  the  one  hand  to  mere  population, 
or  on  the  other  to  the  separate  provinces, 
however  small  they  might  be,  they  had 
made  a  rule  half  way  between  the  two 
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principles,  so  as  to  give  a  certain  weight 
to  each  colony,  first,  as  a  separate  pro- 
vince, and,  secondly,  according  to  its  popu- 
lation.     In  order    that    their  Lordships 
might  know  the  probahle  numbers  that  the 
general  assembly  would  receive  from  each 
colony,  he  might  state  that,  according  to 
the  latest  accounts,  the  population  of  the 
several   colonies   was    as    follows :    New 
South  Wales,  when  Victoria  was  taken 
from   it,  would  contain  171,000  inhabit- 
ants, and  would,  therefore,  be  entitled  to 
four  members  as  a  separate  colony,  and  to 
eight  members  additional  for  population, 
or  twelve  members  in  all.     Victoria  had 
51,000  inhabitants,  and  would  therefore 
have  four  members  as  a  separate  colony, 
and  two  for  population,  or  six  members  in 
all.     South  Australia  had  49,000  inhabit- 
ants, and  would  also  have  six  members. 
Van  Diemen's  Land  had  a  population  of 
70,000,  and  would  have  seven  members; 
80  that  it  was  clear  that 'no  colony  would 
have  an  overwhelming  influence  in  the  as- 
sembly.    Besides,  it  should  be  recollected 
that  this  provision  would  only  come  into 
operation  at  the  desire  of  the  local  legis- 
latures; it  might  very  likely  be  limited  to 
two  or  three  in  the  first  instance,  but  his 
firm  conviction  was,  that  for  certain  pur- 
poses some  such  common  authority  was 
necessary.     Sir  C.  Fitzroy  expressed  an 
opinion  so  long  ago  as  1846,  that  this  was 
a  matter  requiring  to  be  considered.     It 
was  not  unprecedented.     The  noble  Lord 
said  nothing  of  the  kind  had  ever  been 
beard  of  before  ;  but  there  was  a  remark- 
able example  of  a  similar  institution  being 
proposed  in  the  early  history  of  our  Ame- 
rican colonies.     Long  before  the  American 
war   something    of   the    kind  had    been 
adopted  in  that  country;  and  Franklin  had 
the  following  passage  upon  it : — 

"  In  1764,  war  with  France  being  again  appre- 
hended, a  Congress  of  Commissioners  from  the 
different  colonies  was  by  an  order  of  the  Lords  of 
Trade  to  be  assembled  at  Albanj,  there  to  oonfer 
with  the  chiefs  of  the  Six  Nations,  concerning  the 
means  of  defending  both  their  country  and  ours. 
In  our  way  thither  I  projected  and  drew  up  a 
plan  for  the  union  of  aJil  the  colonies  under  one 
Government,  so  fiir  as  might  be  necessary  for  de- 
fence and  other  important  general  purposes.  As 
we  passed  through  New  York,  I  bad  there  shown 
my  project  to  Mr.  James  Alexander  and  Mr.  Ken- 
nedy, two  gentlemen  of  great  knowledge  in  public 
affairs,  and,  being  fortified  by  their  approbation, 
I  ventured  to  lay  it  before  the  Congress.  It  then 
lippeared  that  sereral  of  the  commissioners  had 
formed  plans  of  the  same  kind.     By  my  plan  the 

feneral  government  was  to  be  administered  by  a 
^resident  General,  appointed  and  supported  by 
ihQ  Grown :  and  a  Grand  Ootmoil  to  be  chosen 


by  the  reprssentatlTes  of  the  people  of  the  le?*- 
ral  colonies  met  in  their  respective  aiiemblies. 
The  plan  was  agreed  to  in  Congress,  but  the 
assemblies  of  the  provinces  did  not  adopt  it,  as 
they  thought  there  was  too  much  prerogative  in 
it ;  and  in  England  it  was  judged  to  have  too 
much  of  the  democratic.  The  different  and  con- 
trary reasons  of  dislike  to  my  plan  makes  me 
suspect  that  it  was  really  the  true  medium,  and  I 
am  still  of  opinion  it  would  have  been  happy  for 
both  sides  if  it  had  been  adopted.  The  colonies 
so  united  would  have  been  sufficiently  strong  to 
have  defended  themselves ;  there  would  then  hare 
been  no  need  of  troops  from  England  ;  of  course 
the  subsequent  pretext  for  taxing  America,  and 
the  bloody  contest  it  occasioned,  would  hare  been 
avoided." 

His  (Earl  Grey's)  firm   conviction  was, 
that  if  these  clauses  were  adopted,  thej 
might  not  make  any  extensive  or  very  im- 
portant alteration  in  the  first  instance,  but 
they  would  he  the  beginning  of  a  system 
which  would  swell  and  develop  itself  with 
the  growing  wants  of  these  colonies,  and 
tend  to  bind  them  into  one  great  nation, 
intimately  and  closely  Connected  with  this, 
and  subjects  of  the  British  Crown.     He 
believed,  that  if  we  did  not  provide,  before 
difficulties    and    disputes    and    questions 
arose,  some  mode  of  solution,  we  should 
have  infinitely  greater  difficulty  afterwards 
in  bringing  different  parties  to  concur  in 
some  arrangement  that  would  be  fair  to  all. 
Lord  WHARNCLIFFE  said,  that  not- 
withstanding his  willingness  to  support  the 
noble  Earl  (Earl  Grey)  in  other  parts  of 
this  Bill,  he  still  thought  there  was  great 
force  in  the  arguments  used  by  the  noble 
Lord  (Lord  Stanley),  though  the  altera- 
tions now  made  in  the  Bill  had  consider- 
ably mitigated  the  objections  he  entertain- 
ed to  this  provision.  It  was  not  to  be  doubt- 
ed that  a  considerable  time  must  elapse  be- 
fore this  part  of  the  Bill  could  be  brought 
into  operation.     He  entertained  a  strong 
objection  to  such  premature  legislation  as 
the  Bill  exhibited.      He  saw  no  reason  for 
passing  a  Bill  in  1 850  for  the  regulation 
of  points  on   which  it  would   always  be 
competent  for  the  colonists  hereafter,  when 
the  proper  time  arrived,  to  make  appli- 
cation  to  the  Imperial  Government.     But^ 
besides  its  being  premature,  it  appeared  to 
him  that  the  mode  of  constituting  this  as* 
sembly  was  objectionable  in  another  and 
a  very  important  point  of  view,  ina8ninc& 
as  their  Lordships   could   scarcely   knoif 
from  the  Bill  what  the  fabric  was   thij^ 
were  about  to  erect.      They  were,  indent 
about  to  provide  that  the  delegates  when 
appointed  should  proceed  according  to  the 
.regulations  laid  down  in  the  meaavrei;  btii 
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where  was  it  proyided  that  to  these  regula- 
tions thej  should  adhere  ?  For  so  soon 
as  they  were  assembled  they  might  pro- 
ceed to  exercise  the  powers  contained  in 
the  31st  clause,  which  provided  that  it 
should  be  lawful  for  the  federal  assembly 
to  supersede  or  alter  the  rules,  and  to  in- 
crease or  reduce  the  number  of  its  mem- 
bers. He  was  well  aware  the  Colonial 
Secretary  meant  that  the  federal  assembly 
should  be  elected  according  to  the  provi- 
sions of  this  Act;  but  yet  he  (Lord  Wham- 
cliffe)  feared,  from  the  manner  in  which 
the  Bill  had  been  drawn  up,  that  their 
Lordships  were  about  to  establish,  before 
it  was  needed,  an  assembly,  which  so  soon 
as  it  was  established  would  have  the  power 
of  altering  its  constitution  altogether.  For 
these  reasons  he  thought  it  desirable  that 
this  portion  of  the  Bill  should  be  postponed 
to  some  future  period,  when  their  Lord- 
ships might  be  better  able  to  judge  of  the 
sentiments  of  the  colonists  on  the  subject 
than  they  were  at  present. 

Earl  GRANVILLE  understood  that 
some  noble  Lords  objected  to  the  measure 
as  premature;  but  he  begged  to  remind 
their  Lordships  of  the  topics  to  which  the 
noble  Earl  (Earl  Grey)  had  alluded  — 
the  postage  question,  and  differing  cus- 
toms duties.  He  (Earl  Granville)  thought 
that  uniformity  in  those  matters  would  be 
highly  desirable;  and  to  secure  this  object 
alone  proved  the  necessity  for  immediate 
legislation.  The  intention  of  the  clause 
was  to  give  the  colonists  the  option  of 
sending  delegates  to  the  general  assembly. 
With  regard  to  the  power  ^ven  to  the 
general  assembly  by  Clause  ol,  to  super- 
sede or  alter  the  rules  prescribed  concern- 
ing the  election  of  members  of  the  house 
of  delegates,  and  the  conduct  of  the  busi- 
ness of  the  assembly,  he  thought  it  would 
be  impossible  for  the  assembly  to  work 
unless  it  possessed  powers  of  that  descrip- 
tion. The  noble  Lord  opposite  had  on 
this  and  other  occasions  strongly  objected 
to  the  proviso  that  no  such  law  should  take 
effect  until  it  had  been  confirmed  by  order 
of  Her  Majesty  in  Council;  but  he  (Earl 
Granville)  considered  it  advisable  to  leave 
with  Her  Majesty  the  power,  acting  under 
the  advice  of  Her  Ministers,  of  approving, 
or  disallowing,  or  modifying  any  changes 
in  the  colonial  constitution  which  might  be 
adopted  by  the  assembly. 

The  Eabl  of  HARROWBY  thought 
the  objects  proposed  by  the  creation  of  a 
federal  assembly  would  be  attained  as  well 
]>j  a  meeting  of  commissioners  ff^  each 


colony;  an  expedient  which,  if  adopted, 
might  remove  the  objections  brought 
against  the  present  plan. 

Earl  GREY  observed,  that  Clause  32 
very  clearly  defined  the  objects  for  which 
the  assembly  were  to  meet.  He  thought 
it  would  be  unfair  that  New  South  Wales, 
which  had  three  times  the  population  of 
Victoria,  should  have  no  more  weight  than 
the  latter  colony  in  the  representation.  He 
was  anxious  that  the  Bill  should  as  far  as 
possible  guard  against  local  jealousies 
amongst  the  colonists,  because  jealousies 
of  that  nature  would  prevent  any  arrange- 
ments being  come  to  which  haid  for  their 
object  the  general  good. 

Lord  KINNAIRD  considered  that  their 
Lordships  had  sanctioned  a  very  dangerous 
measure  in  assenting  to  that  clause  of  the 
Bill  which  established  only  one  legislative 
chamber  in  each  of  these  colonies;  for  he 
believed  that  the  very  first  thing  the  colo^ 
nists  would  do  would  be  to  endeavour  to 
alter  that  constitution.  He  believed  the 
object  of  the  colonists  would  be  to  get  rid 
of  the  Govenmient  nominees;  and  if  they 
succeeded  in  that  object,  and  applied  to 
the  Home  Oovemment  to  confirm  the  new 
constitution,  it  might  be  found  very  diffi- 
cult to  refuse  their  request.  He  thought 
there  would  be  great  danger  in  passing  the 
Slst  clause,  for  it  would  virtually  give  the 
whole  control  of  the  government  of  the 
colonies  to  the  Colonial  Secretary  for  the 
time  being.  He  believed  that  few  of  their 
Lordships  entertained  more  liberal  opinions 
than  he  did;  but  he  had  some  fear  of  de- 
mocracy, and  especially  when  he  consider- 
ed the  source  from  which  the  population  of 
many  of  the  Australian  colonies  had 
sprung.  He  feared  that  if  this  Bill  pass- 
ed, some  of  their  Lordships  might  live  to 
rue  the  day  when  they  had  given  power  to 
a  convict  population — for  that  was  the 
character  of  the  population  in  some  of  these 
colonies — to  form  constitutions  according 
to  their  own  views.  He  hoped,  however, 
that  his  fears  on  this  head  might  be 
groundless,  not  only  for  the  sake  of  this 
country  and  of  our  colonial  empire,  but 
for  the  credit  of  the  noble  Earl  at  the  head 
of  the  Colonial  Office,  whom  he  consider- 
ed, from  his  comprehensive  views,  as  a 
statesman  peculiarly  fitted  for  the  present 
day;  and  he  should  regret  that  the  name 
of  that  noble  Earl  should  be  coupled  with 
any  measures  relating  to  the  colonies  which 
proved  unsuccessful.  The  noble  Earl  had, 
in  his  opinion,  effected  a  great  improve- 
ment i^  the  Bill  by  the  alteratioi^  be  had 
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made  in  the  fraDcbise;  and  he  thought  the 
measure  would  not  be  damaged  if  the  noble 
Earl  would  consent  to  postpone  those 
clauses,  if  not  to  omit  them  altogether. 

Lord  LYTTELTON  supported  the 
Amendment,  and  contended  that  the  pro- 
posal for  a  federal  assembly  was  contrary 
to  the  feelings  of  the  colonists.  They  were 
evidently  unripe  for  the  creation  of  such  a 
body.  But  it  was  said  the  creation  of  a 
federal  assembly  was  merely  permissive. 
This  was  by  no  means  clear  on  the  face  of 
the  Bill ;  but  whether  that  were  so  or  not, 
he  contended  that,  in  the  circumstances  of 
the  Australian  Colonies,  an  assembly  of 
such  a  nature  could  not  work  well.  He 
advised  their  Lordships  to  wait  until  there 
was  a  necessity  for  a  federal  assembly  be- 
fore they  consented  to  its  creation  ;  let 
them  wait  until  the  colonists  themselves 
said  they  wanted  it — until  they  said  they 
could  not  meet  the  case  by  voluntary  dele- 
gation. 

On  Question, 

Their  Lordships  divided : — Contents  23; 
Non-Contents  2^  :  Majority  1. 

List  of  the  Contents. 
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BISHOPS. 
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Down 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Earl  GREY  stated,  that  he  intended, 
on  the  report  being  brought  up,  to  move 
the  addition  of  a  proviso  to  the  clause,  en- 
acting that  when  the  Legislative  Councils 
of  any  Colonies  in  their  address  for  the 
establishment  of  a  General  Assembly  de- 
sired that  certain  subjects,  so  far  as  these 
Colonies  were  concerned,  should  be  ex- 
cepted from  the  decision  of  that  Assembly, 
the  General  Assembly  should  not  have 
power  to  make  laws  on  such  subjects  af- 
fecting those  Colonies. 

Lord  STANLEY  said,  it  was  quite  ob- 
vious that  such  a  clause  would  introduce 
unnecessary  complication.  The  General 
Assembly,  under  it,  would  be  placed  in 
this  position,  that   with  regard  to  some 

CoIoDiea  it  would  have  the  povrcr  of  legis- 


lating only  on  post-office  matters,  in  four 
or  five  on  commercial  affairs,  and  on  all 
other  matters  with  regard  to  the  rest. 
From  each  of  those  Colonies  gentlemen 
would  be  sent  to  the  General  Assembly, 
with  powers  to  vote  on  some  questions,  but 
not  on  others;  consequently,  there  would 
be  perpetual  doubt  as  to  the  subjects  on 
which  they  were  enabled  to  exercise  their 
privilege.  He  would  not,  however,  discuss 
the  clause  now,  but  on  a  future  stage  he 
would  state  his  objections  to  it.  At  pror- 
sent  he  only  called  their  Lordships'  atten- 
tion to  the  complication  it  would  introduce. 

Lord  REDES  DALE  also  objected  to 
the  clause,  and  asked  if  the  assent  of  the 
Governor  General  would  be  necessary  to 
the  validity  of  the  acts  of  the  General 
Assembly. 

Earl  GREY :  Undoubtedly. 

On  Clause  31,  empowering  the  General 
Assembly  to  make  certain  laws, 

Lord  STANLEY  said,  that  one  of  the 
objects  of  this  clause  was,  to  give  the  Ge^ 
neral  Assembly  power  to  enact  laws  for 
the  formation  of  roads,  canals,  or  railways, 
traversing  any  two  or  more  of  the  Colonies. 
Now,  would  the  noble  Earl  say  that,  in  the 
event  of  establishing  a  railroad  between 
Victoria  and  New  South  Wales,  for  io- 
stance,  the  Colonies  of  Van  Diemen's  Land 
and  Western  Australia  should  contribute 
towards  the  expense  of  its  construction  in 
proportion  to  the  revenues  of  each  colony  ? 
In  that  case,  the  contribution  of  Victoria 
would  be  very  small,  whilst  that  of  Van  Di^ 
men's  Land,  which  would  have  no  interest 
in  the  work,  would  be  very  large  indeed. 
Surely  the  Noble  Earl  would  not  give 
power  to  the  General  Assembly  to  tax  the 
whole  of  the  Colonies  for  a  purpose  of  that 
sort. 

Earl  GREY  replied,  that  that  power 
would  only  be  exercised  for  purposes  of 
common  interest. 

Lord  STANLEY  said,  that  one  of  the 
powers  of  the  General  Assembly  was  the 
establishment  of  lighthouses  upon  the 
coast.  Now,  what  advantage  would  Wes- 
tern Australia  gain  by  the  erection  of  a 
lighthouse  upon  the  coast  of  Sydney,  that 
she  should  be  taxed  for  it  ?  Their  Lord- 
ships might  as  well  say  that  this  country 
ought  to  be  taxed  for  the  erection  of  a 
lighthouse  at  Constantinople.  Yet  it  was 
proposed  that  for  all  works  of  this  descrip- 
tion the  General  Assembly  should  have  the 
power  of  taxing  all  the  Colonies  to  the 
full  extent  of  a  per  centage  upon  their 
revenue. 
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Earl  GREY  did  not  understand  the 
clause  quite  in  that  manner.  The  General 
Assemhly  would  have  a  power  to  appro- 
priate from  the  revenues  of  all  the  Colonies 
all  sums  required  for  common  purposes. 

The  Eabl  of  HARROWBY  contended 
that  there  was  no  sufficient  identity  of  in- 
terest to  render  such  a  power  acceptahle 
to  the  Colonies,  and  that  it  would  he  liahle 
to  abuse  in  various  ways. 

Earl  GREY  observed,  it  was  hardly 
possible,  in  creating  a  new  authority  like 
a  General  Assembly,  to  devise  words  which 
would  prevent  all  abuses  that  might  be 
suggested ;  but  it  was  the  general  object 
of  the  Bill  to  create  a  representative  power 
which  would  deal  fairly  by  the  whole  coun- 
try. The  General  Assembly  would  be  em- 
powered to.  make  appropriations  for  the 
benefit  of  particular  districts  ;  at  the  same 
time,  he  admitted  it  might  be  necessary  to 
add  a  proviso  to  the  clause,  to  provide  that, 
where  all  the  Colonies  did  not  derive  an 
equal  benefit,  they  should  not  be  called 
upon  for  equal  contributions.  The  clause, 
however,  would  be  printed,  and  their  Lord- 
ships would  then  be  better  enabled  to  con- 
sider its  provisions. 

Lord  STANLEY  would  suggest  an- 
other point  for  the  noble  Earl's  consider- 
ation. Suppose  a  railway  was  proposed  to 
be  made  between  New  South  Wales  and 
Victoria.  The  principle  laid  down  was, 
that  each  colony  should  be  taxed  in  pro- 
portion to  the  interest  they  had  in  the  un- 
dertaking; consequently  the  colonies  not 
interested  in  it  would  not  be  taxed;  but 
still  the  delegates  from  Western  Australia,- 
Van  Diemen's  Land,  and  South  Australia 
would  all  vote  aye  or  no  whether  the  rail- 
way should  be  made,  though  they  would 
bear  no  portion  of  the  expense.  In  other 
words,  the  colonies  which  would  derive  no 
benefit  from  any  particular  undertaking, 
would  yet  have  a  voice  in  its  construc- 
tion. 

Lord  LANGDALE  suggested  that  the 
words  *'  should  be  charged  in  such  propor- 
tion in  each  colony,  as  shall  be  determined 
upon  by  the  General  Assembly,"  would 
meet  the  difficulty. 

The  Earl  of  HARROWBY  objected  to 
the  delegates  from  one  Colony  having 
the  power  to  vote  on  the  internal  affairs 
of  another. 

The  Earl  of  CARLISLE  contended 
that  the  objection  just  raised  by  the  noble 
Earl  might  apply,  if  it  had  any  reality,  to 
the  case  of  English  and  Scotch  Members 
sitting  upon  an  Irish  Railway  Bill,    They 


had  no  interest  in  the  construction  of  a 
line  of  railway  in  Ireland,  yet  they  voted 
upon  that  question  according  to  their  con« 
victions  of  public  benefit. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

On  Clause  35,  which  gives  power  to 
Governors  and  Councils,  with  the  assent  of 
the  Crown,  to  alter  the  constitution  of  the 
Legislative  Council, 

Earl  GREY  proposed  a  verbal  Amend- 
ment, intended  to  limit  a  power  which  he 
perceived  the  clause,  as  it  at  present  stood, 
conferred  upon  the  local  assemblies,  of  ex- 
cluding the  nominee  Members  from  their 
seats.  He  believed  the  wording  of  the 
clause  extended  further  than  he  intended, 
and  he  proposed  to  alter  it,  so  that  the  par- 
ticular points  on  which  the  Colonies  should 
be  at  liberty  to  make  alterations  in  the 
constitution  should  be  defined  by  Act  of 
Parliament. 

Lord  STANLEY  said,  the  alteration 
did  not  altogether  remove  his  objection  to 
the  clause;  but  he  should  wish  to  have  the 
opportunity  of  considering  whether  or  not 
he  ought,  under  the  circumstances,  to 
waive  it.  But  by  assenting  to  the  clause 
now  he  must  not  be  understood  as  pre- 
cluded from  raising  the  question  on  the  re- 
port, when  it  was  probable  that  the  ques- 
tion would  be  again  raised  which  had  just 
been  decided  by  a  majority  of  one  vote,  as 
to  the  propriety  of  introducing  the  General 
Assembly. 

In  reply  to  Lord  Hatherton, 

Earl  GREY  explained  that  the  effect 
of  the  clause  was  to  give  to  all  the  Colonies 
a  general  power  of  reforming  their  own 
constitutions,  but  such  reforms  were  not  to 
come  into  operation  imtil  sanctioned  by 
Her  Majesty. 

Lord  STANLEY  suggested  that  as  bj 
this  clause  they  were  giving  to  each  Colony 
the  power  of  varying  its  constitution,  it 
might  make  some  difference  in  regard  to 
the  election  of  the  delegates  to  the  Gene- 
ral Assembly.  In  one  Colony  there  might 
be  one  legislative  body,  in  another  two. 
One  set  of  delegates  might  represent  one 
chamber  wholly  elected,  another  an  elec- 
tive body  of  two  chambers,  and  a  third 
might  represent  two  chambers  partly  elect- 
ed and  partly  nominated.  How  was  this 
difficulty  to  be  met  ? 

Clause,  with  verbal  Amendments,  agreed 


to. 


Remaining  clauses  agreed  to. 

House  resumed. 

House  adjourned  to  Monday  next. 
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TREATMENT  OF  MR.  SMTH  O'BRIEN. 

Sir  L.  O'BRIEN  hoped  that  the  House 
would  hear  with  him  if  he  brought  before 
them  the  case  of  his  brother,  Mr.  Smith 
O'Brien.  His  reason  for  doing  so  was  the 
statements  which  had  appeared  in  the 
public  prints.  He  ought  to  apologise  to 
the  House  for  taking  upon  himself  this 
task.  But  the  House  must  be  aware  that 
the  subject  had  been  pressed  upon  Mem- 
bers from  the  sister  country,  and  it  was 
thought  better  that  he  should  not  bring  it 
before  the  House.  But  others  thought 
that  it  was  his  duty  to  do  it,  and  for  this 
reason,  that  it  was  naturally  supposed  he 
must  be  better  informed  than  any  other 
person  upon  the  subject,  inasmuch  as 
every  person  who  had  received  a  letter 
from  Van  Dicmen's  Land  had  kindly  fa- 
voured him  with  a  perusal  of  it.  The 
last  communication  he  had  received  from 
Van  Dicmen's  Land  was  dated  the  31st  of 
January,  and  it  appeared  that  three  weeks 
before  that  letter  was  dated,  his  brother 
had  fallen  into  so  bad  a  state  of  health 
that  his  life  was  despaired  of.  Now,  if  by 
any  treatment  that  was  designedly  harsh, 
or  if  by  not  taking  what  might  appear  to 
be  only  the  ordinary  precautions,  his  bro- 
ther's life  should  be  lost,  or  his  reason  be- 
come impaired,  the  Government  would  incur 
a  severe  responsibility.  It  would  be  used 
as  a  handle  against  them,  and  in  Ireland  a 
fatal  use  might  be  made  of  it,  which  the 
Government,  as  public  men,  might  well 
wish  to  avert.  It  appeared  that  on  his 
brother's  arrival  in  Van  Diemen's  Land  he 
refused  to  accept  a  ticket  of  leave,  and  he 
was  accordingly  placed  ^n  Maria  Island,  a 
small  island,  the  property  of  two  or  three 
individuals,  and  situated,  he  believed,  about 
ten  miles  from  the  shore.  The  inhabitants 
of  the  island  appeared  inclined  to  treat 
him  with  much  civility,  and  sent  messages 
and  called  upon  him  ;  for  two  or  three 
weeks  accordingly  his  brother  felt  as  com- 
fortable as  he  could  be  under  such  circum- 
Btances.  But  in  that  space  of  timo  orders 
came  that  no  one  was  to  have  any  inter- 
course with  him.  For  eight  weeks  after- 
frards  bia  brother  was  not  allowed  to  bold 


intercourse    with    any    person   whatever. 
The  person  who  brought  him  his  food  was 
the  only  person  he  saw,  with  one  excep- 
tion, and  he  was  not  allowed  to  hold  any 
conversation   with   him.     A   religious   in- 
structor was  allowed  to  visit  him,  but  he 
was   also  not  allowed   to   converse   with 
him,  except  upon  religious  subjects.     A 
Roman  Catholic   clergyman   lived  in   the 
island,  but  he  was  not  allowed  to  visit  or 
to  speak  to  him.     He  was  allowed  to  live 
in  a  cottage,  surrounded  by  what  was  call- 
ed a  garden,  but  which  was  nothing  more 
than  a  plot  of  potato  ground.     He  was 
allowed  to  walk  upon  a  rough  and  exposed 
piece  of  ground  70  yards  long  and   20 
yards  across,  without  shade  or  shelter,  and 
exposed  to  the  sun  in  hot  weather  and  the 
winds   in   boisterous  weather,  so  that  he 
could  only  walk  out  for  an  hour  in  the 
evening  as  the  sun  was  setting.     The  na- 
tural consequence  was,  that  he  began  to 
fall  into  a  state  of  health  such  as  he  had 
described;  and  this  change  in  his  health 
having  been  reported  to  the  Governor  of 
Van  Diemen's  Land,  he  was  happy  to  in- 
form the  House  that,  in  consequence  of 
the  report  of  the  medical  inspector,  the 
keeper  who  had  charge  of  his  brother  was 
allowed  to  walk  about  the  island  with  him. 
His  health  improved,  his  spirits  began  to 
recover,  but  it  was  feared  that  as  soon  as 
it  was  known  that  this  improvement  had 
taken   place,  these  relaxations   would   be 
withdrawn,  and  he  would  be  again  plunged 
in  a   state  of  despair.     His  brother  was 
wrong  in  not  accepting  the  ticket  of  leave. 
It   was   easy   to    persuade    him   (Sir   L. 
O'Brien)  of  that;  but  what  could  he  do  ? 
He  went  to  Dublin  to   persuade   him  to 
accept  it  if  it  should  be  offered  him,  but 
to  no  purpose  ;  and   if  he  went  to  Van 
Diemen's  Land  it  would  be  of  as  little  use. 
The  question  for   the   Government  was, 
whether,  under  these  circumstances,  they 
would  pursue  a  person  to  the  death — and 
whether,  if  he   remained   obstinate,  they 
would  persevere  in  a  course  of  treatment 
which  would  bring  him   to  the    grave  ? 
This  was  not  in  accordance  with  the  mild 
spirit   of    the    British    constitution.     His 
brother  thought  he  was  engaged  in  a  good 
cause.     He  (Sir  L.  O'Brien)  thought  hixii 
very  wrong  and  injudicious,  and  never  by 
word,  sign,  or  otherwise,  had  his  brother 
received    any  encouragement  from    him. 
But  if  a  man  thought  himself  right,  and 
remained   in  this  frame  of  mind,  was   it 
right  to  pursue  him  to  such  an  extremity 
as  to  cause  the  loss  of  bis  life  ?    It  took 
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four  months  to  receive  a  letter  from  Van 
Diemen's  Land,  and  another  four  months 
must  elapse  hefore  any  instructions  which 
the  Government  might  send  out  would 
reach  the  island,  or  hefore  he  could  know 
what  had  passed  in  that  House  to-night. 
If,  therefore,  he  remained  consistent  or 
ohstinate,  whichever  they  might  term  it, 
he  would  have  heen  eleven  months  in  the 
same  state  of  mind.  He  therefore  put  it 
to  the  Government  whether  they  would 
continue  this  treatment  or  not  ? 

Sir  G.  GREY  said,  that  every  Memher 
of  the  House  must  sympathise  with  the 
position,  of  thehon.  Gentleman  who  spoke, 
naturally,  with  strong  feelings  on  this  sub- 
ject.     He   only  regretted  that  the  hon. 
Gentleman  had  not  informed  him  of  his  in- 
tention to  make  this  statement  on  the  pre- 
sent  occasion ;    because  if  he  had  heen 
aware  of  it  he  would  have  refreshed  his 
memory  by  referring  to  the  despatches  re- 
ceived by  the  Government,  and  with  the 
purport  of  which  the  hon.  Gentleman  him- 
self was  acquainted.    The  hon.  Gentleman 
had   truly   stated   that  the   Government, 
wishing  to  act  with  as  much  indulgence  in 
this  case  as  was  consistent  with  their  public 
duty,  had  departed  from  the  usual  practice 
pursued  towards   ordinary    convicts,   and 
issued  instructions  to  the  Governor  of  Van 
Diemen's  Land,  on  the  arrival  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman's  relative  and  his  fellow-prison- 
ers, to  o6Fer  them  tickets  of  leave  immedi- 
ately, provided  they  would  give  an  engage- 
ment that  they  would  not  avail  themselves 
of  the  indulgence  in  attempting  to  escape. 
But  this  privilege,  which  was  certainly  a 
very  great  indulgence,  was  positively  re- 
fused by  the  relative  of  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man; and  the  Governor,  acting  then  in  the 
discharge  of  a  responsible  duty,  and  in  con- 
formity with  the  instructions  which  he  had 
received,  took  the  only  course  open  to  him 
under  the   circumstances — ^he  placed  the 
hon.  Gentleman's  relative  on  Maria  Island, 
n  place  for  the  reception  of  convicts.     He 
was  not  placed  with  the  other  convicts,  but 
had  consigned  to  him  the  separate  apart- 
ment to  which  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  re- 
ferred, and  was  put  under  the  charge  of  a 
responsible  officer.    He  had  not  the  oppor- 
tunity possessed  by  the  ordinary  convicts 
with  tickets  of  leave  of  having  intercourse 
with  the  inhabitants  of  the  island;  but  he 
had  held  communication    both   with  the 
bishop  and  the  chaplain,  and  also  with  other 
persons,  and  had  received  every  indulgence 
as  to  rations,  and  in  every  other  respect 
that  waa  poniistei^t  with  the  duty-f^he 


painful  duty — which  the  Governor  had  to 
perform.  And  he  (Sir  G.  Grey)  therefore 
felt  that  if  any  charge  could  fairly  be 
brought  against  the  Government  in  the 
matter,  it  would  be  for  having  shown  in 
this  more  indulgence  than  perhaps  publie 
opinion  would  have  justified  them  in  doing; 
With  regard  to  the  relaxation  in  the  treat- 
ment of  Mr.  Smith  O'Brien,  which  was  said 
to  have  taken  place,  the  hon.  Gentleman 
knew  more  on  that  subject  than  he  (Sir  G. 
Grey)  did,  as  he  had  received  no  informal- 
tion  whatever  as  to  anything  of  the  kind. 
But  he  had  no  doubt,  if  Mr.  Smith  O'Brien's 
health  was  seriously  affected  by  his  con*- 
fineraent,  that  the  regulations  would  be  re- 
laxed in  his  behalf  in  the  same  manner  as 
they  were  relaxed  for  any  other  prisoner 
whose  health  suffered  from  carrying  out 
the  sentence  of  the  law. 

Mr.  GRATTAN  said,  that  this  was 
the  case  of  a  countryman  of  his,  and  he 
knew  of  no  law  of  this  country  that  imposed 
torture.  This  was  a  question  of  humanity; 
and  the  right  hon.  Baronet  forgot  about 
the  501,  that  was  sent  to  this  gentleman 
to  buy  tea  and  clothes  with.  It  was  known 
that  he  was  a  teetotaller,  and  yet  he  wasn't 
allowed  to  buy  tea  or  clothes.  The  right 
hon.  Baronet  said,  this  was  the  law  of  the 
land.  He  (Mr.  Grattan)  begged  his  par* 
don  :  it  was  not  the  law  of  the  land;  and 
the  Earl  of  Clarendon  agreed  with  him; 
because,  when  a  deputation  waited  upon 
him  at  Dublin  Castle,  the  Earl  of  Claren- 
don told  them  what  was  humanity;  for  he 
said  that  the  parties  should  not  be  pursued 
further  than  the  claims  of  justice  and  the 
necessity  of  the  country  required.  But  he 
(Mr.  Grattan)  would  remind  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  of  another  great  prisoner  who  had 
been  cruelly  treated  by  the  British  Govern- 
ment. Bonaparte,  at  St.  Helena,  was 
denied  the  enjoyment  of  a  pianoforte  by  a 
decision  of  the  Privy  Council  of  England. 
And  that  was  what  they  called  justice  and 
humanity. 

Subject  dropped. 

FACTORIES  BILL. 

Bill,  as  amended,  considered. 

Lord  ASHLEY  moved,  as  an  Amend- 
ment, to  insert  the  words  **  no  child  "  after 
line  12,  page  2.  This  was  an  Amendment 
of  the  greatest  importance,  but  as  it  was 
precisely  the  same  question  upon  which  the 
House  had  come  to  a  decision  a  few  days 
ago,  it  would  not  be  necessary  to  detain 
the  House  at  any  length.  By  the  Bill  now 
before  Ae  Hous^,  the  hibour  of  jroong  pe^w 
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Bona  and  adult  females  was  to  begin  at  six 
in  the  morning,  and  close  at  six  in  the  after- 
noon; while  by  their  previous  legislation 
the  labour  of  children  between  the  ages  of 
8  and  12  might  be  carried  on  between  the 
hours  of  half-past  five  in  the  morning  and 
half-past  eight  in  the  evening.  His  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Home  Secretary  said,  that 
the  position  of  young  children  was  not  af- 
K  fected  by  this  Bill,  and  that  it  remained 
the  same  as  before.  But  he  contended 
that  the  position  of  these  young  children 
was  relatively  altered  by  the  present  Bill 
to  a  considerable  extent.  These  children 
used  to  come  with  their  parents,  or  went 
sway  with  them.  In  the  rural  districts  of 
Lancashire  and  Yorkshire,  the  children  had 
sometimes  to  walk  two  or  three  miles,  and 
if  they  were  to  be  kept  in  the  mill  till  half- 
past  eight  in  the  evening  during  the  winter 
season,  and  then  had  to  walk  two  or  three 
miles,  they  would  be  kept  out  of  bed  until 
ten  or  half-past  ten  o'clock  at  night.  For- 
merly, if  they  were  kept  until  this  hour  in 
the  mill,  they  had  their  relatives  and 
friends  to  take  them  home.  But  these 
would  leave  the  mill  at  six,  and  they  could 
not  be  expected  to  wait  until  half-past 
eight  to  take  these  children  home.  He 
therefore  proposed  this  Amendment,  which 
would  permit  these  children  to  be  employed 
within  the  same  margin,  from  six  to  six, 
during  which  young  persona  and  females 
would  be  employed. 

Amendment  proposed,  page  2,  line  12, 
after  the  word  "  Act,"  to  insert  the  words 
"nochUd." 

Mr.  S.  CRAWFORD  seconded  the 
Amendment. 

Sir  G.  grey  had  before  stated  that 
the  Bill  had  nothing  to  do  with  the 
labour  of  children,  who  were  already 
protected  to  a  much  greater  degree,  for 
no  child  could  now  be  employed  for 
more  than  seven  hours  in  any  one  day  in 
some  cases,  or  for  more  than  six  hours 
and  a  half  in  the  majority  of  instances. 
Ample  provision  was  also  made  for  their 
attendance  at  school.  He  was  not  pre- 
pared to  deny  that  some  inconvenience 
would  result  from  the  circumstance  pointed 
out  by  his  noble  Friend;  but  that  arose 
from  the  necessity  of  affording  greater  pro- 
tection to  children  than  to  young  persons 
and  adult  females,  and,  unless  the  noble 
Lord  was  prepared  to  place  them  on  the 
same  footing,  he  did  not  see  how  the  House 
could  agree  to  this  clause.  The  two  sets 
of  children  now  employed,  some  for  seven 
boan,  and  others  for  six  hours  and  a  half, 


making  thirteen  hours  and  a  half  altoge- 
ther, could  only  be  employed  together  if 
this  Amendment  should  pass,  or  for  the 
limited  term  of  ten  hours  and  a  half  per 
day.  Now,  that  would  be  a  serious  re- 
striction upon  the  motive  power  of  machi- 
nery when  the  pressure  and  the  demand 
for  manufactures  became  great.  Suppose 
the  decision  of  the  Court  of  Exchequer  had 
been  against  the  system  of  relays,  and  the 
House  were  not  asked  to  pass  any  law 
upon  this  subject.  Or  suppose  the  Bill 
originally  brought  in  by  the  noble  Lord  for 
declaring  the  intention  of  the  Legislature 
had  been  carried.  In  either  case,  the 
labour  of  children  would  have  been  left  as 
it  now  stood,  and  they  would  have  been 
liable,  under  the  noble  Lord's  Bill,  to  work, 
in  different  sets,  between  half-past  five  in 
the  morning  and  half-past  eight  in  the 
evening.  This  was  the  state  of  the  law  at 
present,  and  it  was  identical  with  that 
which  he  now  proposed  to  continue. 

Mr.  AGLIONBY  said,  that  the  Ten 
Hours  Bill  had  been  broken  through,  and 
the  manufacturers  had  got  two  and  a  half 
hours  additional.  This  was  a  compromise, 
and  the  gain  to  the  manufacturers  justified 
the  present  proposal  of  the  noble  Lord. 
He  thought  that  children  were  more  en- 
titled to  protection  than  any  others,  and 
he  wished  to  protect  them  against  very 
early  and  very  late  hours. 

Mr.  S.  CRAWFORD  concurred  in  the 
view  that  this  had  now  become  an  open 
question.  The  House  was  now  called  up- 
on to  decide  in  what  manner  children  could 
be  best  protected.  A  Bill  which  made 
children  leave  their  beds  at  half-past  four 
did  not  protect  thes^  children;  and,  in  the 
same  manner,  any  Bill  that  would  permit 
them  to  be  kept  up  till  after  eight  in  the 
evening  would  be  in  the  highest  degree  in- 
jurious. He  thought  that,  whatever  might 
nave  been  the  state  of  the  law  hitherto, 
such  measures  should  now  be  enacted  as 
would  give  sufficient  protection  to  children, 
and  therefore  he  would  support  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  noble  Lord. 

Mr.  bright  wished  to  call  the  atten- 
tion  of  the  House  and  of  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  Bath,  to  the  practical 
effect  of  the  propositions,  if  carried;  be- 
cause, if  the  uoble  Lord  was  as  convinced 
of  what  the  effects  would  be  as  he  (Mr. 
Bright),  who  understood  something  about 
the  matter,  why  the  noble  Lord  would  be 
the  last  person  in  the  House  to  propose 
the  measure  now  submitted  to  it.  At  pre- 
sent children  under  thirteen  years  of  age 
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— ^for  it  was  only  to  these  that  the  Motion 
applied — could  not  work,  speaking  gene- 
rally, more  than  6i  hours  a  day.  Now, 
when  that  great  restnction  was  enacted, 
the  result  was  that  many  hundreds — ^he 
might  almost  say  thousands — of  children, 
were  discharged  from  factory  employment. 
The  reason  of  this  was  ohvious,  for  if  per- 
sons who  had  heen  in  the  hahit  of  working 
10,  11,  and  12  hours  a  day  were  restricted 
to  6  or  6i  hours,  they  could  only  expect 
half  the  wages  they  received  hefore;  and 
thinking  that  too  small  they  remained 
away  from  work,  and  the  lahour  of  young 
persons  was  too  costly  to  make  use  of. 
Thousands  of  persons  under  13  years  of 
age  were  driven  from  factory  employment 
in  consequence  of  the  hours  of  working 
heing  restricted  to  6^  hours.  Let  them 
hear  that  in  mind  in  considering  the  pro- 
position of  the  noble  Lord.  That  propo- 
sition was  that  in  future  no  child  should 
work  before  six  in  the  morning,  or  after 
six  in  the  evening;  that  was,  that  they 
should  not  work  for  more  than  the  time  to 
which  young  persons  and  women  were  re- 
stricted. But,  supposing  that  the  morning 
class  of  children  worked  six  and  a  half 
hours,  the  second  class  would  have  only  to 
work  four  hours  in  the  afternoon;  and  was 
it  not  clear,  for  the  reasons  he  had  stated, 
that  the  discharge  of  thousands  of  factory 
children  would  be  the  result,  and  the  same 
consequence  would  follow  even  if  they  di- 
vided the  time  into  two  equal  portions  of 
five  hours  and  a  quarter.  If  any  alteration 
was  to  be  made  at  all  in  the  Bill,  it  should 
be  on  a  different  system  —  namely,  by 
allowing  them  all,  men,  women,  and  chil- 
dren— to  work  for  the  ten  hours.  That 
would  give  rise  to  less  inconvenience,  and 
would  be  far  more  merciful  to  the  young 
children,  than  the  proposition  of  the  noble 
Lord.  The  question  was  one  which  would 
not  materially  affect  the  larger  portion  of 
the  manufacturers,  but  it  would  have  a 
most  injurious  effect  on  the  children  by 
throwing  numbers  of  them  out  of  employ- 
ment, ne  thought  it  right  to  state  the 
effect  of  the  proposition  before  the  House 
divided  upon  it. 

Mr.  EDWARDS:  Thehon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Manchester  asserts  that 
many  thousands  of  children  have  been  dis- 
charged from  factory  employment  by  the 
Act  of  1847.  Now,  I  will  take  the  liberty 
of  asking  the  hon.  Member,  what  has 
become  of  all  these  unfortunate  children 
of  whom  he  has  spoken  ?  In  the  dis- 
trict with  which  I  am  most .  acquainted. 


I  believe  at  the  present  moment  it  is  diffi- 
cult to  meet  with  a  strong  healthy  child 
between  the  age  of  eight  and  thirteen  out 
of  employment;  and  I  can  state  as  a  fact 
within  my  own  knowledge,  that  children  in 
the  neighbourhood  of  Halifax  employed  in 
woollen  factories  are  earning  on  an  average 
nearly  5s.  a  week — a  sum  almost  equal  to 
the  earnings  of  an  agricultural  labourer  in 
many  parts  of  the  south  and  west  of  Eng- 
land, who  may  have  a  wife  and  large  fa- 
mily depending  upon  him  for  support  and 
exist  enc  e 

Sir  h!  WILLOUGHBY  asked  if  l^e 
rejection  of  the  noble  Lord's  Amendment 
would  not  have  the  effect  of  encouraging  a 
system  of  relays,  in  which  adults  and 
young  children  would  be  employed,  and 
thus  injure,  if  not  entirely  cut  off,  the 
work  of  women  and  young  people  ? 

Mr.  T.  EGERTON  said,  the  great  ob- 
jection he  had  to  the  measure  proposed  by 
the  noble  Lord  was,  that  it  would  indirect 
ly  attack  the  motive  power  of  the  country, 
and  that  it  would  prevent  adult  labour 
being  employed.  At  present  the  time  of 
adult  labour  might  be  13  or  14  hours,  and 
children  were  employed  to  assist  theni. 
Now,  if  they  restricted  children  in  the  way 
proposed,  they  would  actually  limit  the 
moving  power  in  all  the  mills  in  the  coun- 
try to  10  hours  a  day.  He  asked  the 
House  to  weigh  well  the  consequencei 
of  the  Amendment  proposed  by  the  noble 
Lord. 

Mr.  ELLIOT  was  satisfied  that  if  the 
proposition  now  before  the  House  was 
agreed  to,  the  effect  of  it  in  his  part  of 
the  country  (Roxburghshire)  would  be  to 
put  an  entire  stop  to  the  moving  power  of 
the  mills  at  the  end  of  10  hours  every  day; 
and  he  could  not  help  thinking  that  tms 
was  the  intention  of  the  noble  Lord. 

Mr.  HUME  said,  that  the  hon.  Member 
for  North  Cheshire  directed  the  attention 
of  the  House  to  the  real  character  of  the 
proposition.  Its  object  was  to  restrict 
the  hours  of  labour  by  legislative  interfe- 
rence, which  he  considered  to  be  a  most 
pernicious  course  to  adopt.  The  great 
object  of  the  Legislature  ought  to  be  to  im- 
prove the  condition  of  the  operative  classes. 
He  believed  Englishmen  worked  harder 
than  the  men  of  any  other  country;  and  i£. 
the  hours  of  labour  could  with  safety  be 
diminished,  he  would  be  most  happy  to  ac- 
quiesce. He  believed  it  was  only  by  ca- 
pital and  machinery  that  they  could  employ 
the  millions  at  manufacturing  labour;  and 
he  therefore  deprecated  theattemj^  of 
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Lord  J.  MANNERS  then  proposed  the 
Amendment  of  which  he  had  given  notice; 
and  said,  if  the  Amendment  were  carried,  he 
would  propose  the  following  supplement : — 
**  In  Clause  3|^  line  39,  to  omit  the  word 
'six,'  for  the  purpose  of  inserting  the 
words  'half-past  five.'"  He  expressed 
bis  regret  that  he  could  not  follow  the  guid- 
ance of  that  chivalrous  and  high-minded 
man  Lord  G.  Bentinck,  who  was  no  longer 
amongst  them,  and  who  had  devoted  so 
much  time  and  energy  to  this  question. 
The  appeal  now  made  to  Parliament  was 
not  for  the  concession  of  any  new  favour, 
but  to  confirm  that  which  had  been  already 
conceded.  The  appeal  was  made  by  a 
great  portion  of  the  working  classes  of  this 
country,  and  their  demand  was  that  the 
benevolent  intentions  of  the  Legislature  in 
their  behalf  might  not  be  frustrated.  The 
question  which  the  House  of  Commons  had 
now  to  decide  was,  would  they  allow  those 
poor  people  to  be  deprived  of  a  boon  which 
bad  been  deliberately  accorded  to  them  ? 
That  was  the  real  question  upon  which 
they  had  to  decide;  and  Heaven  send  that 
the  decision  of  English  Gentlemen  upon  it 
might  be  in  accordance  with  English 
honesty  and  English  honour !  From  what 
bad  recently  passed  in  that  House,  one 
would  have  thought  that  such  a  thing  had 
never  happened  before,  as  that  it  was  ne- 
cessary to  amend  in  one  Session  of  Parlia- 
ment an  Act  passed  in  the  preceding  one; 
but  every  Gentlemen  knew  that  such  things 
were  not  of  rare  occurrence.  The  House 
would  remember  that  in  1846,  when  Par- 
liament had  determined  to  abrogate  all  the 
laws  imposing  duties  on  the  importation  of 
grain,  it  was  discovered  towards  the  close 
of  the  Session  that,  owing  to  an  inaccuracy 
in  the  Bill,  a  fixed  duty  for  a  limited  period 
was  left  on  beans  and  peas.  The  time  for 
which  the  duty  could  be  raised  was  so 
limited,  that  it  was  not  thought  worth 
while  to  pass  a  distinct  Act  remedying  the 
defect;  but  let  it  bo  supposed  that,  instead 
of  a  verbal  inaccuracy,  affecting  only  the 
import  of  beans  and  peas  for  a  limited 
period,  it  had  been  discovered  a  year  or 
two  after  that  there  were  conflicting  deci- 
sions in  the  inferior  courts  on  the  subject, 
and  that  it  was  decided  by  one  of  the 
supreme  courts  that  not  only  beans  and 
peas,  but  every  kind  of  cereal  product, 
would  have  to  pay  a  fixed  duty,  not  for  a 
limited  time,  but  for  ever,  what  then  would 
have  been  the  language  of  the  right  hon. 
the  Member  for  Tamworth  and  the  hon. 
Member  tor  the  West  Riding  t     They 
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would  at  once  have  insisted  upon  a  remedy 
being  introduced.  But  what  would  baye 
been  thought  if  they  (the  Protectionists) 
had  turned  round  and  thrown  every  ob- 
stacle in  the  way  of  repairing  the  blunder  ? 
Yet  such  a  course  would  not  have  been  more 
blameable  than  that  pursued  by  Gentle- 
men opposite  with  reference  to  the  Fac- 
tory Bill.  In  point  of  principle,  what  was 
the  difference  between  the  proposition  of 
the  Ministry  and  that  to  which  he  had  al- 
luded? But  in  the  one  case  the  parties 
were  powerful,  in  the  other  they  were  poor 
and  friendless,  and  could  appeal  to  nothing 
but  the  honour  and  justice  of  the  House  of 
Commons.  Well,  but  that  was  the  ease 
here.  Conceal  it  as  they  might — evade  it 
as  they  might — mystify  it  as  they  might — 
the  people  of  England  well  knew  that  tbe 
decisions  of  the  Barons  of  the  Court  of  Ex- 
chequer was  not  in  the  spirit  or  intent  of 
the  principle  affirmed  by  both  Houses  of 
Parliament,  and  sanctioned  by  the  Sove- 
reign. There  were  three  grounds  upon 
which  they  might  now  be  asked  to  support 
the  law  as  it  now  stood,  and  three  only. 
The  first  was  a  doubt  as  to  the  intentions 
of  the  Legislature  in  framing  the  Act; 
the  second,  that  the  Ten  Hours  Act  bad 
worked  so  ill  that  it  was  the  duty  of  Par- 
liament to  alter  it;  and  the  third,  that  the 
proposed  measure  would  confer  equal  ad- 
vantages upon  the  factory  population.  In 
reply  to  what  had  been  said  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Manchester,  he  would  quote 
the  opinions  of  Mr.  Leonard  Homer,  one 
of  the  factory  inspectors,  a  man  of  all 
others,  perhaps,  best  calculated  to  give  an 
opinion  upon  the  subject.  He  stated  in 
his  report — 

"  Among  the  opperatives,  a  very  large  majority, 
and  among  them  those  whose  earnings  have  been 
most  reduced  by  the  restriction,  appear  to  be  in 
favour  of  the  shortened  hours  of  labour.  That 
feeling  has  evidently  increased  with  their  extended 
experience  of  the  effects  of  the  Act ;  and,  in  con- 
firmation of  this,  there  is  this  very  significant  fiu^t, 
that,  so  far  as  I  have  learned,  there  has  been  only 
one  petition  from  the  workpeople  in  my  district 
complaining  of  the  Act,  and  praying  that  their 
hours  of  labour  may  be  again  extended ;  while,  on 
the  other  band,  numerous  meetings  have  been  held 
in  various  parts  of  the  kingdom,  at  which  petitions 
have  been  agreed  to,  praying  that  the  existing  Act 
may  be  more  generally  enforced  according  to  what 
the  petitioners  believed  to  be  its  true  intent,  and 
that  the  evasions  of  it  may  be  put  down.  The 
one  petition  above  referred  to  is  that  presented 
last  Session  to  Parliament  by  the  operatives  in 
the  employment  of  Messrs.  Jones  Brothers. 
Among  the  owners  of  factories,  the  majority,  as 
might  be  expected,  appear  to  be  against  the  re- 
striction to  ten  hours ;  but  my  recent  communica- 
tions with  them  lead  me  to  say  that  the  nuDoritgr 
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ii  bf  no  meuu  null,  and  that  &  ftelisg  ia  &TOiir 
of  tbe  iliOTtonQd  houn  ii  much  more  (rsqumtly 
mti  with  Dov  than  it  wu  tmWe  montu  ago. 
Many  h»TB  said  to  me,  '  We  c»n  do  verj  well  with 
ton  houni,  and  would  not  object  to  the  Aot  IF  we 
were  all  alike;  batws  do  complain  tbatwbile  the 
generality  ormillowncrs  are  woriiing  ia  confbnnitj 
with  tbe  law,  eo  many,  who  come  into  the  aama 
market!  with  na,  are  allowed  to  work  'their  milli 
elcTen,  twelTe.  and  some  tbirteen  hours  a  day.' 
It  baa  been  repeatedly  stated  to  mo  that,  partly  by 
iDOreaied  apeed  of  machinery,  bat  mainly  by  tbe 
increaaed  actlTlty  and  closer  attention  which  tbe 
workera  are  able  to  give  during  their  ahortened 
houTi  of  hibour,  the  dimiaution  in  the  quantity 
they  produce  i>  lar  leas  than  wai  expeclsd  and 
pradioted  by  thOH  who  oppoMd  tba  Ten  Hoara 
BiU." 

And,  again,  to  this  passage  ha  tnTlted  tlie 
atteDtioD  of  the  Hoase  : — ■ 

"  I  can  apeak  Irom  poaitire  knowledge  that  it 
wa*  tb«  iutention  of  the  framen  of  the  Bill  of 
1811  that  the  working  by  ahifla  wbioh  had  been 
practised  nndsr  the  Act  of  1833  ahould  be  pre- 
Tented.  By  referring  to  tbe  reporti  of  the  in- 
■pectora,  prior  to  1844.  it  will  be  aeen  that  fre- 
quent and  urgent  complainta  had  been  made  by 
millownen  that  the  principle  ao  eaaentlal  in  aaeb 
a  law,  namely,  that  all  millownera  ahould  be  placed 
OD  one  footing  aa  to  the  number  of  the  houra  of 
work,  was  grossly  Tiolated  in  some  diatrieta  by  the 
eraaiTC  proctiae  of  working  by  ahifts,  and  wbioh 
oonid  not  be  preTented  by  the  Act  of  1S33. 
When  the  Bill  of  1844  wa*  preparing,  the  inspeo- 
tora  were  called  upon  by  the  Secretary  of  State 
to  Buggeat  enaotmenta  which  would  remedy  that 
defect  of  the  Act  of  1833,  and  they  did  so.  But 
the  law  phraseology  and  eonatruotion  of  the 
olaasea  in  which  their  inggeitions  were  afterwards 
embodied  have  unfortunately  created,  in  tbeminda 
of  acme  magistrates  in  my  district,  an  ambiguity 
whicb  haa  led  them  to  dtimiss  cases  I  brought  be- 
fore them  under  the  firm  belief  that  the  true  intent 
and  meaning  of  the  Act  hod  been  violated  ;  a  be- 
lief [bunded  upon  my  own  knowledge  of  the  inten- 
tions of  those  who  framed  the  Bill  of  1844,  and 
supported  by  that  interpretation  of  the  Act,  by 
the  taw  offlcers  of  tbe  Crown,  wliich  haa  been 
giTen  to  the  inspeoton  as  their  guide." 

But  what  said  the  noble  Lord  at  the  head 
of  the  GovenimeDt  in  reply  to  a  deputation 
upon  this  subject  ?  He  said,  there  was  a 
large  amount  of  prejudice  in  favour  of  the 
Ten  Hours  Bill;  but  there  would  be  much 
difficult;  in  obtaining  a  change  in  the 
law.  "  Bat "  (and  to  this  passage  of  the 
noble  Lord's  reply  he  asked  hon  Oentle- 
tnen  to  attend) — 

"  there  oould  be  no  doubt  that  the  intentions  of  the 
Legislaturewhen  pasting  the  Bill  was,  that  It  should 
be  virtually  a  Ten  Hours  Bill,  and  that  the  power 
of  working  by  relay  bad  not  been  cODtemplated  by 
Parliament." 
He  thought  that  what  had  been  stated  was 
conclusive  aa  to  the  intentions  of  the  framers 
of  this  Act.  Well,  then,  as  to  the  a© 
question — had  the  law  worked  so  badly 
that  it  might  be  altered  i    Upon  this  point 


his  noble  Friend  the  Kember  for  Bath  had 
laid  before  the  House  such  a  mass  of  evi- 
deace,  and  had  put  forward  statements  of 
so  irrefutable  a  character,  that  scarcely 
anything  was  left  for  him  to  advance;  yet, 
as  he  had  understood  it  was  the  intention 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Manchester  to  dis- 
pute the  arguments  and  evidence  of  his 
noble  Friend,  he  would  say  a  few  words 
apon  the  question.  Now,  neither  upon  this 
nor  upon  any  other  matter  at  issue  in  this 
debate,  would  he  quote  the  opinions  of  men 
who  were  open  to  the  charge  of  enthusiasm 
or  sentimental  ism,  but  of  those  who  were 
thoroughly  conversant  with  the  subject, 
and  who  bad  calmly  weighed  and  consider- 
ed the  whole  bearings  of  the  question,  and 
whose  opinion  might,  at  least,  be  regarded 
as  impartial.  The  Special  Commisstooer  of 
tho  Morning  Chronicle  in  Manchester 
said— 

"  One  point,  however,  my  informants  almost 
universally  conceded,  and  what  they  stated  U 
strongly  veriSed  by  my  own  observationa,  that  it 
is  the  best  conducted,  the  most  thoughtful  and 
well-informed  workmen  in  each  mill  who  have 
been  moat  eamcat  ta  the  ten  houra  agitation,  and 
who  are  now  most  lealous  in  Ibe  support  of  the  pre- 
sent law.  The  matter  is  to  so  great  an  extent  a 
taboiinir'a  queation  that  the  feeliuga  of  the  peopio 
themaelres  ore  of  the  moat  primary  ci 


Bolton,  Aahton,  and  Oldham,  taken  opportuDides 
of  penonally  learning  the  o[Hnions  of  the  worit- 
pcople  from  their  own  Up*  and  in  their  own 
pbnueology.  I  have  tbua  examined  probably 
nearly  100  pertons.  and  the  result  is.  with  two 
exceptions,  I  was  told  by  one  and  all  that  they 
preferred  the  ten  honrs  system  to  the  twelve,  even 
if  they  only  got  ton  hours  instead  of  twelve  honn' 
wages. 

"  A.  Likes  tbe  ten  honrt  time.  Thinks  that  it 
is  better  tor  trade  than  twelve,  because  if  they'd 
been  working  twelve  hours  lost  summer,  they 
would  be  working  regular  short  time  now. 

"  B.  Hopes  the  great  people  in  Lunnon  will  not 
allow  that  relay  system  to  go  on,  (or  it's  vei? 
tyrannous  to  tbe  poor. 

•'  C.  W, 
happier  sii 

"  A.  The  Tea  Honra  BiU  was  the  greatest 
thing  that  ever  came  into  operation.  Every  wo- 
man in  the  shed  will  tell  yon  tbe  nme  •*  me. 

"  B.  Can  do  her  washing  now,  which  sbe  al- 
ways put  out  before,  and  saves  money  that  way. 
The  Ten  Hours  Bill  is  a  good  thing,  and  ihell 
alwaya  say  ao. 

"  C.  Believea  that  ten  honra'  work  a  day  ii 
enough  for  any  Christian  ;  at  least  it'aenongh  fu 
her,  and  ahe  don't  oare  who  knows  it. 

"  D.  Ia  aureit  is  a  great  bleaaing  to  a  woman  to 
get  home  to  her  children  sooner  than  aba  used. 
All  tho  women  in  lier  street  ar«  ibr  the  ten 


1247 


FadoHes 


{COMMONS} 


Bill. 


1248 


Three  hundred  and  eighty-seven  of  the 
managers  and  overlookers  of  the  mills 
of  Salford  and  its  vicinity  had  petitioned 
the  House  in  favour  of  the  law  of  1847. 
Mr.  Leonard  Horner,  in  bis  report,  bore 
testimony  to  the  improved  condition  of 
the  fifLctory  population  'since  tbis  Bill 
came  into  operation;  indeed  nothing  else 
could  be  anticipated.  The  means  of  ob- 
taining education  had  been  greatly  in- 
creased, the  period  for  recreation  enlarged, 
and  more  time  was  left  for  tbo  perfor- 
mance of  those  domestic  and  social  duties 
which  no  plan  of  legislation  ought  to  dis- 
regard. That  opinion  was  corroborated 
by  every  report  from  the  factory  inspec- 
tors, by  every  petition  presented  to  the 
House,  and  particularly  by  the  remarkable 
petition  he  had  himself  presented  from  the 
managers  and  overlookers  of  mills  in  Roch- 
dale and  Halifax.  Mr.  Saunders,  another 
factory  inspector,  also  quoted,  as  a  satis- 
factory proof  of  the  beneficial  operation  of 
that  Act,  the  increased  power  it  had  given 
to  the  working  people  in  Yorkshire  to  ob- 
tain small  plots  of  ground,  and  to  cultivate 
little  gardens  for*  their  own  use.  Then,  if 
tuch  were  the  beneficial  results  of  the  Act 
of  1847  on  the  condition  of  the  manufac- 
turing population — if  their  toil  had  been 
lightened,  their  means  of  obtaining  edu- 
cation greatly  increased — the  comforts  of 
thousands  of  homes  promoted  by  the  culti- 
vation of  the  soil,  perhaps  the  purest  and 
most  simple  of  enjoyments  permitted  to 
the  dwellers  upon  earth,  he  would  ask  whe- 
ther it  had  been  accomplished  by  any  great 
sacrifice  on  the  part  of  the  master  manu- 
facturers ?  He  asserted  boldly  and  without 
fear  of  contradiction  that  such  had  not 
been  the  case.  And  if  it  were  necessary 
to  establish  this  position,  he  could  refer  to 
almost  every  speech  that  had  been  deliver- 
ed by  hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  Manchester 
bench.  Why,  on  the  contrary,  those  Gen- 
tlemen assured  them,  day  after  day,  that 
trade  in  their  districts  had  never  been  so 
brisk  nor  the  mills  so  busy,  never  was  ma- 
nufacturing prosperity  placed  upon  so  sure 
a  basis.  And  yet  they  now  came  forward 
to  say  that,  if  this  small  boon  were  con- 
ceded to  their  overworked  labourers,  the 
masters  would  be  all  sacrificed  at  the 
shrine  of  humanity — that  if  this  slight 
privilege  were  granted,  the  manufacturing 
prosperity  of  England  was  gone  for  ever. 
He  believed  the  working  people  of  Eng- 
land had  had  sufficient  experience  of  these 
ffentlemen  to  treat  their  vaticinations  upon 
tais  and  other  such  questiona  with  the  ut- 
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most  indifference.  The  time  had  long  since 
gone  by  when  their  prophecies  were  re- 
spected, and,  of  all  men,  the  factory  popu- 
lation had  the  least  reason  to  value  them. 
Those  poor  people  had  been  accustomed 
for  thirty  years  to  their  predictions  and  to 
their  professions.  They  now  declared  they 
were  prosperous,  and  that  the  condition  of 
the  manufacturiog  districts  was  most  en- 
viable— 

"  Sed  medio  de  fonte  leporum 
Surgit    amari  aliquid  quod   in  ipsis  floribus 
angat." 

The  manufacturers  must  not  be  interfered 
with.  Let  them  do  as  they  pleased  with 
their  operatives,  and  then  all  would  be 
right.  But  no  sooner  did  Parliament  step 
in  on  behalf  of  women  and  helpless  chil- 
dren, than  those  Cassandras  of  Staley- 
bridge  gave  utterance  to  the  most  woful 
predictions — no  sooner  did  an  hon.  Mem- 
ber in  that  House  ask  for  a  little  less  toil 
for  the  child,  than  the  manufacturers  who 
had  before  been  so  loud  in  their  denuncia- 
tions of  protection,  declared  they  must  be 
protected  against  this  interference  ;  and 
that,  unless  the  additional  half  hour's  la- 
bour was  left  with  them,  there  was  an  end 
to  their  successful  competition  with  foreign 
nations.  Hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  might 
speak  of  American  competition,  but  let 
the  House  consider  what  that  American 
competition  was  ?  It  was  either  a  bugbear 
or  a  sad  and  stem  reality :  if  it  were  the 
former,  let  the  House  disregard  it :  if  the 
latter,  could  any  Gentleman  think  that 
this  solitary  half  hour  would  enable  the 
master  manufacturers  successfully  to  resist 
it  ?  He  dismissed,  then,  the  assumption 
that  the  Act  of  1847  had  worked  ill,  and 
would  assert  that  its  efi^ect  had  been  bene- 
ficial to  the  working  people,  and  not  de- 
trimental to  the  masters.  If  indeed  any 
doubt  were  entertained  on  the  subject,  he 
would  refer  to  a  petition  in  favour  of  the 
Ten  Hours  Bill  which  had  been  presented 
to  that  House,  and  which  was  signed  by  a 
number  of  the  master  manufacturers  in 
Lancashire  employing  a  great  number  of 
workmen.  He  would  read  the  petition  to 
the  House  : — 

"  TO  THE  HOXOURABLB  THB  COlOfONS  OF  THS 
UNITED  KIXODOM  OP  OBBAT  BRITAIN  AND  IRE- 
LAND   IN    PABLIAMSNT   ASSEMBLED, 

'*  Tho  bumblo  petition   of  tho  undertigned 
masters,  employers  of  children,  young  per- 
sons, and  women  in  factories,  and  the  neigh- 
bonrhood, 
"  Showeth-^That  your  petitioners  haye   been 

subjected  to  the  proTisions  of  the  Acts  for  regu- 

UUng  labour  in  Ikctories. 
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"  Thftfc  your  petitioDen  hare  a  deep  interest  in 
the  morals  and  worldly  welfiure  of  those  who  work 
for  them,  as  well  as  an  interest  in  the  prosperity 
of  their  own  trade,  and  that,  having  observed  the 
operation  of  the  Ten  Hours  Act,  both  as  regards 
their  working  hands  and  as  regards  its  effects  on 
trade,  your  petitioners  are  convinced  that  its  ad- 
Tooates  did  not  over-estimate  its  value  when  they 
promoted  it  in  Parliament. 

"  That,  as  regards  the  working  people,  it  has 
produced  the  good  that  was  expected  from  it — 
more  attention  to  their  work,  more  healthful  ap- 
pearance, more  cheerfulness  and  contentment, 
mothers  more  happy  and  industrious  in  their 
homes,  fathers  more  frugal  and  more  given  to  ra- 
tional occupations,  sons  and  daughters  passing 
their  time  of  leisure  in  assemblies  for  mutual  im- 
provement, and  in  the  enjoyment  of  ratiomil  and 
invigorating  exercises  and  games. 

"  That  the  '  shift'  and  '  relay'  system  which  the 
Judges  in  the  Court  of  Exchequer  have  declared 
to  be  legal,  but  which  has  never  been  adopted  in 
Ydrkshire,  is  destructive  of  all  the  advantages 
above  enumerated,  and  that,  under  such  a  system, 
an  efficient  inspection  (which  seems  to  be  unavoid- 
able in  order  to  make  all  conform  to  the  law)  is 
impossible,  as  is  well  known  to  all  persons  of  prac- 
tical experience. 

'*  That  such  a  state  of  things  is  most  injurious 
and  unjust  to  those  masters  who  fiuthfully  obey 
the  law,  inasmuch  as  it  is  material  to  them  that 
all  masters  should  be  placed  upon  the  same  foot- 
ing, and  that  those  who  conform  to  the  Acts  which 
the  Legislature  deems  it  advisable  to  pass,  should 
not  be  left  to  suffer  by  the  violation  of  those  Acts 
by  the  less  scrupulous  of  their  order. 

'*  Tour  petitioners  therefore  pray  your  honour- 
able House  to  take  the  most  speedy  and  efficient 
means  to  put  an  end  to  the  system  of  working  in 
fiictories  by  '  shifts'  and  '  relays,'  and  thus  make 
all  masters  equally  amenable  to  the  law. 

"  And  your  petitioners  will  ever  pray." 

And  amongst  the  signatures  were  the  fol- 
lowing millowners,  employing  a  very  large 
number  of  hands : — Todmorden  ;  Fielden 
Brothers  and  17  others,  employiugr2,000 
hands.  Bolton  (45  signatures) :  Ilobert 
Knowles,  employing  411  hands;  Kobert 
Burton  and  Sons,  Thomas  Taylor,  John- 
son and  Reeves,  John  Gray,  employ- 
ing 405  hands.  Rochdale  (45  signa- 
tures) :  Henry  Eenwall,  William  Ghad- 
wick,  Joshua  and  James  Radcliffe,  Thomas 
Ash  worth,  and  others,  James  King,  jun., 
employing  2,100  hands.  Preston  :  John 
Cooper,  Hinxman,  Fronico,  and  Co., 
Richard  Riley,  William  Ains worth.  Hey- 
WQod:  John  Wild,  Hilton  Kay,  and  23 
others,  employing  upwards  of  10,000 
hands.  Manchester  (21  signatures) : 
Blackburn :  William  H.  Hornby  and  Co., 
Pilkington  Brothers  and  Co.,  Sir  William 
Feilden,  Son,  and  Co.,  Robert  Hopwood 
and  Son,  William  Eccles  and  Co.,  em- 
ploying 7,090  hands.  Bury :  John  Robin- 
son Kay,  Richard  Ashton,  Thomas  Carlow 
and  Sons,  James  Openshaw  and  Brother, 
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Richard  Hamer,  employing  4,200  hands. 
Oldham:  Joshua  MUne,  William  Taylor, 
John  Cooper  and  Brothers,  Joseph  Baxter, 
D.  Dronsfield  and  Co.,  Jonathan  Mellor. 
Burnley:  9  signatures.  Stockport:  10 
signatures.  He  now  came  to  the  third 
point,  namely,  what  advantages  the  pre- 
sent Bill  offered.  In  the  opinion  of  a  great 
body  of  the  master  manufacturers,  their 
interests  were  not  sacrificed  in  continuing 
the  boon  which  every  one  admitted  had 
been  conferred  on  the  working  people.  As 
to  any  advantage  that  this  Bill  would  con- 
fer on  the  working  people,  let  him  ask, 
what  was  the  advantage  in  taking  from 
them  two  hours  a  week  ?  What  was  the 
compensation  which  dignified  this  measure 
by  the  name  of  a  compromise  ?  It  was 
said  that  the  object  of  it  was  to  prohibit 
women  and  young  persons  from  working 
after  six  o'clock  in  the  evening;  but  ho 
would  appeal  to  any  man  practically  con- 
versant with  the  manufacturing  districts 
whether,  after  the  decision  in  the  Court  of 
Exchequer,  in  99  cases  out  of  100,  wo- 
men and  young  persons  did  not  leave  off 
their  work  at  half-past  five,  and  not  six  ? 
In  those  cases,  therefore,  the  boon  now 
proposed  was  not  a  boon,  but  was  an  ad- 
dition of  half  an  hour's  work.  It  was  true 
that  when  the  Government  proposal  was 
first  made,  sedulous  attempts  were  made 
to  induce  the  working  people  to  believe 
that  the  effect  of  this  Bill  would  be  to 
make  them  leave  the  mills  at  six  o'clock, 
and  prevent  adults  working  after  that 
hour.  But  now  his  noble  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Bath  had  learnt,  he  doubted  not 
with  regret  and  indignation,  that  neither 
was  such  the  effect  of  the  Bill  nor  the  in- 
tention of  Ministers,  and  he  thought  his 
noble  Friend  had  some  reason  to  complain 
of  a  want  of  ingenuousness  on  the  part 
of  Ministers,  who  permitted  his  noble 
Friend,  and  their  advocates  in  the  papers, 
and  their  daily  organ,  the  Tifnes  news- 
paper, to  promise  the  working  people  that 
such  would  be  the  result  of  the  measure, 
that  the  moment  the  clock  struck  six  every 
mill  would  necessarily  be  closed;  and  now, 
after  two  divisions,  it  turned  out  that  the 
Government  never  did  intend  that  such 
should  be  the  result  of  their  measure. 
They  had  it,  therefore,  established  now 
that  under  this  Bill  mills  might  be  worked 
by  adult  males  and  young  children  until 
half-past  eight  o*clock,  and  so  the  sole 
boon  conferred  on  the  working  people  was, 
that  in  99  coses  out  of  100,  women  and 
young  persons  would  be  compelled  to  work 
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half  an  hour  longer  than  at  the  present 
moment.  But,  it  might  he  said,  why  make 
such  a  strife  for  so  small  an  ohjeet  as  half 
au  hour  ?     He  should  have  thought  that 
half  an  hour  taken  from  the  working  peo- 
ple against  their  wishes,  against  their  ad- 
mitted rights,  against  the  intention,  would 
not  hare  heen  regarded  as  a  light  or  trivial 
matter.     He  knew  with  what  feelings  the 
working  people,  and  the  clergy,  and  gentry 
in  these  districts  regarded  this  proposition 
of  the  Government.     Let  him  refer  to  the 
statement  of  the  committee  of  managers, 
overlookers,   carders,  spinners,  and  other 
branches  of  factory  work  in  Bolton  on  this 
point.     The  committee  said,  that  during 
this  half  hour,  if  taken  from  the  working 
people,  they  would  learn  this  lesson — they 
Would  regard  this  matter  as  a  violation  of 
their  Magna  Charta,  and  would  look  upon 
the  Legislature  as  the  invaders  of  their 
ceded  rights,  and  the  defrauders  of  the 
working  classes.     It  was  not  the  way  to 
form  loyal  and  loving  subjects.  It  would  be 
deeply  injurious  to  the  cause  of  order  and 
good  government  if  the  manufacturing  por- 
tion of  the  community  had  just  cause  to 
accuse  the  Legislature  of  depriving  them 
of  their  just  rights.      By  this  act  of  Her 
Majesty's  Ministers,  10,000  of  Her  sub- 
jects would,  during  half  an  hour  every 
day,  be  learning  the  dangerous  lesson  of 
discontent.     He  was  not  surprised  that  the 
working  men  were  indignant  at  this  in- 
Tasion  of  the  just  rights  of  their  wives  and 
children.     The  clergy  of  Preston  had  met 
to  consider  this  subject,  and  the  result  of 
their  deliberations  was  a  respectful  memo- 
rial addressed  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Home  Secretary,  which  he  would  now 
read  to  the  House : — 

**  In  this  town,  and  we  believe  generally  in 
Lancashire,  the  present  hours  of  factory  labour 
are  from  6  a.m.  to  5|  p.m.,  allowing  one  and  a 
half  hours  for  meals,  and  we  are  conrinced  that, 
in  order  to  carry  out  fully  the  principle  which 
led  to  the  Ten  Hours  Bill,  it  is  essential  that  the 
hour  of  half-past  five  shall  remain  unchanged  for 
the  cessation  of  work.  In  Preston,  evening 
schools  have  now  been  established ;  the  young 
factory  hands  attend  them  with  much  readiness 
and  interest ;  they  are  open  from  7  to  9  o'clock  ; 
the  scholars  generally  cannot  get  home  from  the 
mills,  take  their  supper,  wash  and  clean  them- 
selves, and  reach  the  schoolrooms  in  less  than 
one  and  a  half  hours  ;  and  if  the  school  hours  are 
to  be  curtailed,  the  routine  of  instruction  will  be  so 
interrupted  as  to  be  productive  of  serious  injury." 

This  memorial  was  signed  by  the  vicar 
and  six  other  clergymen.     He  would  next 
read  them  the  opinion  of   tho    vicar   of 
Leeda  on  this  question : — 


"  The  loss  of  the  half  hour  in  the  evening  of 
every  day  is  a  serious  evil.  It  cuts  off  just  thai 
much  time  which  might  otherwise  be  devoted  to 
moral,  intellectual,  and  religious  improvement. 
Returning  home,  washing  and  dressing  themselves, 
and  getting  their  tea,  will  take  little  short  of  one 
hour  and  a  quarter.  The  young  people  can  hardly 
be  at  school  before  half-past  seven.  They  ought 
not  to  be  there  later  than  nine  ;  thus  they  will 
have  half  an  hour's  less  teaching  than  therd  Would 
be  if  they  left  the  factories  at  half-past  five." 

Instead,  therefore,  of  the  addition  of  this 
half  hour  being  attended  with  practical  re« 
suits  so  imimportant  as  hon.  Gentlemen 
would  lead  them  to  believe,  it  would  havd 
a  most  important  practical  effect  on  thd 
education  of  the  rising  portion  of  the  ma- 
nufacturing community.      He  would  ask 
those  who  were  engaged  in  passing  this 
Bill,  how  they  could  reconcile  it  with  the 
discharge  of  the  important  duty  they  had 
undertaken,  to  take  away  the  time  set  apart 
for  the  moral  and  intellectual  improvement 
of  a  great  portion  of  their  fellow-creatures  ? 
But  he  would  be  told  he  did  not  take  itito 
consideration  the  great  boon  of  half  an 
hour  offered   by  the  Government  on  the 
Saturday.     He  had  considered  it,  and,  so 
far  from  regarding  it  as  a  boon,  he  thought 
it  was  productive  of  no  insignificant  evil^ 
and  when  the  House  bore  in  mind  that  the 
factory  people  on  Saturday  worked  four 
hours  and  a  half  continuously  and  then 
went  to  dinner,  and  afterwards  returned  to 
the  mills  to  perform  that  part  of  their 
tasks  which  was  admitted  on  aU  hands  to 
be  the  most  severe,  the  hardest,  and  most 
exacting  of  all  their  toil,  and  reflected  that 
under  the  Government  measure  they  would 
have  to  work  five  hours  continuously  on 
Saturday,  and  then,  unrefreshed  and  with- 
out having  their  dinner,  would  go  to  the 
most  severe  of  their  working  hours  of  la- 
bour, he  thought  the  House  would  agree 
with  him,  that  so  far  from  this  half  hour 
being  a  light  or  trivial  matter,  it  was  A 
most  serious  and  crying  evil.    No  English- 
man liked  to  work  upon  an  empty  stomach, 
and  yet  it  was  now  proposed  that  these 
people  should  work  longer  on  Saturday, 
when  their  labour  was  most  severe,  with- 
out their  meal.     It  was  indeed  a  compro- 
mise of  nothing,  unless  it  were  of  the 
rights  of  the  people  and   the  honour  of 
Parliament.    Were  he  a  political  supporter 
of  the  Government,  he  should  regret  the 
course  they  had  taken,  even  on  partisan 
and  poHtical  grounds;  but  as  an  opponent 
of  their  political  policy,  he  did  regret  it 
on  national  considerations.     He  thought  it 
was  not  well  that  any  portion  of  the  work- 
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ing  people  of  this  country  sbotild  be  taught 
hj  the  sworn  maintainers  of  the  law  and 
order  that  wealth  was  more  powerful  than 
justice,  and  that  agitation,  more  formidable 
than  the  secret  pressure  of  associated  mill* 
Owners,  was  required  to  procure  from  the 
Exeoutire  Government  the  sanction  of  Par- 
liament to  the  admitted  rights  of  the  peo- 
ple.    The  Act  which  it  was  now  proposed 
Tirtuallj  to  repeal,  was    granted  to  the 
people  with  the  deliberate  consent  of  all 
branches  of  the  Legislature,  and  was  rati- 
fied in  a  peculiarly  solemn  manner  by  the 
special  approbation  of  that  Gracious  Lady 
who  reigns  over  us.     Was  it  well  that  the 
GoTemment  should  invite  the  House  to 
come  to  a  rote  that  shoidd  compel  Her 
Majesty  to  return  into  the  hands  of  the 
working  people  that  testimonial  which  She 
had  been  so  graciously  pleased  to  accept 
from  them  ?     Upon  the  reyerse  of  that 
medal  purchased  by  the  pence  of  Her 
toUing  subjects,  and  cherished  as  he  knew 
by  Her  Majesty  as  one  of  the  not  least 
glorious  of  the  many  trophies  attached  to 
the  Imperial  Crown  She  wore,  were  in- 
scribed the  words  "  The  Ten  Hours  Bill." 
Was  it  well  that  the  Ministers,  the  confi- 
dential advisers  of  that  Sovereign,  should 
ask  the  House  now  to  come  to  a  vote 
which  should  render  that  precious  medal 
a  most  meaningless  coin,  or,  if  it  meant 
anjrthing,  that  it  should  be  a  memorial  of 
the  inconstancy    of   Parliament,   of   the 
levity  or  fickleness  of  the  Government,  or 
of  the  folly  of  the  people  that  would  con- 
fide in  either  ?     Let  not  the  House  come 
to  a  decision  on  this  question  with  their 
eyes  closed.      Let  not  Members  fiatter 
themselves  that,  by  rejecting  the  Amend- 
ment, they  would  settle  the  question  and 
put  an  end  to  agitation.     Did  those  who 
had  a  dread  of  professional  agitators  and 
demagogues,  and  wished  to  remove  all  the 
materials  of  seditious  agitation,  imagine 
that   they  would  attain  their  object  by 
adding  two  hours  to  the  toil  of  a  great 
body  of  the  working  classes  ?     Was  there 
a  Socialist  or  Chartist,  dissatisfied  with 
the  institutions  and  form  of  government 
established  in  this  country,  who  would  not 
J)oint  exultingly  to  Parliamentary  fickle- 
ness, levity,  subservience  to  wealth,  and 
indifference  to  the  claims  and  riglits  of  the 
poor  ?     They  would  point  to  the  vote  of 
the  House  and  say — 

"  Hoc  Ithaous  vclit,  et  magno  mercentur  Atridss/' 
Depend  on  it,  that  by  adopting  the  course 
recommended  by  the  Government,  the 
House  would  place  arms  in  the  hands  of 


those  men,  and  arguments  in  their  mouthst 
and  this  would  be  the  result  of  what  was 
Jesuitically  recommended  as  a  settlement 
of  the  question  !      Most  earnestly  did  he 
deprecate  that  result,    and    invited    the 
House  to  avert  the  threatening  mischief. 
If  further  evidence  were  necessary  to  jus- 
tify the  course  which  he  recommended,  it 
might  be  found  in  a  declaration  which  the 
hon.  Members  for  Manchester  made,  after 
the  Ten  Hours  Act  passed,  to  a  deputation 
of  millowners  who  waited  on  them  for  the 
purpose  of  ascertaining  whether  there  wat 
any  chance  of  obtaining  a  12,  11,  or  even 
a  lOi  hours  Bill.     Upon  that  occasion  the 
hon.   Members  for   Manchester  declared 
that  so  strong  was  the  feeling  of  the  House 
of  Commons,  that  it  was  pledged  to  the 
Ten  Hours  Bill,  that  it  was  impossible  for 
them  to  hold  out  the  smallest  expectation 
that  any  one  of  these  propositions  would 
be  adopted.      He  hoped  that  the  hon« 
Members  for  Manchester  would  prove  eor< 
rect  exponents  of  the  feeling  of  the  Housei 
At  any  rate  he  invited  the  House  to  re- 
deem the  pledge  which  they  had  giveiii 
and  to  prove  to  the  working  people  of  this 
country  that  they  attached  more  value  to 
the  declared  intentions  of  an  Act  of  Par* 
liament,  to  the  claims  and  rights  of  the 
working  people,  and  to  the  beneficial  work- 
ing of  the  Act  which  Her  Majesty  had 
sanctioned,  than  they  did  to  the  back-* 
stairs  infiuence  and  coffeehouse  combina- 
tions  of  any  set  of  associated  millowners.  He 
appealed  to  the  ancient  spirit  of  English 
honour  in  vindication  of  the  rights — the 
admitted  rights — of  English  labour;    he 
appealed  to  the  House  to  show  that  they 
were  not  only  in  name,  but  in  very  deed 
and  reality,  the  representatives  of  the  Com- 
mons of  England. 

Amendment  proposed,  page  2,  line  14, 
to  leave  out  the  words  **  after  six,"  and  td 
insert  the  words  ''after  half-past  fiye»*' 
instead  thereof. 

Mr.  HORNBY,  in  seconding  thd 
Amendment,  said,  that  if  anything  could 
tend  to  reconcile  him  to  the  loss  caused  by 
the  desertion  by  the  noble  Lord  the  Mem- 
ber for  Bath  of  this  Bill,  it  was  the  fact 
that  they  had  found  so  able  a  successor  in 
the  noble  Lord  who  had  just  addressed  the 
House.  For  his  part,  he  could  never  un- 
derstand what  was  the  great  difficulty  in 
amending  the  Act  of  1847.  The  Govern- 
ment had  proposed  to  amend  it  by  limiting^ 
the  hours  for  labour  from  six  in  the  mor- 
ning till  six  in  the  evening;  but  he  could 
not  see  why  the  remedy  could  not  hava 
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been  as  easily  provided  bj  limiting  tbo  upon  tbe  promises  prerionslj  made,  the  ope- 
hours  from  six  in  the  morning  till  half-past  ratives  could  have  no  confidence  in  the  mas- 
fiye.  as  now  proposed  by  the  noble  Lord,  ters  unless  they  were  protected  by  the 
He  had  not  heard  a  single  argument  ad-  strict  letter  of  the  law.  The  hon.  Mem- 
Tanced  in  the  course  of  the  various  de-  her  for  Manchester  had  charged  the  advo- 
bates  on  this  subject  to  show  that  there  cates  of  a  restriction  of  the  hours  of  labour 
was  the  slightest  ground  for  insisting  with  ignorant  sentimentalism.  Every  body , 
upon  this  additional  half-hour  being  taken  however,  knew  that  the  unfortunate  chil- 
from  the  workpeople.  With  regard  to  dren  employed  under  the  relay  system 
the  advantages  which  had  been  predict-  were  obliged  to  be  at  the  mill,  in  the  most 
ed  from  the  operation  of  the  Ten  Hours  inclement  weather,  at  half-past  five  to  a 
Bill,  he  asked  whether  they  had  not  been  minute,  and  then  were  told  that  they 
realised  to  the  full  extent  ?  They  had  were  not  wanted  for  two  or  three  hours,  and 
the  testimony  both  of  inspectors  and  medi-  in  the  mean  time  might  dispose  of  them- 
cal  men,  that  the  limitation  of  the  hours  of  selves  as  they  liked.  He  was  sure  that 
labour  had  distributed  labour  more  equally,  the  hon.  Member  would  not  be  accused  of 
had  increased  social  comfort,  and  had  led  sentimentalism  if  he  defended  this  odious 
to  more  moral  and  orderly  conduct  among  system.  He  did  not  know  why  Her  Ma- 
tbe  population.  A  working  man  with  ten  jesty's  Government  opposed  this  Amend- 
children,  who  went  with  a  deputation  to  ment.  In  1844,  during  a  critical  state  of 
the  noble  Lord  opposite,  told  him  that  a  parties,  and  when  the  Members  of  the  pre- 
certain  number  of  his  children  worked  sent  Government  sat  on  the  Opposition 
under  the  relay  system,  while  others  work-  benches,  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Tam- 
ed for  masters  who  adhered  to  the  law.  worth  being  Premier,  the  present  First 
Those  who  worked  under  the  system  of  Lord  of  the  Treasury  said — 
shifts  were  dreadfully  harassed,  and  had  «  He  was  much  struck  with  the  statement  of 
no  time  to  attend  school,  while  the  the  hon.  Member  for  Leeds,  that,  out  of  seventy 
others  were  enabled  to  improve  their  edu-  owners  of  mills,  forty  were  ready  to  adopt  ten 
cation,  and  to  mend  and  make  their  own  J?'*"'  ^"^  ^^  "«°«^  *  petition  to  that  effect. 
^i^4.i«:«»  -wju-  ♦!»««  »«.  4\>^  TT/^.,.^  Now,  when  they  were  told  of  the  alarm  which  ex- 
clothing.    .  Why,    then,    was    the  House  -.^^  (^^d  ho  believed  alarm  did  exist)  at  their  le- 

asked,  on  account  of  the  obstmacy — for  it  gislation  on  that  subject,  was  it  not  something  to 

was    nothing  better — of   a  small    section  be  urged  in  support  of  the  principle,  that  prac- 

of  the  manufacturers,    to  repeal   an  Act  *i<^l  "*®"»  ^^^*  i'  might  be  thought,  ought  natu- 

conceming  which  not  a  single  prediction  "^^^  *?,^*''J  °?P^~^  '\  T' u*^^  *?  adopt  tbo 

*     J       X  1.  J   V  r  mn  ao     tt  proposition  ?    It  was  a  difficult  thing  to  interfere 

of  advantage  had  been  unfulfilled?     He  with  toil,  but  the  time  was  come  when  he  thought 

asserted  that  very  few  millowners  had  vio-  they  ought  to  do  so.    And  if  he  were  called  upon 

lated  the  Act;  and  he  believed  that  the  in-  to  point  out  another  measure  of  relief,  it  would  be 

dignation  of    those    who   were   employed  i^**  which  would  allow  of  a  greater  supply  of 

would  very  soon  have  compelled  those  who  ^7f  L       !f  •''""^  ^^  ^^•''^^^  boon  of  diminish- 

wuuiu  Toij  ouvu   t»Tc  vviupci  c^»  v  V  ed  labour  and  increased  enjoyment  of  the  neoessar- 

evaded  it  to  comply  with  its  provisions,  riesoflifo." 

The  people  were  told,  when  the  repeal  of  o„  the  same  occasion  the  right  hon.  Baro- 

the  com  laws  was  m  agitation,  that  if  the  ^^^  ^y^^        ^^^^  Secretary  for  the  Home 

com  laws  were  repealed,  they  should  have  Department  said- 
twelve  hours*  wages  for  ten  hours'  work. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Manchester,  follow-       **  They  should  look  to  the  reasonable  wishes  of 

ing  the  hon.  Member  for  the  West  Riding,  ^trCSf  tr^^^^^^ 

had  said  so  on  more  occasions  than  one,  to  take  a  just  view  of  the  question  ;  that  they  had 

observing  also  that,  ifthe  com  laws  were  re-  admitted  to  him  that  they  had  expected  a  re- 

pealed,  the  masters  and  men  would  come  duction  of  wages,  and  that  the  evidence  pre- 

to  a  satisfactory .  arrangement  with  regard  Po«»deratod  in  fevour  of  ten  hours." 

to  the  hours  of  labour.     How  did  the  hon.  If  the  evidence  then  (in  1844)  preponde- 

Member  reconcile  that  with  the  statement  rated  in  favour  of  ten  hours,  why  are  we 

which  he  made  in  this  House  not  long  ago,  now  te  depart  from  the  principle  of  strong, 

that  the   master  manufacturers  were  so  and  it  may  bo  just,  fears,  even  in  the  first 

much  annoyed  at  these  restrictions,  that ;  instance  entertained  as  to  making  the  expe- 

they  would  not  consult  the  convenience  of  riment;  hut  the  right  hon.  Baronet  even 

those  whom  they  employed  ?      The  corn  then  considered  those  fears  to  be  ground - 

laws  were  now  repealed;  sugar  and  other  :  less.     The  experiment  has  now  been  fully 

necessaries  of  life  were  much  cheaper,  and,  !  made — the  anticipations  of  the  opponents 

After  such  a  declaration  aa  that,  following  I  of  the  experiment  have  not  been  realised, 


1257 


Factories 


{June  14} 


Bill. 


1258 


and  yet  tlio  right  hon.  Baronet  now^  unites 
with  those  opponents  in  reversing  a  policy 
which  upon  trial  has  proved  sound,  and 
in  every  way  unohjectionahle.  The 
House  would  recollect  the  struggles  of 
1844;  and  he  took  out  of  the  division  list 
the  other  day  the  names  of  ten  Gentlemen 
who  supported  the  nohle  Lord,  leaving  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  the  Memher  for  Tam- 
worth  in  a  minority  of  eight.  There  was 
the  hon.  Memher  for  Rochester,  the  hon. 
Member  for  Hertford,  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  Greenwich,  the  hon.  Member 
for  Plymouth,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment, the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Under 
Secretary  for  the  Colonies,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Lichfield,  the  noble  Lord  the  Sec- 
retary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  the 
noble  Lord  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury, 
and  the  hon.  Member  for  Devonport.  If, 
then,  the  House  was  called  upon  to  revoke 
and  alter  the  policy  of  1847,  the  reasons 
for  the  change  ought  to  be  stated.  If  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  and  the  noble  Lord 
wished  to  avoid  the  imputation  of  having,  in 
1844,  acted  on  factious  and  party  motives, 
they  were  bound  to  declare  why  they  now 
came  forward  to  oppose  this  Amendment. 
He  called  upon  the  House,  if  they  regarded 
their  character  for  honour  and  good  faith, 
to  refuse  to  allow  the  noble  Lord,  at  the 
bidding  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Manchester, 
to  deprive  the  operatives  of  what  was 
their  just  and  most  indisputable  posses- 
sion. 

Sir  G.  grey  hoped  the  House  would 
not  adopt  the  Amendment  proposed  by  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Colchester.  In 
the  hope  expressed  by  the  noble  Lord, 
that  the  House  would  not  decide  the  ques- 
tion in  ignorance  of  facts,  and  with  its 
eyes  closed  against  them,  he  entirely  con- 
curred. If  any  Member  had  come  into 
the  House  uninformed  upon  the  question, 
and  heard  only  the  speeches  of  the  noble 
Lord  and  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  had  just 
spoken,  they  would  be  wholly  ignorant  of 
the  real  merits  of  the  case.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Blackburn,  who  last  addressed 
the  House,  taunted  him  and  his  colleagues 
with  giving  a  vote  in  1844,  when  sitting 
on  the  other  side  of  the  House,  which  they 
were  now  prepared  to  nullify  in  deference 
to  the  secret  advice  of  tho  hon.  Member 
for  Manchester.  The  hon.  Member  ought, 
however,  in  candour,  to  have  mentioned 
that  tho  Members  of  the  Government,  to 
whom  he  referred,  when  holding  their  pre- 
sent offices,  TOted  in  1847  in  conformity 


with  the  vote  which  they  gave  in  1844. 
That  fact,  in  itself,  was  a  sufficient  an- 
swer   to    the    contrast    which   the   hon. 
Member  sought  to  establish  between  the 
vote  of  1844  and  the   course  which  the 
Government  was  at  present  taking;  but 
he  would  go  further  than  that,  and  show 
that  what  the  Government  now  proposed 
was   quite   consistent  with   tho   spirit  of 
the  Act  of  1847,  and  the  attainment  of 
the  objects  sought  to  be  secured  by  that 
Act.     It  was  his  firm  conviction  that  the 
object  of  the  Act  of  1847  would  be  better 
secured  than  it  yet  had  been  by  the  adop- 
tion of  the  Bill  before  the  House,  whilst* 
at  the  same  time,  the  attainment  of  that 
object  would  have  the  concurrence  and 
assent  of  the  great  body  of  millowners — 
an    advantage    which    he    had    always 
desired  to  obtain  in   the    settlement   of 
this  question.     It  must  not,  however,  be 
supposed  that  the  supporters  of  the  Bill 
were  acting  only  on  information  received 
from  the  millowners,  which  was  the  im- 
pression the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Colchester  and  the  hon.  Member  for  Black- 
bum  sought  to  convey.     On  the  contrary, 
the  Government  had  derived  informatioa 
from  various  trustworthy  quarters,  and  the 
result  was  a  conviction  that  the  benefits 
which  the  honest  advocates  of  the  Act  of 
1847  sought  to  obtain  for  the  working 
classes  would  be  secured  by  this  Bill,  and 
that  when  passed  into  a  law  the  measure 
would  prove   satisfactory  to   the    opera- 
tives themselves.     The  noble  Lord  and 
the  hon.  Member  insinuated  that  Ministers 
were  acting  as  more  machines  for  carrying 
into  effect  the  will  of  a  Secret  Committee 
of  millowners;  but  the  fact  was,  that  the 
Government  had  received  deputations  from 
the  operatives,  had  listened  to  their  opin- 
ions,   and    had   been    in    communication 
with   them  as  much  as  with  any  other 
parties.     The  noble  Lord  had  needlessly 
spent    twenty  minutes   in   showing  that 
when    a    clerical    error    crept    into    aa 
Act  of  Parliament   it  was  the   duty  of 
the  Legislature  to  pass  another  Act  to 
correct  it,  and  to  give  effect  to  the  inten- 
tion of  the  original  enactment.     No  doubt 
existed  upon  that  point ;  but  there  was  no 
clerical  error  in  tho  present  case.     Tho 
operatives  themselves  did  not  treat  the 
matter  as  being  a  clerical  error,  but  begged 
the  Government  to  abstain  from  all  legis- 
lation on  the  subjoct  until  a  court  of  law 
should  decide  on  the  construction  of  tho 
Act.     Every  facility  was  given  by  him  for 
obtaining  a  judicial  decision  on  the  point, 
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and  when  it  was  obtained  it  proved  to 
be  adverse  to  tbe  construction  which  the 
operatives  wished  to  put  upon  the  Act. 
Then,  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Bath,  feeling  that  it  was  the  intention  of 
the  Legislature  not  to  permit  working  by 
shifts  and  relays,  asked  for  leave  to  intro- 
duce a  Bill  to  give  effect  to  the  intention 
of  Parliament  on  that  point.  To  that  pro- 
position he  (Sir  G.  Grey)  offered  no  ob- 
struction, although  he  told  the  noble  Mem- 
ber for  Bath  that  he  would  not  find  it  as 
easy  to  effect  the  object  he  had  in  view  as 
he  imagined,  because  it  was  not  a  clerical 
error  with  which  he  had  to  deal.  The 
Government  offered  no  opposition  to  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill;  but,  after  it 
had  been  committed,  the  noble  Lord  dis- 
covered that  it  would  not  effect  the  object 
which  he  had  in  view.  The  Bill  was  re- 
eommitted,  and  a  fresh  clause  introduced; 
but  it  was  not  long  before  the  noble  Lord 
found  that  this,  too,  would  be  inoperative 
for  the  attainment  of  his  object.  In  that 
Tiew  of  the  subject  he  (Sir  G.  Grey)  en- 
tirely Concurred,  for  the  factory  inspectors 
liSBured  him  that  it  would  be  as  easy  to 
evade  the  proposed  enactments  as  the  pro- 
Tisions  of  the  existing  law.  It  was  under 
these  circumstances,  and  not  until  the  no- 
ble Member  for  Bath  had  avowedly  failed 
in  framing  an  enactment  to  effect  the  ob- 
ject he  had  in  view,  that  he  (Sir  G.  Grey) 
came  forward  with  his  proposition.  It 
was  painful  to  hear  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  Bath  traduced  for  his  conduct 
in  reference  to  this  question.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Blackburn,  and  also,  ho  was 
sorry  to  say,  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  Colchester,  had  spoken  of  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Bath  as  being  a 
deserter  from  the  cause  of  which  he  had 
been,  in  times  past,  the  faithful  and,  some 
thought — though  he  (Sir  G.  Grey)  was 
not  one  of  them — the  too  zealous  advocate. 
The  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Bath  see- 
ing that  the  course  proposed  on  the  part  of 
tbe  Government  was  an  honest  course,  ac- 
cording to  his  view,  said  he  would  offer  no 
opposition  to  the  proposition  they  had  placed 
on  the  table  of  the  House.  Among  the  sup- 
porters of  the  Motion  of  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  Colchester  the  name  of 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Bath  would 
not  be  recorded.  Any  man  of  common 
sense  might  see  that  it  was  easy  to  sub- 
stitute half-past  five  for  six  o  clock,  and 
eubtract  half  an  hour  from  the  working 
time;  but  if  they  did  that  they  would 
/isie  Qi^lf  A  one-sided  view  qf  the  case; 


they  might  adhere  to  the  letter  of  the 
Act  of  1847,  but  they  would  disregard 
the  undisputed  intention  of  their  legis- 
lation, namely,  that  tho  millowner  should 
have  a  range  of  fifteen  hours — a  range 
productive  of  great  convenience  to  him. 
Feeling  that  in  the  proposal  now  before 
the  House,  benefits  would  bo  secured  to 
the  millowner  on  the  one  hand,  and 
that  benefits  were  secured  to  tho  working 
classes  on  tlie  other  hand,  which  were 
not  secured  by  the  existing  Acts,  the  Go- 
vernment did  feel  that  they  were  acting 
entirely  in  the  spirit  of  the  Act  of  1847  in 
submitting  this  proposition  to  Parliament, 
and  in  asking  the  House  of  Commons  to 
accede  to  it.  What  was  the  state  of  the 
case  ?  There  was  a  range  from  half-past 
five  in  the  morning  to  half-past  eight  o'clock 
at  night  under  the  existing  law,  within 
which  women  and  young  persons  might 
be  employed.  Under  that  law  the  relay 
system  was  acted  upon — a  system  which 
was  convenient  for  the  millowner.  But  it 
had  interfered  with  the  benefits  intended 
to  be  secured  to  the  working  classes.  They 
were  deprived  of  the  advantage  of  the 
evening  hours,  during  which  they  might 
apply  themselves  to  education  and  domes* 
tic  occupations.  Supposing  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  Colchester  could  have  re- 
medied by  a  stroke  of  the  pen  what  he 
called  a  clerical  error,  it  would  only  be  by 
providing  that  tho  ten  hours'  labour  should 
be  continuous.  The  inspectors  pointed  out 
that,  if  it  were  meant  to  secure  for  the 
operatives  the  advantage  of  the  proposed 
limitation,  it  must  be  enacted  that  one 
hour  and  a-half  only  should  be  allowed  fof 
meals.  The  millowner  began  about  six 
o'clock  in  the  morning.  If  the  clerical 
error  were  corrected  so  that  one  hour  and 
a  half  only  were  allowed  for  meals,  the 
working  time  ended  at  half-past  five.  Sup- 
posing the  millowner  disposed  to  evade  the 
Jaw,  he  might  propose  to  give  three  hours 
for  meals  instead  of  an  hour  and  a  half. 
Immediately  two  hours  would  be  added  to 
the  period  between  the  commencement 
and  conclusion  of  work.  It  was  all  very 
well  for  the  noble  Lord  to  superadd 
the  provision  that  an  hour  and  a  half 
should  be  the  maximum  for  meals;  but 
that  was  not  the  correction  of  a  clerical 
error  by  the  stroke  of  a  pen;  it  was 
the  introduction  of  a  new  measure.  And 
that  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Bath 
felt.  lie  said  he  could  not  introduce  new 
restrictions,  but,  seeing  the  advantage 
which  wo^l4  atten4  tbe  propositioiiL  of  tbe 
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Government  to  the  millowners  as  well  as 
the  labourers,  ho  left  the  matter  in  their 
hands,  and  would  offer  no  opposition : 
such  was  the  language  he  used,  believing 
that  the  J  were  acting  for  the  benefit  of  the 
operatives.  A  charge  of  inconsistency  had 
been  brought  against  him  (Sir  G.  Grej) ; 
but  he  was  not  ashamed  of  being  charged 
with  inconsistency  under  the  circumstances 
he  had  stated.  He  voted  for  the  Act  of 
1847,  which  he  believed  to  be  for  the 
advantage  of  the  working  classes ;  but 
ho  utterly  denied  that  the  proposition  of 
the  Government  would  take  away  the 
boon  secured  to  the  working  classes  un- 
der that  Act.  The  noble  Lord  the  Mem- 
ber for  Colchester  had  alluded  to  the  re- 
ports of  the  Morning  Chronicle,  and  had 
given  a  resume  of  the  advantages  derived 
by  the  working  classes  from  the  Act  of 
1847.  The  great  advantages  were,  that 
they  had  their  evenings  uninterrupted  for 
the  purposes  of  education,  recreation,  and 
domestic  employments.  Well,  under  the 
present  Bill  the  labouring  classes  would  be 
free,  at  six  o'clock  in  the  evening,  to  spend 
their  time  as  they  pleased,  which  was  not  the 
case  under  the  existing  law.  He  was  sur- 
prised to  hear  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  Colchester  say,  that  one  hardship  under 
the  Bill  would  be  the  half-holiday  on  Sa- 
turday. This  was  the  first  time  he  (Sir 
G.  Grey)  had  heard  any  suggestion  of  that 
kind  made;  and  from  various  quarters  he 
bad  received  assurances  that  the  greatest 
value  was  attached  to  the  free  enjoyment 
of  l^alf  the  Saturday,  and  that  the  opera- 
tives looked  upon  it  as  an  additional  boon 
not  secured  to  them  under  the  existing  law. 
The  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Colchester 
spoke  of  good  faith  and  honour,  as  if  there 
was  a  breach  of  good  faith  and  honour  in 
acting  in  the  spirit  rather  than  in  adhering 
to  the  letter  of  previous  enactments.  He 
hoped  the  House  would  not  be  led  away 
by  declamation  from  adopting  a  measure 
which  would,  in  his  opinion,  be  satisfac- 
tory to  the  great  body  of  operatives  in  this 
country.  He  did  not  mean  to  say  there 
were  not  many  men  who  would  desire  to 
see  restriction  carried  further,  and  would 
support  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Colchester  if  he  proposed  an  eight  hours 
Bill;  and  if  the  noble  Lord  thought  the 
whole  of  the  operatives  would  be  satis- 
fied even  with  his  measure,  he  would 
find  himself  much  mistaken.  He  (Sir 
G.  Grey)  was  ready  to  repeat  the  opin- 
ion, which  he  did  not  recollect  having 
expressed,  but  of  whiph  be  ha4  been  re- 


minded to-night,  that  he  thought  it  desi- 
rable that  Parliament  should  attend  to  the 
reasonable  wishes  of  the  operative  classes, 
and  that  those  classes  should  feel  that  their 
interests  were  cared  for  in  that  Hpuse. 
There  were  reasonable  men  among  them; 
and  such,  he  believed,  were  the  great  ma- 
jority who  would  be  glad  to  see  the  Bill 
before  the  House  carried  into  effect;  and 
he  hoped  the  House  would  not,  in  defer- 
ence to  the  arguments  which  had  been 
urged  against  it,  reject  what,  in  his  opin- 
ion, afforded  a  fair  prospect  of  a  satisfac- 
tory solution  of  this  difficult  question.  The 
House  was  now  in  possession  of  the  facts 
of  the  case.  It  was  for  them  to  decide; 
and  he  should  only  say,  that  if  the  House 
should  think  fit  to  depart  from  the  settle- 
ment of  1847,  by  imposing  another  and 
a  great  restriction  on  the  hours  of  labour 
within  which  millowners  might  employ 
the  classes  to  which  this  Bill  applied,  he 
should  regard  that  as  such  a  departure 
from  the  spirit  of  the  existing  Acts,  that 
he  should  feel  bound  to  take  no  further 
charge  of  the  Bill  which  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  Bath  had  introduced. 

Mr.  BANKES  said,  that  he  was  glad 
to  find  any  confirmation  of  the  fact 
that  the  object  of  the  Bill  was  to  mako 
a  satisfactory  settlement  of  the  ques- 
tion. The  right  hen.  Gentleman  the  Home 
Secretary,  however,  had  entirely  failed  to 
answer  the  arguments  of  the  noble  Lord 
tho  Member  for  Colchester.  They  ought 
to  observe  that  a  very  large  proportion  of 
the  Bill,  instead  of  being  a  boon,  was  an 
acknowledged  loss;  and  they  had  the  hon. 
Gentleman  who  seconded  the  Amendment 
stating  that  this  shift  and  relay  system 
met  with  so  little  favour  from  the  manu- 
facturers themselves,  that  public  opinioa 
alone,  in  his  judgment,  would  be  sufficient- 
ly powerfully  to  set  the  question  at  rest  if 
the  law  were  to  remain  as  it  was;  and  it 
was  for  tho  House  to  consider  whether  it 
would  not  bo  better  that  no  Act  should  pass 
at  the  present  moment,  which  would  be, 
in  99  cases  out  of  100,  a  loss  and  no  gain 
whatever.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Home  Secretary  seemed  to  think  a  great 
deal  of  the  comparison  which  had  been 
drawn  between  his  conduct  and  that  of  his 
Colleagues  in  1844.  It  was  impossible  not 
to  see  that  there  was  a  most  essential  va- 
riance between  the  doctrines  held  out 
by  hon.  Gentlemen  when  sitting  on  the 
the  Opposition  benches  and  their  opinions 
and  acts  when  in  power  at  the  present  mo- 
ment.   \yith  respect  tq  his  noble  Fhen^ 
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the  Member  for  Bath,  ho  was  confident 
that  in  every  stop  ho  had  taken  in  this 
matter,  he  had  been  guided  by  the  sin- 
ceiest  desire  of  acting  in  conformity  with 
what  he  had  said,  to  the  effect  that 
he  thought  it  would  bo  a  good  compro- 
mise for  the  working  people.  But  why 
sliould  they  have  compromises  at  all? 
Was  it  any  error  of  theirs  that  the  Act  of 
1844  was  insufficiently  framed;  and  had 
they,  in  any  respect,  by  their  conduct  when 
brought  under  the  operation  of  the  Act, 
failed  to  fulfil  the  provisions  made  on  their 
behalf  by  those  who  had  advocated  their 
interests  ?  They  had  obtained  an  Act, 
not  by  favour  but  by  right  (for  it  was  their 
right) — an  Act  not  passed  in  a  hurry,  but 
gradually  and  solemnly,  with  the  universal 
sanction  and  approbation  of  the  Legisla- 
ture. Why  were  they  to  be  told  they  were 
to  have  a  compromise  ?  They  had  a  proof 
that  this  compromise  was  not  altogether 
satisfactory  to  his  noble  Friend;  but  this 
he  knew,  that  he  considered  it  a  most 
essential  part  of  the  benefit  which  had 
been  obtained  to  the  working  people  by 
this  compromise — namely,  to  secure  oppor- 
tunities of  education  and  mental  cultiva- 
tion for  their  children.  When,  on  this 
point,  the  right  hon.  Home  Secretary  told 
the  House  that  it  was  a  great  boon  that 
the  hours  were  limited,  he  doubted  whe- 
ther he  understood  the  full  benefit  of  the 
Bill  he  was  sanctioning.  Let  him  (Mr. 
Bankes)  tell  him  that  the  range  of  hours 
with  regard  to  children  was  from  half-past 
five  in  the  morning  till  eight  in  the  even- 
ing, and  that  the  boon  of  the  range  of 
hours  was  not  secured  to  children  by  the 
operation  of  this  Bill,  in  respect  to  which 
the  greater  part  of  the  public  thought  that 
to  be  the  chief  object  of  the  Bill.  Ho 
felt  that  he  should  ill  occupy  the  time  of 
the  House,  after  the  admirable  manner  in 
which  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Col- 
chester had  introduced  the  Amendment  to 
their  consideration — an  Amendment  which 
had  been  seconded  by  a  Member  of  practi- 
cal knowledge,  who  had  stated  what  were 
the  opinions  of  the  master  manufacturers, 
and  the  wishes  of  the  operatives;  but  he 
had  heard  nothing  from  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet at  the  head  of  the  Homo  Office  that 
answered  either  those  feelings  touched 
upon  by  the  noble  Lord  who  moved  the 
Amendment,  or  those  facts  which  were  ad- 
verted to  by  tho  hon.  Gentleman  who 
seconded  it.  His  noblo  Friend  desired 
that  the  Bill  they  had  provided  should  be 
effectual  for  the  object  they  had  la  view; 
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and  ho  said,  let  that  which  is  to  be  satisfac- 
tory to  them  be  given  to  them,  not  as  a 
compromise,  but  as  a  right  which  you  the 
Members  of  tho  Legislature  have  already 
agreed  to  accord. 

Mr.  STANFORD  thought  the  country 
would  have  a  very  unfavourable  opinion  of 
the  House  if,  after  coming  to  a  decision  in 
favour  of  an  enactment  supposed  to  be  in- 
telligible to  all  the  world,  declaring  that 
ten  hours  was  to  be  the  duration  each  day 
of  a  factory  workman,  that  principle  was 
not  to  be  confirmed  by  Parliament  when  an 
opportunity  was  presented  to  them  by  the 
circumstances  of  a  legal  decision  being  ad- 
verse to  the  principle  contained  in  a  former 
measure.  That  statute  having  been  in 
effect  thus  set  aside,  the  operatives  came 
now  to  the  House  to  ask  us  to  put  them  in 
that  position  in  which  it  was  evidently  in- 
tended by  Parliament  they  should  be 
placed  by  the  former  measure.  He  could 
not  understand  how  the  House  could  come 
to  any  other  decision  now  than  that  it  was 
the  intention  of  Parliament  to  place  them. 
He  did  not  wish  to  treat  this  question  with 
ridicule,  but  he  could  not  avoid  comparing 
the  decision  that  had  been  come  to  to  a 
nursery  rhyme — 

"  Ilumpty  Dumpty  sat  on  a  wall, 

Ilumpty  Dumpty  had  a  great  fall, 

And  all  the  King's  Mimsters  and  Parliament 

men 
Could'nt   set  Humpty  Dumpty  on   the  wall 

again." 

He  could  not  entertain  the  slightest  doubt 
but  that  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Bath  was  influenced  by  the  most  honour- 
able and  conscientious  feelings  in  the 
course  he  had  taken  in  reference  to  this 
Bill,  as  well  as  to  any  other  to  which  he 
had  been  a  party.  He  (Mr.  Stanford) 
would  give  his  cordial  assent  to  the  Motion 
before  the  House. 

Mr.  NEWDEGATB  said,  he  had  lis- 
tened  with  much  attention  to  the  speech  of 
the  right  hon.  Baronot  the  Secretary  dt 
State  for  the  Home  Department,  who  had 
informed  them  that  there  had  been  a  mis* 
understanding  of  the  Act  of  1844,  when 
that  Act  was  tested  by  the  operation  of 
the  measure  of  1847,  and  he  would  now 
ask  him  this  question  :  Did  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  or  did  he  not,  when,  in 
1847,  he  voted  for  the  Ten  Hours  Bill,  in- 
tend to  restrict  the  hours  of  factory  labour 
to  fifty-eight  hours  per  week  ?  Would — 
and  he  now  addressed  himself  to  the  hon. 
and  learned  the  Attoraey  General — ^wonld 
the  insertion  of  the  words  proposed  by  thq 
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noble  Lord  tho  Member  for  Colchester  in- 
validate the  legal  form  and  effect  of  this 
Bill  if  passed?  [The  Attorney  Gene- 
ral :  No !  ]  If  not,  why  then  not  intro- 
duce words  that  would  limit  the  hours  of 
labour  to  fifty-eight  per  week?  Really 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Home  Secre- 
tary ought  to  explain  this — why  he  sup- 
ported the  limitation  of  the  hours  of  labour 
to  fifty-eight  per  week  in  1847,  and  now 
proposed  to  odd  two  hours  to  that  limit. 
That  was  the  essence  of  the  compromise, 
as  it  was  called  ;  but  they — the  advo- 
cates of  the  operatives'  cause — maintained 
that  that  which  was  the  original  object 
of  Parliament  in  regard  to  this  subject, 
and  had  been  sanctioned  by  Parliament,  was 
their  right ;  and  whilst  they  were  much 
obliged  to  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Attorney  General  for  his  legal  assist- 
ance in  giving  effect  to  the  intention  of  tho 
former  Act,  they,  at  the  same  time,  thought 
that  such  assistance  was  somewhat  too 
dearly  purchased  by  the  addition  of  two 
hours  per  week  to  the  present  hours  of  la- 
bour of  the  working  man.  He  must  say 
^e  did  not  think  it  was  creditable  to  the 
Government  to  take  away  two  hours  from 
the  operatives'  leisure  for  his  own  pur- 
poses, because  they  had  found  a  difficulty 
m  the  construction  of  a  few  words  in  an 
Act  of  Parliament.  He  trusted  that  in 
private  life  he  kept  his  word,  and  in  his 
place  in  that  House  he  would  do  so.  In  his 
opinion,  those  who  now  gave  up  the  Act 
they  voted  in  favour  of  in  1847  did  not 
keep  their  words  with  the  factory  opera- 
tives of  this  country.  The  majority  of 
the  people  of  this  country  looked  upon 
Parliament  as  having  broken  faith  with 
the  colonies,  with  the  farmers,  and  with 
the  shipowners  ;  and  if  they  now  did  the 
same  thing  with  tho  operatives,  he  must 
assure  them  that  they  were  taking  a 
course  which  would  lead  to  more  serious 
results  than  they  would  seem  to  be  aware 
of.  For  his  own  part,  he  had  always 
imagined  that  this  system  of  what  were 
termed  compromises  always  involved  some- 
thing cither  more  or  less  than  what  they 
ought  to  do,  but  not  what  they  ought  to 
do  ;  and  he  was  persuaded  that,  in  the 
long  run,  they  would  find  that  the  adop- 
tion of  such  a  course  was  an  inexpedient 
arrangement.  It  was  his  intention  to  vote 
for  the  Amendment. 

Mr.  MUNTZ  would  ask  the  manufac- 
turers who  refused  the  limit  of  ten  hours, 
whether  they  ever  did  work  the  ten  hours, 
and  whether^  if  they  did,  they  did  not  find 


it  more  than  enough.  However,  that  was 
not  the  question.  The  real  question  with 
hon.  Members  of  that  House  was  this : 
What  did  they  vote  for  in  1847  ?  Did 
they  mean  to  give  the  people  a  bond  fide 
Ten  Hours  Bill,  or  did  they  not  ?  As  far 
as  his  own  memory  served  him,  every  man 
that  voted  for  the  Act  of  1847  fully  in- 
tended that  the  parties  to  whom  it  referred 
should  have  a  bond  fide  Ten  Hours  Bill, 
Would,  then,  this  measure  of  the  Govern- 
ment give  the  people  that,  or  would  it  rob 
them  of  two  hours  per  week  ?  He  thought 
it  would  rob  them,  and  he  asked  the  House 
if  they  were  doing  that,  what  would  thej 
say  to  the  operatives  if  they  came  to  that 
House  and  said,  **  You  have  passed  a 
bimgling  measure — you  see  you  have,  and 
it  is  your  own  fault ;  but  it  is  now  our 
turn,  and  we  will  have  something  in  onr 
own  favour  if  we  can — we  will  now  have 
only  fifty-six  hours  per  week  instead  of 
fifty-eight?"  This  compromise  that  was 
now  proposed  was,  to  use  a  commercial 
analogy,  like  proposing  to  a  man  to  whom 
one  had  ^ven  a  bill  for  300^  to  take 
2902.  for  it.  He  felt  he  could  not  take 
away  two  hours  from  the  workmg  men- 
two  hours  which  he  had  participated  in 
the  giving  to  them — as  an  honest  man; 
and  wishing  to  act  honestly  by  the  people, 
ho  could  not  vote  otherwise  on  this  sub* 
ject  than  he  had  done  in  1847.  He  should, 
therefore,  give  his  support  to  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  noble  Lord  tho  Member  for 
Colchester. 

Mr.  HEALD  did  not  feel  justified,  re- 
presenting, as  he  believed  he  did,  the  third 
largest  cotton-consuming  population  on 
the  face  of  the  globe,  to  give  a  silent 
vote  upon  this  occasion;  and,  considering 
the  large  number  of  factory  operatives  in 
the  borough  which  he  represented,  he 
thought  he  might  state  that  he  represent- 
ed their  opinions  in  the  vote  he  was  abont 
to  give.  He  confessed  with  frankness  that 
he  had  never  approached  a  subject  to  which 
he  had  felt  it  necessary  to  cive  a  more 
careful  and  anxious  consideration,  and  the 
conclusion  at  which  he  had  arrived  was 
based  simply  upon  the  dictates  of  con- 
science and  honour.  He  certainly  agreed 
with  the  hon.  Member  for  Montrose  that 
it  was  not  only  a  delicate  but  a  dangerous 
thing  to  interfere  much  with  the  question 
of  labour;  and,  taking  into  consideration 
their  mixed  character  and  the  dependency 
of  one  class  of  operatives  upon  another,  he 
thought  it  was  possible  to  err  by  legislat- 
ing too  much  upon  the  snbjeot.    He  bad- 
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jiever  been  able  to  see  why  tbe  hours  of 
factory  labour  should  exceed  the  ordinary 
period  for  the  toil  of  man,  namely,  from 
six  to  six;  and  when  he  first  saw  the  letter 
in  the  TimeSf  and  afterwards  the  Bill  pro- 
posed by  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department,  he 
tfiought  at  once  that  it  was  approximating 
more  closely  to  his  own  views  of  what  ought 
to  be  the  standard  for  the  regulation  of  the 
hours  of  labour  in  factories  than  anything 
he  ]xskd  seen  before.  If  this  were  an  open 
question,  therefore,  he  should  have  had  no 
difficulty  in  recording  his  vote;  but  his  pre- 
sent difficulty  arose  from  the  question 
being  80  much  fettered  by  previous  legisla- 
tion. Ho  had  formerly  been  in  communi- 
nication  with  the  chairman  of  the  Limited 
!Hours  Committee  in  his  own  district,  and 
had  presented  many  petitions  from  them, 
fdl  agreeing  in  asking  for  a  58  Hours  Bill 
|n  its  integrity.  When,  therefore,  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Bath  commu- 
nicated to  him,  the  night  previous  to  his 
letter  appearing  in  the  Times,  the  nature 
of  that  letter,  he  at  once  wrote  down  to  the 
phairqian  of  that  association,  stating  the 
case  to  him;  and*  since  that  time,  he  had 
not  heard  a  single  word  in  reply.  From 
this  and  other  circumstances,  he  was  per- 
Boaded  that  there  had  entered  into  the 
minds  of  the  factory  operatives  a  strong 
conviction  that  it  was  the  honest  intention 
of  Parliament  to  have  given  them  a  Bill 
limiting  their  hours  of  labour  to  fifty-eight 
in  the  week.  He  believed  that  it  was  about 
the  ipost  dangerous  thing  the  House  could 
^0  to  weaken  in  the  minds  of  those  people 
their  perfect  belief  in  the  integrity  and  ho- 
|iour  of  the  British  Parliament.  He  knew 
the  danger  of  a  system  of  agitation  being 
again  allowed  to  organise,  for  if  it  were,  no 
one  could  tell  to  what  length  it  might  ex- 
tend. He  felt,  therefore,  after  the  most 
perious  and  conscientious  examination  of 
(he  bearings  of  this  case,  that  the  House 
vonld  gain  by  coming  to  a  decision  which 
should  maintain  the  high  standard  of  ho- 
nour of  the  British  Parliament,  although 
for  the  time  beiqg  he  confessed  they  might 
suffer  some  inconvenience.  In  addition  to 
^his,  there  was  a  question  of  the  supply  of 
cotton  to  these  mills,  and  he  agreed  that 
unless  a  larger  and  more  certain  supply 
of  cotton  was  insured,  there  would  not  be 
sufficient  on  the  average  for  some  years 
to  come  to  employ  the  factory  operatives 
ten  hours  a  day.  Under  these  circum- 
stances he  was  bound  to  the  conclusion, 
ijb^t   fpuscjentiously,    and  ivs  a  ma|i  of 
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honour,  he  must  support  the  Motion  of 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Col- 
chester. 

Mr.  HEYWOOD  said,  that  it  appeared 
to  him,  in  a  case  like  the  present,  in  which 
a  Bill  had  been  passed  some  years  ago  by 
Parliament,  on  which  the  masters  were  not 
consulted  in  any  way,  that  it  was  perfectly 
open  to  Parliament  to  reconsider  the  matr 
ter;  and  it  was  very  well  known  that  the 
master  manufacturers  themselves  would  be 
glad  of  eleven  hours  per  day.  In  his 
opinion,  the  Bill  might  oe  made  to  work 
very  harmoniously,  by  the  proposed  altera- 
tions, and  to  create  a  much  better  feeling 
than  had  hitherto  existed.  He  should, 
therefore,  give  it  his  support. 

Mb.  W.  J.  FOX  said,  he  thought  it  had 
been  generally  agreed  on  both  sides  of  the 
House  to  throw  over  all  arguments  as  to 
the  policy  of  the  Act  of  1847,  that  having 
been  already  settled.  He  considered  thai 
what  they  had  to  do  on  the  present  occa- 
sion was  not  to  discuss  its  policy,  but  to 
fulfil  its  requirements.  He  had  heard  no 
valid  reason  for  the  alteration  of  that  po* 
licy.  The  exigencies  of  trade  did  not 
require  it.  They  had  heard  that  no  mill, 
on  an  average,  worked  ten  hours  ;  while, 
on  the  other  hand,  they  could  not  expect 
to  satisfy  its  opponents,  seeing  that  the 
Millowners'  Association  of  Manchester  had 
declared  unequivocally  for  1 1  hours  a  day. 
Such  would  always  be  the  case  if  they 
persisted  in  this  unhallowed  compromise, 
which,  in  fact,  compromised  nothing  but 
the  faith  and  honour  of  Parliament.  The 
great  majority  of  millowners  had  conformed 
to  the  Act,  and  yet  were  not  ruined.  The 
cotton  trade  had  not  gone  to  the  dogs.  As 
to  the  parties  more  immediately  concerned, 
its  results  had  been  satisfactory  beyond 
calculation.  Its  good  effects,  which  were 
described  in  the  last  report  of  the  factory 
inspectors,  must  be  most  gratifying  to 
Parliament.  There  was  nothing  unrea- 
sonable in  the  limitation  established.  la 
1833,  when  they  abolished  slavery  in  the 
West  Indies,  they  limited  the  labour  of  thet 
apprentices  to  45  hours  a  week,  while  the 
factory  operative  was  content  to  work  58. 
In  1849,  they  assigned  7  hours  as  the 
day's  work  of  the  Hill  Coolies,  while  the 
factory  labourer  willingly  gave  10.  What 
they  asked  now  was  simply,  that  the 
House  should  keep  faith  with  them.  There 
could  be  no  doubt  as  to  how  the  Act  of 
1847  was  understood  by  them  who  were 
its  objects;  and  they  had  the  authority  of 
a  great  moralist  for  sj^a^ng  thaf  a  promise 
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was  binding  in  the  sense  it  was  understood 
by  the  person  to  be  benefited,  that  under- 
standing being  affirmed  at  the  time  by  the 
parties  by  whom  it  was  made.  Taking  the 
Act  of  1847  in  that  sense,  he  felt  bound  to 
vote  for  the  Amendment. 

Mb.  Alderman  SIDNEY  said,  the  ques- 
tion was,  whether  the  Bill  granted  in  1847 
was  to  be  renewed  now,  or  whether  advan- 
tage was  to  be  taken  of  a  technical  error, 
and  58  hours  a  week  substituted  for  60. 
The  Government  would  deceive  themselves 
greatly  if  they  considered  that  this  Bill 
would  be  a  settlement  of  the  question;  and 
remembering,  as  he  did,  the  excitement 
that  prevailed  in  the  manufacturing  dis- 
tricts in  1830,  the  monster  meetings  that 
were  held,  and  the  agitation  that  was  or- 
ganised, he  warned  the  House  against 
again  giving  occasion  to  such  proceedings 
on  the  part  of  the  factory  operatives  of  the 
North.  The  operation  of  the  Ten  Hours 
Bill  since  1847  had  been  most  satisfactory 
— the  manners,  the  morals,  and  the  habits 
of  the  people  had  been  essentially  changed 
— ^time  had  been  afforded  them  for  reflec- 
tion and  recreation,  and  they  had  been 
taught  habits  of  providence ;  why,  then, 
when  this  was  the  case,  and  when  the 
maximum  amount  of  labour  imposed  lypon 
priminals  was  10  hours  a  day,  from  which 
pne  hour  was  to  be  deductea  for  exercise 
and  another  hour  for  instruction,  should 
they  condemn  women  and  young  persons 
under  18  years  of  age,  in  factories,  to 
labour  10^  hours  a  day  ?  He  entirely  con- 
purred  that  this  was  a  question  in  which 
the  honour  and  integrity  of  the  House 
were  concerned,  and  he  should  suppoi*t  the 
Amendment. 

Mb.  W.  PATTEN  said,  this  question 
had  been  hitherto  improperly  argued,  sim- 
ply and  solely  upon  the  assumption  of  a 
pontract  having  been  entered  into  between 
Parliament  and  the  operatives.  The  fact 
was  this — in  1847  the  Ten  Hours  Act  was 
passed,  after  many  years'  discussion  ;  and 
jeven  then  with  a  strong  feeling  on  the  part 
iof  many  of  the  impolicy  of  the  measure. 
Since  then,  as  the  representative  of  the 
county  of  Lancaster,  he  had  been  request- 
ed, over  and  over  again,  to  endeavour  to 
get  the  Act  modified ;  but  he  had  always 
advised  his  friends  not  to  interfere  with  the 
decision  at  which  Parliament  had  arrived. 
Now,  however,  when  an  opportunity  offer- 
ed, he  thought  it  was  perfectly  legitimate 
for  those  who  had  opposed  the  Bill  of  1847 
to  come  forward  and  urge  their  objections 
.to  tho  systeiji.    Ii^  doing  S0|  he  held  that 


they  were  guilty  of  no  breach  of  contract, 
but  that  they  assisted  in  an  honourable 
compromise.  It  was  a  great  ingredient  in 
the  success  of  any  law,  Uiat,  in  carrying  it 
out,  it  should  receive  the  cordial  co-opera- 
tion of  all  parties  concerned ;  but  there 
were  hundreds  in  his  county  who  woul4 
oppose  the  Bill  if  amended  as  proposed  by 
the  noble  Lord,  who  would  yet  give  it  tl^eir 
cordial  co-operation  if  the  proposed  com- 
promise was  accepted.  He  had  accom- 
panied a  deputation  of  master  manufac- 
turers to  the  right  hen.  Baronet  the  Home 
Secretary,  who  were  entirely  opposed  tQ 
the  law,  but  who  had  offered  their  cordia) 
co-operation  in  carrying  out  the  compro- 
mise. His  belief  also  was,  that  the  com- 
promise was  approved  of  by  all  the  en- 
lightened operatives.  Believing,  then,  that 
he  committed  no  breach  of  contract,  an4 
that  a  compromise  was  the  best  thing  for 
all  parties,  he  should  give  his  best  support 
to  the  Bill  as  it  stood. 

Mr.  C.  ANSTEY  said,  that  the  case  of 
the  cotton  spinners  of  Lancashire  had  beeii 
fully  stated  by  their  representatives.  The 
hon.  Member  for  North  Lancashire  had 
denied  the  existence  of  a  compact  with 
regard  to  the  Bill  of  1847,  because  the 
millowners  were  not  consulted.  But  the 
hon.  Member  should  recollect  that  for  16 
years  before  that  time  there  had  been  i^ 
constant  struggle  between  the  operative^ 
on  the  one  band,  and  the  laissez  faire^ 
laissez  passer  people  on  the  other.  I^Ilq 
millowners  were  worsted,  and  the  opera- 
tives reaped  the  benefit.  Since  then  al- 
most every  millowner  had  acted  under  the 
law  as  if  he  construed  it  as  it  was  now 
sought  to  be  construed  by  the  Amendment. 
Was  it,  then,  to  be  contended  that  society 
was  to  be  torn  up,  and  the  operatives  op- 
pressed, to  gratify  the  cupidity  of  a  few 
millowners  ?  He  was  sure  that  there  could 
be  but  one  opinion  on  the  subject  as  to  the 
arguments  by  which  the  compromise  wa|i 
sought  to  be  made  palatable  to  the  opera- 
tive. The  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
clinging  to  the  habits  of  the  Western  Cir- 
cuit, had  told  them,  that  if  they  wanted  to 
know  the  meaning  of  an  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment, they  should  read  the  volume  of  the 
Statutes  at  large  in  which  it  was  con- 
tained. That  might  be  a  very  good  argu- 
ment for  quarter-sessions,  but  it  was  a 
very  poor  one  for  the  floor  of  Parliament. 
The  right  hon.  Baronet  should  remember 
that  the  business  of  Parliament  was  not 
litigation^  but  legislation,    TI^Q  meanbfi; 
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of  tho  Act  was  to  limit  the  labour  of  the 
operatiro  to  ten  hours  a  day  ;  and  for  that 
meaning  he  should  yote  in  supporting  the 
Amendment.  A  pledge  had  been  given, 
not  by  the  mill  owners,  but  by  the  House 
of  Commons  in  1847  ;  that  pledge  he 
wished  to  see  carried  out,  and  with  that 
Tiew  should  support  the  Amendment. 

Mb.  B.  COCHRANE  wished  to  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Home  Secretary 
whether  he  had  not  denied  that  this  was 
an  amended  Bill,  or  an  alteration  of  the 
law,  as  he  found  the  Bill  was  accepted  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  North  Lancashire,  on 
the  part  of  the  millowners,  as  an  alteration 
in  their  favour.  For  his  own  part,  he 
looked  upon  it  as  an  alteration  of  the  law, 
or,  in  other  words,  as  a  breach  of  the  pro- 
mise made  by  that  House  to  the  factory 
operatives.  The  right  hon.  Baronet  talked 
of  the  concurrence  of  the  manufacturers. 
That  was  not  what  he  (Mr.  B.  Cochrane) 
wanted.  He  wanted  the  concurrence  of 
the  operatives;  the  Bill  being  passed  for 
their  benefit,  it  surely  ought  not  to  be  al- 
tered without  their  consent.  It  was  evi- 
dent, from  the  allusion  made  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  North  Lancashire  to  the  inter- 
view, that  there  was  a  good  understanding 
between  the  deputation  of  manufacturers 
and  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Secretary 
for  the  Home  Department;  but  that  did 
not  satisfy  him  (Mr.  B.  Cochrane).  What 
he  required  was  the  fulfilment  of  that  en- 
gagement into  which  the  House  had  en- 
tered with  tho  operatives.  He  cared  not 
if  the  Bill  stipulated  for  ten  minutes  only 
of  work  beyond  the  ten  hours  :  he  asserted 
pro  tanto  to  that  extent  it  was  a  violation 
of  the  engagement  into  which  the  House 
had  entered.  This  was  the  only  view  he 
could  take  of  the  subject.  He  was  aston- 
ished to  hear  the  hon.  Member  for  North 
Lancashire  express  so  strongly  an  opinion 
that  it  would  be  no  violation  of  a  promise. 
He  hoped,  for  the  sake  of  tho  character  of 
the  House,  and  for  that  of  tho  character 
of  all  those  who  voted  on  a  former  occa- 
sion, that  the  House  would,  to  the  fullest 
extent,  carry  out  the  pledge  it  had  given  to 
the  operatives  of  this  country. 

Mr.  S.  CRAWFORD  said,  that  in  his 
communications  with  the  operatives  of 
Rochdale  he  had  been  called  upon  by  them 
to  givo  his  vote  in  favour  of  maintaining 
the  principle  of  the  measure  of  1847 — to 
maintain  that  in  its  integrity.  He  held  in 
his  possession  the  names  of  forty- four  pro- 
prietors of  mills  who  were  supporters  of 
the  tea  hours  systemi  and  in  thus  laying 


before  the  House  his  own  opinions  in  fa- 
vour of  the  Amendment,  he  felt  that  he 
was  giving  expression  to  the  sentiments 
not  only  of  the  operatives  but  of  the  mill- 
owners  also.  In  legislating  upon  a  ques- 
tion of  this  nature,  the  House  was  bound 
to  respect  the  opinions  of  the  working 
classes,  and  to  accede  to  their  reasonable 
desires. 

Mr.  GREENALL  said,  that  he  felt 
more  difficulty  in  the  course  which  he  had 
resolved  to  pursue  in  consequence  of  what 
had  fallen  from  the  hon.  Member  for  North 
Lancashire.  Upon  the  present  occasion  he 
(Mr.  Greenall)  had  no  choice  open  to  him. 
He  was  in  almost  daily  communication  with 
the  operative  classes  upon  the  subject,  and 
it  would  be  next  to  impossible  for  any  one 
to  over-estimate  the  intense  interest  with 
which  they  regarded  this  question.  Their 
feelings  were  alive  and  strong  on  the  sub- 
ject. The  measure  of  1847  was  one  which 
they  had  struggled  all  their  lives  to  obtain, 
and  they  lost  it  by  no  faalt  of  theirs;  it 
evaded  their  grasp  by  a  mere  Parliamen- 
tary blunder.  It  was,  at  all  events,  his  de- 
termination not  to  let  the  working  man  be 
able  to  say  that  he  had  not  kept  faith  with 
him.  As  to  children,  they  would  be  great 
sufferers  by  the  proposed  change.  The 
severity  of  factory  labour  would  now  fall 
principally  upon  them;  and  having  said  thns 
much,  he  trusted  that  he  had  fairly  laid  be- 
fore the  House  the  grounds  of  the  vote 
that  he  intended  to  give. 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL :  I  rise.  Sir,  to 
state  the  grounds  on  which  I  shall  support 
my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Oldham  has  argued  this 
question  as  if  the  Bill  of  1847  has  proved 
entirely  satisfactory — as  if  its  provisions 
are  indisputable — and  as  if  the  millowners 
are  coming  forward  seeking  to  alter  and 
amend  that  Act.  Now,  that  I  think  is  as 
far  as  possible  opposed  to  the  fact.  For 
my  own  part,  in  1847,  I  considered  the 
Act  of  that  Session  was  a  great  advantage 
to  the  families  of  the  working  classes  be- 
longing to  the  mills.  1  considered  it  en- 
abled them  to  have  time  for  their  domestic 
duties,  for  education  and  instruction,  and 
for  such  other  improvements  in  their  social 
condition  which  could  not  otherwise  be 
effected.  I  did  not  think  it  likely  to 
justify  the  predictions  of  its  opponents, 
that  it  would  destroy  one-sixth  of  the  ma- 
nufacturing power  of  the  country,  and 
thereby  occasion  a  great  diminution  of  the 
wealth  and  industrial  power  of  Uie  empire. 
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Sir,  I  BtSl  retain  the  opinion  I  then  gare. 
I  believe  the  Act  of  1847  was  founded  on 
sound  principles,  and  I  have  no  wish  to 
repeal  that  Act.  Indeed,  being  a  sup- 
porter of  that  Act,  for  my  own  part  I 
should  have  been  quite  willing,  and  thought 
it  would  be  the  best  course,  to  leave  the 
measure  entirely  undisturbed  during  the 
present  Session — to  leave  its  provisions  to 
the  interpretation  put  upon  it  by  the  courts 
of  law,  and  not  to  evoke  the  intervention 
of  Parliament  to  make  any  explanation  or 
alteration  of  that  Act.  But  who  was  the 
first  to  wish  an  alteration  ?  Was  it  any 
of  those  who  contended  that  twelve  or 
eleven  hours  a  day  ought  to  be  the  time 
fixed  for  factory  labour  ?  It  was  my  noble 
Friend  the  Member  for  Bath,  who  came 
forward  on  behalf  of  the  factory  operatives, 
and  as  the  advocate  of  the  young  persons 
engaged  in  factories,  and  said  it  is  abso- 
lutely necessary  to  call  for  the  interference 
of  Parliament  with  respect  to  that  Act. 
Well,  then,  Sir,  if  I  am  bound  against  my 
will  to  pronounce  an  opinion  regarding  that 
Act,  I  must  look  at  it  in  conjunction  ¥rith 
former  Acts,  and  see  what  it  does  and  what 
it  does  not  do.  Some  seem  to  regard  it  as 
if  it  decided  the  whole  question,  and  gave 
all  that  the  present  Bill  proposes  to  confer. 
But  that  is  absolutely  not  the  case.  There 
is  no  provision  in  the  Act  of  1847>  or  in 
the  Act  of  1844,  that  these  persons  shall 
not  be  employed  at  any  time  between  six 
and  six — that  they  must  not  begin  earlier 
than  six  in  the  morning — and  not  finish 
later  than  six  in  the  evening.  On  the 
contrary,  these  Acts  provide  that  this 
class  of  persons  may  begin  work  at  half- 
past  five,  and  that  the  conclusion  of  their 
labours  shall  not  be  later  than  half-past 
eight.  There  are  here  not  twelve  hours, 
but  fifteen  hours,  according  to  these 
Acts,  during  which  labour  can  be  per- 
formed. Therefore,  I  cannot  conceive  why 
it  can  be  said  that  the  proposal  of  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Colchester  that  they 
shall  work  no  more  than  ten  hours,  and 
that  these  ton  hours  shall  be  taken  between 
six  and  six,  are  merely  carrying  into  effect 
provisions  which  Parliament  has  already 
enacted.  And  as  to  there  being  any  breach 
of  faith  in  making  any  alteration  in  that 
Act,  why,  the  noble  Lord  himself  proposes 
a  very  considerable  alteration  when  he 
makes  an  entirely  new  restriction  with  re- 
spect to  factory  labour.  There  was,  in- 
deed, a  forced  construction  of  that  Act 
saying  that  if  any  person  began  work  at 
balf-past  five,  and  if  any  person  afterwards 


came  at  twelve,  one,  or  two  o'clock  in  the 
day,  the  last  person  should  be  construed 
to  have  begun  work  at  half-past  five,  with 
the  first.  That,  I  think,  was  a  forced  con- 
struction of  the  Act.  But  this,  at  all 
events,  was  indisputable.  It  was  in  the 
power  of  the  millowner  to  bring  in  young 
persons  at  half-past  five,  and  keep  them 
till  five  in  the  afternoon,  giving  an  hour 
and  a  half  for  meal-times;  or  to  beg^n  at 
nine  o'clock,  and  continue  till  half-past 
eight  in  the  evening.  Therefore,  any  Bill 
which  proposes  that  they  shall  only  work 
between  six  and  six  must  be  a  considerable 
alteration — must  impose  a  fresh  restriction, 
and,  as  I  think,  give  a  fresh  benefit  to 
these  classes.  Now,  I  ask  whether,  being 
called  upon  to  legislate  by  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  Bath — whether,  if  you 
place  fresh  restrictions  on  the  employers 
of  these  young  persons,  by  obliging  them 
to  give  up  three  hours  out  of  the  fifteen 
during  which  they  may  at  present  employ 
them,  and  thereby  so  far  diminish  their 
power  of  employment,  it  is  not  fair,  on  the 
other  hand,  to  say  that  the  hours  of  their 
labour  shall  bo  somewhat  lengthened,  so 
that  on  the  whole,  according  to  the  Bill  of 
my  right  hen.  Friend,  two  additional  hours 
per  week  shall  be  given  to  the  millowners  ? 
And,  seeing  that  we  have  departed  from 
the  Act  of  1847  and  the  Act  of  1844,  I 
think  the  question  really  for  the  House  to 
consider  is,  whether  this  arrangement  is, 
on  the  whole,  an  arrangement  that  will  be 
beneficial  to  the  operative  classes  and  their 
families,  and  to  which  they  can  agree. 
But  the  hon.  Member  for  Stockport,  who 
is  going  to  vote  against  my  right  hon. 
Friend,  says,  he  has  no  doubt,  on  the 
whole,  that  the  classes  for  whose  benefit 
the  Act  of  1847  was  originally  passed,  will 
derive  considerable  advantage  from  these 
enactments.  Well,  then,  I  say,  if  that  be 
the  case — if  they  are  to  derive  benefits 
from  these  enactments,  and  if  the  mill- 
owners,  on  the  other  hand,  who  originally 
contended  for  twelve  hours,  and  for  the 
last  two  years  have  asked  for  eleven  hours, 
are  contented  that  this  Bill  should  become 
law,  is  it  not  consonant  with  the  wisdom 
of  Parliament  to  endeavour  to  make  an 
arrangement,  confessed  even  by  some  of 
those  who  oppose  it,  to  be  beneficial  to  the 
operative  classes  for  whom  it  is  enacted, 
and  which,  at  the  same  time,  is  so  far 
acceptable  to  the  millowners  that,  accor- 
ding to  the  hon.  Member  for  North  Lan- 
cashire, many  who  entirely  disagreed  with 
the  policy  of  this  Bill,  would  consent  to 
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act  with  cordial  good-will  in  conformity 
with  the  law,  supposing  this  Bill  to  he 
passed?  I  say,  then,  if  such  an  advan- 
tage can  he  ohtained — and,  according  to 
almost  all  those  who  have  spoken  on  the 
subject,  it  can  he  obtained — tbere  cannot 
be  any  weight  in  the  objection,  that  be- 
cause you  passed  the  Act  of  1847,  which 
is  said  to  have  had  in  contemplation  an 
unrestricted  ten  continuous  hours,  you 
ought  not  to  pass  this  Bill.  Because  it  is 
obvious — and  I  think  none  will  gainsay 
this — that  the  Act  of  1 847  never  did  con- 
tain any  provisions  that  young  persons 
ahould  not  work  between  six  and  six;  and 
therefore,  supposing  the  Bill  to  be  carried 
With  the  noble  Lord's  alteration,  it  would 
not  be  a  mere  correction  of  a  technical 
error  in  the  Act  of  1847,  or  the  Act  of 
1844,  hut  it  would  be  in  effect  a  new  en- 
actment, considerably  more  restricted,  and 
thereby  tending  to  that  fresh  agitation 
which  it  ought  to  be  the  wish  of  this  House 
to  avoid.  Sir,  with  these  opinions,  there- 
fore, being  in  favour  of  the  Act  of  1847, 
I  still  think  it  would  be  expedient  that  the 
House  should  adopt  the  proposal  of  my 
fight  hon.  Friend.  There  is  only  one  case 
in  which  1  can  conceive  that  the  plan  of 
my  right  hon.  Friend  would  not  be  accept- 
able; but  1  think  the  same  objection  would 
he  equally  fatal  to  the  proposal  of  the  no- 
hle  Lord.  I  can  imagine  the  whole  opera- 
tive body  in  a  mass  saying  we  wish  to 
maintain  the  law  as  it  is;  we  object  alto- 
gether to  the  alteration  which  you  say 
will  be  to  our  benefit ;  we  made  a  compact 
in  1847,  and  we  require  that  it  shall  be 
abided  by.  Now,  so  far  as  I  can  learn, 
there  is  no  such  general  and  universal  feel- 
ing on  the  part  of  the  operatives  of  the 
manufacturing  districts.  My  noble  Friend 
the  Member  for  Bath,  immediately  on  the 
proposal  of  my  right  hon.  Friend  being 
announced,  wrote  a  public  letter,  in  which 
he  earnestly  advised  all  those  whose  cause 
he  advocates  to  accept  that  proposal,  which 
he  declared  would  be  advantageous  to  them. 
That  was  a  considerable  testimony,  I  think, 
eoming  from  one  who  has  studied  this  ques- 
tion so  constantly  and  advocated  it  with 
such  zeal  and  earnestness.  We  find  that 
a  great  attempt  has  been  made,  as  usual, 
by  warm  and  impassioned  language,  to  in- 
duce the  operatives  to  think  that  faith  is 
broken  with  them  if  this  proposal  is  ac- 
cepted; and  they  have  been  called  upon 
with  the  utmost  indignation  to  repudiate 
and  reject  it.     But  I  do  not  find  that  these 
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like  the  success  which  formerly  attended 
the  endeavours  to  induce  the  operatires  to 
ask  for  a  Ten  Hours  Act.  As  far  as  I 
can  judge,  the  followers  of  this  agitation 
have  not  been  considerably  numerous;  and 
the  hon.  Member  for  North  Lancashire  tella 
us  that,  as  far  as  he  knows,  all  the  most  in- 
telligent men  among  the  factory  operativeit 
are  opposed  to  the  agitation,  and  wish  thid 
Bill  to  succeed.  [Mr.  W.  Pattbh  :  Th^ 
great  body  of  the  intelligent  workmen—* 
not  all.]  Well,  then,  if  that  be  the 
case,  there  are  good  grounds  for  Par- 
liament proceeding  with  this  Bill,  and 
not  adopting  the  Amendment  of  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Colchester*  Now 
this  proposition  does  certainly  amend  thd 
law — it  does  propose  a  new  enactment! 
but  it  proposes  a  new  enactment,  which,  in 
the  somewhat  doubtful  state  of  the  law, 
after  the  decisions  of  the  Superior  Court, 
would  give  certain  advantages  to  the  twd 
parties  which  have  been  in  controversy  on 
this  subject.  The  advantage  to  one  of 
these  parties  is,  that  their  labour  can  only 
be  performed  between  six  and  six,  and 
cannot  begin  at  half-past  five,  or  extend  td 
haf-past  eight,  according  to  the  present 
law;  and  it  does,  on  the  other  hand,  givd 
the  employer  the  advantage  of  two  addi- 
tional hours  a  week.  There  is,  therefore, 
a  fairness  and  an  equity  in  this  proposal; 
But  the  proposal  of  the  noble  Lord  is,  td 
have  new  legislation,  and  to  have  it  en- 
tirely on  one  side — not  carrying  into  effect 
the  law  of  1847,  containing  no  clauses  like 
my  right  hon.  Friend's  proposal,  but  pro- 
posing fresh  restrictions,  and  giving  no 
advantage  on  the  other  side  of  the  ques- 
tion. 1  think  the  proposal  of  the  noble 
Lord,  if  it  were  carried,  would  be  the  signal 
for  an  attempt  to  prevent  any  further  le^ 
gislation  at  all  on  the  subject,  to  rest  satis- 
fied with  the  Act  of  1847,  as  interpreted 
by  the  courts  of  law,  and  thereby  entail 
considerable  disadvantage  on  the  opera- 
tives. On  these  grounds,  then,  and  be^ 
lieving  this  Bill  proposes  to  confer  great 
advantages  on  the  class  of  factory  opera- 
tives, and  is  at  the  same  time  a  Bill  ac- 
ceptable to  those  who  have  hitherto  con- 
tended against  any  legislative  enactments 
to  limit  the  hours  of  labour,  and  hoping 
that  the  measure  will  effect  the  settlement 
of  a  vexed  and  difficult  question  which  the 
Amendment  of  the  noble  Lord  will  not  set- 
tle, but  cause  to  be  agitated  again  through- 
out the  country  in  a  way  which  I  think 
would  be  a  great  misfortune,  I  shall  op- 
pose the  Amendment  before  the  HeB»e« 
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With  respect  to  ft  veiy  great  portion  of  the 
mills  of  this  country  which  otily  work  eleyen 
hours  and  a  half,  the  Amendment  will  make 
no  alteration;  but  with  regard  to  all  those 
mills  which  work  with  shifts  and  relays, 
those  shifts  and  rekys  will  be  put  an  end  to 
by  the  Amendment,  and  that  is  another 
reason  why  this  House  should  reject  it. 

Mr.  ELLIOT  said,  he  wished  to  point 
out  to  the  House  the  difficulties  which  this 
Amendment  would  entail  on  the  mills  that 
were  worked  by  water  power.  By  tying 
these  mills  to  particular  hours  of  the  day, 
they  would  not  be  able  to  compete  any 
longer  with  the  mills  that  were  worked  by 
steam;  and  the  workmen  dependent  on  the 
former  must  be  thrown  out  of  employment. 
In  the  winter  months,  work  could  not  be 
commenced  in  these  niills  until  the  accu- 
mulations of  ice  that  obstructed  the  supply 
of  water  ^were  remored.  These  prepara- 
tions often  took  till  nine  o'clock  in  the 
morning;  and  instead  of  being  bound  down 
to  certain  hours  of  the  day,  the  operatives 
at  present  had  to  work  when  the  circum- 
stances of  the  mill  would  allow  them.  He 
appealed  to  the  House,  therefore,  not  to 
suffer  such  an  injustice  as  this  Amendment 
would  inflict  on  this  class  of  mills. 

Mr.  BROTHERTON  said,  he  had  al- 
Vays  been  favourable  to  any  measures  for 
ameliorating  the  condition  of  the  operatives, 
and  he  conscientiously  believed  that  this 
Bill  would  be  highly  to  their  advantage. 
The  rejection  of  the  Bill  would  carry  dis- 
may to  the  working  classes,  while  it  would 
give  extreme  satisfaction  to  those  employ- 
ers who  had  availed  themselves  of  the 
range  of  fifteen  hours  to  evade  the  opera- 
tion of  this  Bill.  It  was  said  that  the 
House  were  bound  to  carry  out  the  Bill  of 
1847.  But  were  they  contented  with  the 
name  of  the  thing  rather  than  the  reality  ? 
The  present  was  to  all  intents  and  purposes 
a  Ten  Hours  Bill.  If  the  House  rejected 
it,  the  relay  system  would  become  more 
general  than  at  present,  and  the  operatives 
would  be  some  time  before  they  got  an  en- 
actment that  would  be  beneficial  to  them. 
He  should  give  the  present  measure  his 
hearty  support,  and  he  should  therefore 
Vote  against  the  Amendment. 

Mr.  EDWARDS  :  It  is  not  my  wish 
or  intention  again  to  intrude  myself  upon 
the  notice  of  the  House  at  this  hour 
of  the  evening  and  at  this  stage  of  the 
Bill,  having  aJrcady  experienced  so  much 
indulgence ;  and  if  I  were  to  attempt 
to  do  so,  and  to  speak  for  an  hour  upon 
the  question^  I  could  only  reiterate  the 
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sentiments  and  opinions  I  have  sutimitted 
to  the  House  on  previous  occasions. 
There  is  one  point,  however,  which  has 
not  yet  been  mentioned  in  the  debate, 
and  which  I  consider  so  essential,  that  I 
cannot  resist  bringing  it  before  the  House, 
especially  as  I  find  that  hon.  Members  ob 
the  Treasury  Bench  appear  to  be  labouring 
under  an  erroneous  impression.  In  the 
town  which  I  represent,  a  petition  has  beeli 
sent  up  in  favour  of  a  T^n  Hours  Act  from 
every  mill;  I  believe  without  an  exception; 
and  not  one  single  petition  has  emanated 
from  the  manufacturers  themselves  against 
such  an  Act;  and  this  applies  to  many  other 
places  in  Yorkshire.  Before  I  sit  down,  I 
wish  to  say  that  an  earnest  desire  exists 
on  this  side  of  the  House,  to  hear  the  hoti. 
Member  from  Manchester  on  the  subject. 
I  really  can  hardly  understand  how  it  hap- 
pens that  the  hon.  Member^  who  is  osteti- 
sibly  the  organ  of  a  great  party,  and  who 
it  is  generally  supposed  is  at  the  bottom 
of  the  whole  agitation,  should  sit  quietly  ik 
his  place  and  not  give  the  House  the  bene- 
fit of  his  ideas  on  this  important  question. 
Mr.  DISRAELI :  Sir,  I  hope  the  House 
will  permit  me,  notwithstanding  its  anxiety 
for  a  division,  to  offer  a  few  observations 
in  explanation  of  the  vote  I  am  about  to 
give.  Although  I  have  been  in  Parlia- 
ment more  years  than  I  care  to  remember, 
I  have  hitherto  registered  my  vote  on 
this  subject  without  eter  presuibing  to 
address  the  House  upon  it.  I  have  lis- 
tened with  the  interest  which  all  must  feel 
to  the  discussion  which  has  taken  place. 
It  appears  to  me  that  the  question  which 
the  House  is  called  upon  to  decide,  is  really 
one  of  a  simple,  though  of  a  very  serious 
character.  More  than  thirty  years  ago, 
the  hon.  Member  for  Stockport  reminded 
us,  the  working  classes  in  the  north  of 
England  originated  what  is  called  an  agita- 
tion in  favour  of  the  principle  which  we 
recognised  as  law  by  the  Act  of  1847.  Iti 
looking  upon  that  eveiit  with  the  advan- 
tage of  experience,  and  taking  that  gene- 
ral view  of  the  question  which  has  (and 
very  properly)  characterised  the  present 
discussion,  I  perceive  in  that  movement  of 
thirty  years  ago  what  may  fairly  be  de- 
scribed as  the  conviction  of  an  overworked 
population.  And  I  think  it  is  a  subject 
of  much  gratification  when  we  remember 
that  in  this  country  a  large  portion  of  the 
community,  finding  themselves  in  such  a 
position,  had  not  recourse  to  those  arts 
and  means  which  generally  distinguish  a 
population  under  sneh  oircnmstances;  that 
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they  did  not  attempt  to  find  relief  in  con- 
spiracy or  combination,  but  that  thirty 
years  ago,  when  the  means  of  education 
among  the  working  classes  were  more 
limited  than  at  present — when  the  politi- 
cal instruction  which  pervaded  that  order 
of  society  was  less  than  it  is  now,  they 
still  had  confidence  in  the  Parliament  of 
their  country,  and  in  an  appeal  to  that 
Parliament  sought  relief  from  the  sufier- 
ings  which  they  experienced.  Thirty  years 
hare  elapsed,  according  to  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Stockport,  who 
has  accurately  reminded  us  of  the  dates; 
but  it  was  not  until  1847  that  you  recog- 
nised the  authenticity  of  their  convictions, 
and  that  a  legislative  enactment  sanctioned 
the  instincts  of  the  working  community.  I 
am  not  surprised  that  so  great  an  interval 
should  have  occurred  between  the  expres- 
sion of  the  popular  will  and  the  act  of  the 
Legislature;  for  the  Legislature  has  been 
at  all  times  unwilling  to  interfere  with  re- 
gard to  labour,  and  statesmen  and  senates 
have  been  appalled  at  the  idea  of  placing 
any  check  on  the  powers  of  production.  I 
can,  therefore.  Sir,  easily  understand  that 
it  was  only  after  much  deliberation — after 
anxious  doubts  and  hesitation — after  a 
thorough  acquaintance  with  the  wants  and 
feelings  of  the  population,  that  the  Parlia- 
ment of  this  country  sanctioned  the  princi- 
ple which  the  working  people  of  this  coun- 
try had  long  desired  to  see  embodied  in  the 
law.  We  all  remember  the  predictions 
which  were  made  at  the  time  of  the  legis- 
lative interference  with  regard  to  children. 
It  was  acknowledged  to  be  a  great  ex- 
periment. Has  it  failed  ?  One  would 
suppose,  from  the  position  in  which  we 
are  now  placed,  that,  although  we  might 
then  have  been  justified  in  the  course 
we  took,  yet  that  experience  had  con- 
vinced the  House  of  Commons  and  the 
country  that  they  committed  a  great  error. 
But  there  is  something  yet  more  strange. 
It  is.  Sir,  at  a  moment  when  the  class  with 
which  that  labouring  population  is  imme- 
diately connected,  is,  according  to  its  own 
account,  most  prosperous — at  a  time  when, 
as  they  state,  the  condition  of  the  opera- 
tives is  morally  and  physically  so  much  im- 
proved— that  we  are  called  upon  to  retrace 
our  steps — to  annul  our  previous  legisla- 
tion— in  short,  to  admit  that  the  law  was  a 
mistake,  at  a  moment  when  it  is  proclaim- 
ed that  its  consequences  have  been  most 
successful.  Now  there  is  one  circumstance 
connected  with  this  question  which  parti- 
cularlj  demands  the  attention  of  Parliament. 


Long  as  was  the  period  during  which  the 
agitation  existed  which  heralded  this  law« 
notwithstanding  it  passed  through  a  period 
during  which  political  ardour  and  party  pas- 
sions occasionally  produced,  as  they  must 
ever  in  a  free  country  produce,  feelings  of 
the  greatest  possible  excitement — still,  I 
will  not  say  by  a  lucky  accident,  but  rather  a 
happy  providence,  the  factory  question  was 
never  indissolubly  connected  with  the  for- 
tunes of  any  political  party.  And  when, 
in  1847,  that  important  Act  was  passed, 
it  was  proposed  by  a  distinguished  Mem- 
ber on  this  side  of  the  House,  it  was  cor- 
dially supported  by  the  Prime  Minister  of 
the  country,  in  opposition  to  the  opinions 
of  many  of  his  political  supporters,  and  it 
was  passed,  if  not  with  the  concurrence  of 
all  parties,  in  a  manner  which  convinced 
the  people  of  this  country  generaUy  that 
it  was  the  result  of  an  unimpassioned  be- 
lief, and  not  of  any  party  combination. 
Well,  this  Act  having  been,  as  it  is  ad- 
mitted, most  successful,  proved  by  expe- 
rience that  its  consequences  have  been  con- 
comitant with  the  greatest  commercial  pros- 
perity, with  not  only  the  maintenance,  but 
the  increase  of  wages  amongst  the  labour- 
ing classes,  with  not  only  the  maintenance, 
but  the  increase  of  exported  commodities 
to  those  markets  where  we  have  been  told 
the  demand  for  those  commodities  would 
be  most  materially  injured  by  the  adoption 
of  the  law,  without  any  complaint  against 
the  action  of  this  law,  by  a  strange  com- 
bination of  circumstances  we  are  now  called 
on  to  give  a  verdict  on  its  character.  What 
I  want  to  know  is  this — what  is  the  reason 
that,  after  so  prolonged  an  agitation,  and 
after  such  an  elaborate  and  calm  discus- 
sion. Parliament  three  years  ago  having 
passed  the  Ten  Hours  Act;  we  should 
now,  in  1850,  be  called  upon  to  repeal 
and  abrogate  it?  If,  indeed,  the  conse- 
quences that  were  predicted  from  the  pass- 
ing of  this  Act  had  occurred,  I  could  under- 
stand our  position.  If  the  hon.  Members  for 
Manchester  and  the  great  towns  of  the 
north  were  to  come  forward  and  say  that 
their  mills  were  stopped  because  they  could 
no  longer  afford  to  export  to  those  foreign 
markets,  which  they  have  always  said  were 
their  most  important  markets — ^if  they 
came  forward  and  said  that  the  working 
classes  were  now  discontented  with  the 
Bill,  by  reason  of  the  want  of  employment 
and  diminished  wages  to  which  they  were 
subject — if  they  came  forward  and  gave  so 
gloomy  a  picture  of  the  state  of  society  in 
which  they  mix,  and  of  which  many  of 
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them  are  the  leaders,  I  can  comprehend, 
not  that  we  should  hastily,  precipitately, 
without  due  cause,  repeal  the  law  which 
we  had  enacted — but  I  could  understand 
why  this  House  should  seriously,  calmly, 
and  specially  examine  their  complaints; 
and  if  you  were  conyinced  that  this  law 
was  the  cause  of  their  adversity,  you 
should  not  be  ashamed  to  repeal  that  which 
you  have  already  passed.  I  can  equally 
understand  that,  under  such  circum- 
stances, the  Minister  of  this  country 
would  be  only  doing  his  duty  if  he  came 
forward  and  confessed  an  error  of  judg- 
ment, when,  in  1847,  he  had  lent  the  high 
sanction  of  his  justly  great  name  to  this 
law.  But  are  we  in  this  position — have 
any  of  these  circumstances  occurred  ?  Not 
the  least  of  them.  Night  after  night, 
whenever  a  fitting  opportunity  happens. 
Gentlemen  opposite,  who  are  connected 
with  the  Ministry,  tell  us  that  this  country 
was  never  in  such  a  flourishing  condition. 
Night  after  night  Gentlemen  who  represent 
the  great  towns  of  the  north  re-echo  their 
assertions.  Night  after  night  we  are  as- 
sured that  the  working  classes  are  in  the 
enjoyment  of  a  higher  rate  of  wages,  and 
have  a  greater  command  over  the  neces- 
saries of  life  than  they  have  enjoyed  at 
any  former  period.  Were  not  these  tests 
of  our  manufacturing  prosperity  so  many 

? roofs  of  the  wisdom  of  the  Legislature  ? 
'ou  are  agreed  in  the  good  fortune  and 
the  avowed  content  of  the  working  classes 
under  the  legislation  which  exists.  On  what 
principle,  then,  do  you  come  forward  and 
ask  us  to  repeal  this  important  statute  ? 
But  you  do  not  come  boldly  forward 
and  ask  us  to  repeal  it.  You  cannot 
say  that  you  are  damaged  —  you  cannot 
say  that  the  working  classes  are  injured 
by  the  efiect  of  this  law.  It  is  not  on  any 
ground  so  broad,  upon  any  principle  so 
clear,  that  you  ask  us  to  act.  No,  but 
you  take  advantage  of  a  nisi  prius  ex- 
ception to  a  statute.  Legislating  on  what 
should  influence  the  fruits  of  a  great  in- 
dustry, and  the  reward  of  a  great  work- 
ing community,  instead  of  coming  for- 
ward with  some  intelligible  principle,  you 
take  advantage  of  a  flaw  in  an  Act  of  Par- 
liament, and  are  about  to  deprive  the  peo- 
ple of  the  consequences  of  an  agitation  of 
thirty  years — of  an  Act  of  Parliament  which 
they  struggled  for,  which  was  ratified  by 
the  concurrence  of  the  great  parties  of  the 
State,  and  sealed  by  the  approbation  of 
the  Prime  Minister.  You  are  about  to  rifle 
the  people  of  this  country  of  the  conse- 

YOL.  CXI.    [third  S£BI£S.] 


quences  of  that  agitation,  and  the  legisla* 
tion  which  followed — not  on  the  merits  of 
the  case — ^but  by  acts  which  an  attorney 
would  despise.  The  noble  Lord  who  has 
just  addressed  us,  says  that  it  is  not  the 
Government  who  are  dissatisfied,  it  is  not 
the  Government  who  wish  to  disturb  the 
Act  of  1847.  It  is  the  Member  for  Bath 
(Lord  Ashley)  who  wishes  to  disturb  the 
arrangement  of  1 847.  But  what  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Bath  wanted  was, 
not  that  you  should  interfere  with  the  Act 
of  1847,  but  that  you  should  remedy  the 
Act  of  1844,  That  which  the  factory 
workers  look  upon  as  sacred  is  the  Act  of 
1847.  I  strip  the  question  of  all  hair 
splittings.  The  working  classes  of  this 
country  imagine  that,  when  they  gained 
the  Act  of  1847,  they  succeeded  in  re- 
stricting the  hours  of  their  labour  to  ten 
hours  a  day.  When  you  tell  them,  in 
consequence  of  an  Act  which  passed  in 
1844,  they  are  virtually  to  be  deprived 
of  the  fruits  of  their  labours,  exemplified 
in  the  Act  of  1847,  you  enter  into  a  my- 
stification whicb  they  cannot  comprehend, 
and  which,  as  clearsighted  men,  they 
do  not  wish  to  understand,  and  they  ask 
you,  will  you  stand  to  the  Act  of  1847  ? 
If  you  do  so,  amend  the  Act  of  1844 ; 
but  if  you  resolve  otherwise — if  you  re- 
solve to  deprive  them  of  the  fruits  of 
their  labours,  let  me  tell  you  that,  while 
you  do  not  satisfy  their  reasons,  you  may 
lose  the  allegiance  of  their  hearts.  It 
does  not  appear  to  me  that  the  ground 
taken  by  the  First  Minister  of  the  Crown 
is  one  which  can  be  admitted  into  this 
discussion.  I  entirely  deny  the  correct- 
ness of  the  position  which  he  takes  up. 
I  think  we  have  nothing  whatever  to  do 
with  the  economical  considerations  involved 
in  the  consideration  of  this  question.  They 
have  been  discussed  in  this  Ilouse,  and  out 
of  this  House.  The  result  to  which  Par- 
liament arrived  may  be  erroneous,  but, 
morally,  we  have  no  right  to  re-enter  that 
domain  of  argument.  It  may  have  been 
most  unwise  and  impolitic — it  is  not  my 
opinion  that  it  was  unwise  or  impolitic — to 
have  passed  the  law  of  1847.  We  are  not 
here  now  to  discuss  whether  the  tendency 
of  our  legislation  is  to  check,  or  not  to 
cheek,  the  power  of  production.  It  is  a 
moral  and  not  an  economical  question, 
which  we  are  now  called  upon  to  decide. 
I  agree  with  the  hon.  Member  for  North 
Warwickshire  that  in  this  question  what 
is  concerned  is  the  lM)nour  of  the  Parlia- 
ment of  England.     I  implore  the  House 
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to  consider  what  is  contained  in  those  mo- 
mentous words.  If  it  is  the  greatest  ca- 
lamity which  can  befall  an  individual  to 
encounter  a  slur  upon  his  faith — if,  under 
the  merited  consciousness  of  such  an  im- 
putation,  his  energy  withered,  and  his  in- 
fluence vanished,  do  you  think  that  the 
^hme  fearful  consequences  are  not  at- 
tendant on  a  perfidious  Parliament,  or  a 
treacherous  nation  ?  The  yoice  of  out- 
raged faith  is  no  respecter  of  persons. 
Jts  cry  cannot  be  stifled  ;  it  will  penetrate 
the  Senate,  and  reach  the  Throne.  We 
have  always  acknowledged  that  the  most 
important  elements  of  Government  were  its 
moral  influences.  The  reason  that  the 
Oovcmment  of  this  country  is  more  power- 
ful than  other  Governments  is,  because  the 
moral  influences  are  those  which  predo* 
minate.  What  you  have  to  decide  to-night 
)8,  whether  you  will  taint  this  fountain  of 
security,  whether  you  can  govern  millions 
pf  freemen,  except  upon  the  principles  of 
justice,  benevolence,  and  truth.  I  ask 
you,  the  House  of  Commons,  you  who  are 
always  so  prompt  on  all  occasions  to  main- 
tain faith  with  the  public  creditor  at  all 
costs,  and  to  vindicate  the  honour  of  the 
country  with  foreign  nations  at  all  hazards, 
whether  you  are  prepared,  by  opposing  the 
Motion  of  ray  noble  Friend  the  Member 
for  Colchester,  to  make  an  exception  in 
the  brightness  of  your  course,  and,  above 
all,  to  make  that  exception  against  the 
trusting  and  trustworthy  working  classes 
of  the  community  ? 

Question  put,  **  That  the  words  proposed 
to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  Bill." 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  181  ;  Noes 
142:  Majority  39. 

List  of  the  Ayes. 


Abdf ,  Sir  T.  N. 
Adair,  R.  A.  S. 
Alcock,  T. 
Anson,  hon.  Col. 
Arundel    and    Surrey, 

Earl  of 
Bagshaw,  J. 
Baincs,  rt.  hon.  M.  T. 
Baring,  II.  B. 
Baring,  rt.  hn.  Sir  F.  T. 
Barnard,  E.  G. 
Bass,  M.  T. 
Berkeley,  A  dm. 
Berkeley,  hon.  11.  F. 
Berkeley,  C.  L.  G. 
Birch,  Sir  T.  B. 
Blackall,  S.  W. 
Boyle,  hon.  Col. 
Bright,  J. 
Bivckhhvtnt,  J. 


Brotherton,  J. 
Brown,  W. 
Browne,  R.  D. 
Burke,  Sir  T.  J. 
Carter,  J.  B. 
Cavendish,  W.  G. 
Childers,  J.  W. 
Clay,  J. 
Clay,  Sir  W. 
Clifford,  H.  M. 
Cockburn,  A.  J.  E. 
Coke,  hon.  E.  K. 
Colebrooke,  Sir  T.  E. 
Collins.  W. 
Corbally,  M.  E. 
Cowpcr,  hon.  W.  F. 
Craig,  Sir  W.  G. 
Crowd  or,  R.  B. 
Dalrymplo,  Capt. 
Davie,  Sir  U.  R.  F. 


Devereux,  J.  T. 
Duke,  Sir  J. 
Duncan,  Visct. 
Dundas,  Adra. 
Ebrington,  Visot. 
Egerton,  W.  T. 
Ellis,  J. 

Elliot,  hon.  J.  £. 
Enfield,  Visct. 
Evans,  J. 
Evans,  W. 
Ewart,  W. 
Fagan,  W. 
Ferguson,  Sir  R.  A. 
FitzPatrick,rt.  hn.J.W. 
Foley,  J.  H.  H. 
Fordyce,  A.  D. 
Forster,  M. 
Fortescue,  0. 
Freestun,  Col. 
Gibson,  rt.  hon.  T.  M. 
Gladstone,  rt.hon.W.£. 
Goulburn,  rt.  hon.  H. 
Grace,  0.  D.  J. 
Greene,  J. 
Grenfell,  C.  P. 
GrenfeU,  C.  W. 
Grey,  rt.  hon.  Sir  G. 
Grey,  R.  W. 
Uall,  Sir  B. 
Hanmer,  Sir  J. 
Hardcastle,  J.  A. 
Harris,  R. 
Hastie,  A. 
Hatchell.  J, 
Ilawes,  B. 

Ilayter,  rt.  hon.  W.  6. 
Headlam,  T.  E. 
Heathcote,  G.  J. 
Hencage.  G.  H.  W, 
Heywood,  J. 
Ileyworth,  L. 
Hobhouse,  rt.  hon.  Sir  J. 
Hobhouse,  T.  B. 
Hodges,  T.  L. 
Howard,  Lord  E. 
Howard,  hon.  C.  W.  G. 
Hughes,  W.  B. 
Hume,  J. 
Humphery,  Aid. 
Uutchins,  £.  J. 
Hutt,  W. 
Jermyn,  Earl 
Jervis,  Sir  J. 
Johnstone,  Sir  J. 
King,  hon.  P.  J.  L. 
Labouchere,  rt.  hon.  H. 
Lacy,  U.  C. 
Langston,  J.  H. 
LasccUes,  hon.  W.  S. 
Legh,  G.  C. 
Lcnnard,  T.  B. 
Lewis,  rt.  hon.  Sir  T.  F. 
Lewis,  G.  C. 
Lindsay,  hon.  Col. 
Lookhart.  A.  E. 
Maukie,  J. 
M  iniiaghtcn,  Sir  E. 
M'Grcgor,  J. 
M'Tuggart,  Sir  J. 
Magan,  W.  H. 
Mahon,  Visct. 
Marshall,  J.  G. 


Marshall,  W. 
Martin,  J. 
Matheson,  Col. 
Maule,  rt.  hon.  P. 
Melgund,  Visct. 
Mitchell,  T.  A. 
Motfatt,  G. 
Monsell,  W. 
Moody,  C.  A. 
Mostyn,  hon.  E.  M.  L. 
Mulgrave,  "Bwl  of 
Mure,  Col. 
Norreys,  Lord 
Norreys,  Sir  D.  J, 
O'Brien,  J. 
O'ConneU,  M. 
O'Connell,  M.  J. 
Ogle,  S.  C.  H. 
Paget,  Lord  A. 
Palmerston,  Vi»ct. 
Parker,  J. 
Patten,  J.  W. 
Peel,  F. 

Pelham,  hon.  D.  A. 
Perfect,  R. 
Price,  Sir  R. 
Pusey,  P. 
Rawdon,  Col. 
Rich.  H. 
Roche,  E.  B. 
Romilly,  CoL 
Romilly,  Sir  J. 
Russell,  Lord  J, 
RusseU,  F.  C.  II. 
Seymer,  H.  K. 
Seymour,  Lord 
Sheil,  rt.  hon.  R.  L. 
Simeon,  J. 
Smith,  J.  A. 
Smith,  M.  T. 
Smith,  J.  B. 
Somers,  J.  P. 
Somerville.rt.hon.Sip'W. 
Spearman,  H.  J. 
Stansfield.W.  R,  C 
Stanton,  W.  H. 
Stuart,  Lord  D. 
Talbot,  C.  R.  M. 
Talbot,  J.  H. 
Tcnison,  £.  K. 
Thicknesse,  R,  A. 
Thorncly,  T. 
Tollemache,  hon.  F.  J. 
Towneley,  J. 
Townley,  R.  G. 
Townshend,  Capt. 
Traill,  G. 
TufnoU,  II. 
Vcrney,  Sir  H. 
Villiers,  Visct. 
Villiera,  hon.  0. 
Wall,  C.  B. 
Watkins,  Col.  L. 
West,  F.  R. 
Westhead,  J.*  P.  B. 
Wilson,  J. 

Wood,  rt.  hon.  Sir  C. 
Wood,  W.  P. 
Wyvill.  M. 

TELLKRB. 

Hill,  Lord  M. 
Bellew,  R.  M. 
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List  of 

Alexander,  N. 

Anstey,  T.  C. 

ArchdaJU  Oapt  M. 

Arkwright,  G. 

Baggo,  W. 

Baillie,  II.  J. 

Baldock,  E.  II. 

Baldwin,  C.  B. 

Bankos,  G. 

Baring,  T. 

Bateson,  T. 

Bcntinck,  Lord  II 

Best.  J. 

Blackstone,  W.  S. 

Blair,  S. 

Boldero,  H.  G. 

Booth,  Sir  R.  G, 

Boyd,  J. 

Bremridge,  R. 

Broadley,  II. 

Brookman,  £.  D. 

Bromley,  R. 

Brooke,  Sir  A.  B. 

Bunbury,  W.  M. 

Burroughes,  H.  N. 

Cabbell,  B.  B. 

Cayley,  E.  S. 

Chatterton,  Col. 

Chichester,  Lord  J.  L. 

Oobbold,  J.  C. 
Cochrane,  A.D.R.W.B. 

Codrington,  Sir  W. 

Conolly,  T. 
Crawford,  W.  S, 
Cubitt,  W, 
Dayiei,  D.  A.  S. 
Denison,  £. 

D'Eynoourt,  rt.  hn.  C.T. 
Dick,  Q. 
Disraeli,  B. 
Dod,  J.  W. 
Duncan,  G. 
Dunouft,  J. 
Dundas,  G. 
Dunne,  Col. 
Du  Pre,  C.  G. 
Edwards,  II. 
Egerton,  Sir  P. 
Farnham,  E.  B. 
Farrer,  J. 
Floyer,  J. 
Forbes,  W. 

Forester,  hon.  O.  C.,W. 
Fox,  W.  J. 
Fuller,  E.  E. 
Galway,  Visct. 
Gaakell,  J.  M. 
Goddard,  A.  L. 
Gooch,  £.  S. 
Gore,  W.  R.  0. 
Granby,  Maro.  of 
Granger,  T.  Cf, 
Greenall,  G. 
Grogan,  E. 
Gwyn,  H. 
Ilalford,  Sir  H. 
Ilalsey,  T.  P. 
Hamilton,  G.  A. 
Heald,  J. 
Herbert,  H.  A. 
4Ierrie8y  rt.  hon.  J.  0, 


the  Noes. 

Hildyard,  R.  C. 

Hildyard,  T.  B.  T. 

HiU,  Lord  E, 

Hood,  Sir  A, 

Hornby,  J. 

Hudson,  G. 

JolUffe,  Sir  W.  G.  H. 

Jones,  Capt. 

Kerrison,  Sir  £, 

Knight,  F.  W. 

Knightlcy,  Sir  C. 

Law,  hon.  C.  E. 

Lennox,  Lord  A.  G. 

Lennox,  Lord  H.  G. 

Lowther,  hon.  Col. 

Meagher,  T. 
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Beresford,  W.  Mackenzie,  W.  F. 

Bill  to  be  read  3°  on  Monday  next. 

METROPOLITAN  INTERMENTS  BILL, 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Clauses  from  54  to  63  were  agreed  to. 

Clause  64. 

Mr.  law  HODGES  begged  to  subatU 

tute  the  following  : — 

"And  be  it  enaoted,  that  the  said  board  shall  from 
time  to  time  be  assessed  or  rated  to  all  countj, 
parochial,  or  other  local  rates,  for  or  in  respect  of 
any  burial  ground  provided  under  this  Act,  and 
any  building  or  place  of  burial  therein,  or  other 
lands  acquired  by  them  for  the  purposes  of  this 
Act,  in  suoh  and  the  same  proportion  as,  but  not 
at  any  higher  value  or  improved  rate  than  other 
lands  lying  near  or  adjacent  thereto,  are  or  shall« 
for  the  time  being,  be  rated  at,  and  as  the  lands  to 
be  so  required  and  taken  by  the  said  board,  would 
have  been  assessable  or  rateable  in  case  the  same 
lands  had  continued  in  their  former  state,  and  had 
not  been  acquired  and  used  by  the  said  board  for 
the  purposes  of  this  Act." 

Sir  G.  grey  had  no  objection  to  the 
provisions,  as  he  found  thej  were  inserted 
m  most  Cemeterj  Acts. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

The  remaining  Clauses  agreed  to,  as 
were  also  the  schedules. 

Mr.  lacy  rose,  pursuant  to  notice,  to 
move  the  addition  of  three  clauses :  the 
first,  giving  power  to  overseers  to  chargo 
in  their  accounts  the  costs  they  maj  incur 
for  the  conveyance  of  the  corpses  of  paupers 
Syin^  within  their  parishes  to  any  cemetery 
appomtcd  under  this  Act.  The  sccoqa 
gave  power  to  the  Board  of  Health  to  enter 
into  any  contract  with  any  railway  company 
for  the  carrying  out  of  corpses  in  properly 
constructed  carriages  to  cemeteries;  and  the 
third  giving  power  to  directors  of  railway 
companies  to  make  such  contracts,  and  mak- 
ing the  contracts  bindingon  future  directors. 

Mr.  BAINES  said,  he  would  effect  the 
object  of  the  first  clause,  by  introducing  it 
few  words  on  the  bringing  up  of  the  report. 

Lord  D.  STUART  said,  ho  wished  to 
make  an  attempt  to  obtain  from  Govern- 
ment information  as  to  the  mode  intended 
to  be  adopted  for  the  removal  of  corpses. 
If  they  allowed  corpses  to  bo  carried  by 
water  they  might  propagate  disease  and 
contagion,  for  it  had  been  observed  that 
the  cholera  and  infectious  diseases  followed 
the  courses  of  rivers.  He  hoped  Govern- 
ment would  state  the  general  mode  to  be 
followed  of  removing  bodies  from  the  me- 
tropolis. He  suggested  that  the  duty  on 
horses  should  not  be  charged  in  respect  of 
horses  used  by  undertakers. 

Sir  G.  grey  said,  he  could  give  no 
2T2 
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opinion  as  to  tbo  post-horse  duty.  With 
regard  to  the  question  of  his  noble  Friend, 
the  conveyance  of  the  corpses  would  be  in- 
cluded in  the  contract;  but  he  could  not 
say  whether  the  corpses  would  be  all  car- 
ried by  water.  There  was  at  present  no 
prescribed  mode.  He  had  no  doubt  that 
the  clause  proposed  would  facilitate  the 
cheap  carriage  of  bodies  to  the  cemeteries, 
and  he  felt  no  objection  to  it  or  the  similar 
clause  moved  by  the  hon.  Member. 

Mr.  D'EYNOOURT  asked  whether  it 
was  intended  to  have  one  large  cemetery 
for  London,  or  several  ? 

Sir  G.  GREY  said,  it  would  be  clearly 
impossible  to  have  one  cemetery  for  the 
whole  of  the  metropolis.  As  yet  there  had 
been  no  selection  of  cemeteries.  It  was 
an  open  question  to  be  dec  ded  by  the 
board  when  constituted,  but  it  was  under- 
stood that  the  existing  cemeteries  would 
be  made  available  for  the  purposes  of  the 
Act  as  far  as  possible. 

Colonel  SIBTHORP  said,  ho  wished 
to  know  whether  there  was  to  be  a  separate 
cemetery  for  Her  Majesty's  Government ; 
and  if  that  cemetery  was  to  be  paid  for 
out  of  the  public  purse  ? 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Mr.  law  HODGES  proposed  a  clause 
authorising  the  board  to  pay  compensation 
to  owners  and  occupiers  of  land  near  or  ad- 
joining to  lands  taken,  in  the  manner  pro- 
yided  by  the  Lands  Clauses  Consolidation 
Act. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  objected 
to  the  clause,  as,  if  it  were  adopted,  owners 
at  a  distance  from  the  lands  taken  might 
consider  themselves  aggrieved,  and  demand 
compensation. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  put,  **  That 
the  Clause  be  read  the  First  Time." 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  19; 
Koes  180:  Majority  161. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  moved 
the  following  Clause  : — 

"  And  be  it  enacted,  that  the  salary  of  the  addi- 
tional member  of  such  board,  to  be  appointed  and 
fixed  as  aforesaid,  shall  not  exceed  the  annual 
sum  of  1,500/.,  and  shall  be  defrayed  out  of  the 
fees  and  sums  received  by  the  said  board  under 
this  Act." 

Major  BERESFORD  thought  1,200?. 
a  sufficient  salary  for  the  new  officer. 

Sir  B.  HALL  believed  that  the  office 
was  to  be  created  only  for  the  purpose  of 
placing  patronage  at  the  disposal  of  the 
Government.  Ministers  had  been  asked 
repeatedly  who  was  to  fill  the  office,  hut 
had  never  answered  the  question.     Hon. 


Members  could  draw  their  own  conclusions 
from  that  circumstance. 

Sir  G.  grey  thought  it  unreasonablo 
to  expect  that  the  Bill  could  be  carried 
into  effect  without  the  assistance  of  ano- 
ther paid  officer,  there  being  at  present 
only  one. 

Mr.  Alderman  SIDNEY  said,  that  the 
taxpayers  would  not  like  the  additional 
burden  thrown  upon  them  by  the  Bill.  He 
should  move  that  the  salary  be  only  1 ,000^. 
a  year. 

Lord  ASHLEY  assured  the  Committee 
that  the  charge  made  against  the  Govern- 
ment of  seeking  patronage  under  this  Bill 
was  unfounded.  The  proposition  which  the 
Board  of  Health  originally  submitted  to 
the  Government  was,  that  a  distinct  Com- 
mission to  consist  of  four  paid  members, 
should  be  established.  The  Government 
said,  they  were  unwilling  to  extend  the 
number  of  paid  Commissioners,  and  ex- 
pressed a  hope  that  the  Board  of  Health, 
with  some  assistance,  would  be  able  to 
discharge  the  functions  the  Bill  would  im- 
pose upon  them.  An  idea,  he  understood, 
prevailed,  that  the  office  of  paid  member 
of  the  board  was  destined  for  him.  The 
notion  was  completely  unfounded.  It  was 
his  happiness  to  have  served  the  public 
without  remuneration,  and  it  was  his  inten- 
tion to  continue  in  that  course  so  long  as 
he  was  allowed  to  do  so.  His  experience 
of  the  working  of  the  board  satisfied  him 
that  additional  assistance  was  necessary. 
It  was  impossible  the  board  could  go  on 
with  its  present  staff,  even  if  no  additional 
duties  should  be  thrown  upon  it. 

Major  BERESFORD  did  not  dispute 
the  necessity  of  appointing  another  paid 
member  to  the  board;  he  merely  objected 
to  the  amount  of  salary  proposed  to  be 
given  him. 

Colonel  SIBTHORP  said,  that  a  salary 
of  1,000^.  was  enough,  and  more  than 
enough,  in  these  times. 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL  said,  he  could  not 
state  who  was  to  fill  the  office,  because  he 
did  not  at  present  know.  As  to  the 
salary,  he  would  not  object  to  fix  it  at  the 
sum  suggested  by  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  North  Essex — namely,  1,200?. 

Viscount  GALWA Y  thought  the  House 
ought  to  act  consistently  with  respect  to 
salaries.  It  had  recently  been  determined 
that  a  dean  should  receive  no  more  than 
1.000?.  a  year.  Surely  that  which  we 
thought  enough  for  a  dean  ought  to  satisfy 
a  member  of  the  Board  of  Health. 

Colonel  SIBTHORP  would  support  tlie 
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hoD.  Alderman  if  he  divided.  It  had  been 
considered  the  other  evening  that  1,000/. 
a  year  was  enough  for  a  dean,  who  was  to 
superintend  the  living;  and  if  so,  1,000/. 
a  year  was  enough  for  a  commissioner  to 
superintend  the  dead. 

The  Amendment  proposed  by  Mr.  Al- 
derman Sidney  was  withdrawn,  the  words 
•*  twelve  hundred  pounds"  were  inserted, 
and  the  clause,  so  amended,  agreed  to. 

Sir  £.  HALL  then  moved  the  following 

Clause : — 

"That  no  compensation  shall  be  awarded  to 
incumbents,  clerks,  or  sextons  for  the  loss  of  any 
fees  for  the  burial  of  persons  who  may  have  been 
brought  for  interment  from  other  parishes/' 

It  was  known  that  certain  days  were  set 
apart  for  funerals  of  paupers,  who  were 
crammed  into  a  pit  together,  one  funeral 
service  read  in  the  plural  number,  and  a 
fee  demanded  for  each  interment  separate- 
ly, as  if  there  was  a  separate  service  over 
each.  This  was  a  most  indecent  and  dis- 
graceful proceeding.  In  St.  Giles *s-in-the- 
Fields  there  were  360  fees  charged  for  the 
burial  of  that  number  of  paupers  in  1847, 
and  only  about  100  services  read,  being 
about  one  service  to  3|  bodies.  In  1848 
there  were  426  fees,  and  only  104  services, 
being  about  4^  bodies  to  each  service.  In 
1849  there  were  482  fees  for  only  about 
120  services  performed.  He  believed  that 
St.  Giles's  was  not  the  only  instance  in 
the  metropolis  where  this  abominable  con- 
duct was  pursued  by  the  clergyman;  and 
he  thought  care  ought  to  be  taken  in  pass- 
ing a  compensation  clause.  There  were 
interred  in  St.  Giles's  burying  ground  a 
much  larger  number  of  bodies  than  the 
number  of  persons  who  died  in  the  parish. 
The  rector  charged  4*.  for  the  burial  of 
each  pauper,  though  five  or  six  of  them 
were  put  in  one  grave,  and  the  clerical  sex- 
ton read  one  service  over  them. 

Lord  ASHLEY  begged  to  state,  that 
in  consequence  of  what  passed  on  a  former 
occasion  the  Board  of  Health  had  directed 
one  of  their  inspectors  to  examine  the 
state  of  things  in  this  burial  ground,  and 
make  a  report  upon  it;  his  report  was  now 
ready,  and  would  be  immediately  present- 
ed. The  result  was  this:  that  the  burial 
ground  was  constructed  under  an  Act  of 
Parliament  passed  in  1803,  which  not  only 
gave  power  for  the  construction  of  the  bu- 
rial ground,  but  regulated  the  fees,  and 
gave  permission  to  inter  non-residents; 
tliat  the  Rev.  Mr.  Tyler  found  the  custom 
prevailing  when  he  became  rector  in  1826, 
and  conformed  to  the  custom;  but  so  far 


from  being  anxious  to  exaggerate  the  fees^ 
the  fees  had  been  reduced  since  he  took 
the  incumbency,  at  his  instance,  with  the 
consent  of  the  vestry.  It  was  stated  that 
the  rector's  fee  was  9s,  6d,  for  the  inter- 
ment of  each  pauper,  but  only  45.  of  that 
went  to  the  rector;  the  rest  went  in  what 
was  called  the  churchwarden's  fee,  and  to 
the  clerk  and  sexton.  Other  matters  had 
been  stated  with  which  the  report  would  be 
found  to  deal.  It  was  said  that  the  Rev. 
Mr.  Tyler  praised  the  condition  of  the 
graveyard  in  1842,  and  afterwards  it  was 
found  in  a  bad  condition.  The  evidence 
was  given  in  1842,  and  the  statement  upon 
which  the  charge  was   made  related    to 

1846,  and  was  examined  and  refuted  in 

1847.  It  was  not  to  be  denied  that  the 
system  of  pauper  funerals  was  not  such  as 
any  one  could  wish;  but  he  (Lord  Ashley) 
sincerely  hoped  that  a  remedy  would  be 
applied.  If  there  could  be  any  doubt  of 
the  necessity  of  such  a  measure  as  that 
now  introduced,  it  must  be  removed  by  the 
state  of  the  graveyards  under  the  control 
of  the  parishes.  The  rector  was  not  the 
chargeable  party.  This  graveyard  was 
under  the  management  of  trustees,  of 
whom  he  was  only  one,  and  taking  no  more 
part  than  occasionally  to  interpose  and 
correct  where  he  had  the  power.  The 
rector  had  not  been  cognisant  of  many  of 
the  misdeeds  referred  to;  but  no  doubt  a 
system  had  prevailed  which  was  excessively 
disgusting,  and  which  it  was  to  be  hoped 
would  cease  after  this  Bill  became  law. 
He  (Lord  Ashley)  trusted  that  then  the 
pauper  would  receive  decent  and  proper 
interment. 

Mr.  ROUNDELL  PALMER  was  per- 
suaded  that  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member 
for  Marylebone  totally  misunderstood  the 
ground  on  which  these  fees  for  interments 
were  taken.  The  hon.  Member  must  be 
totally  ignorant  of  the  mode  of  performing 
all  the  sei*vices  and  offices  of  the  Church 
of  England  under  circumstances  in  which 
more  than  one  body  was  to  be  buried  iu 
the  same  place  at  the  same  time,  if  he 
thought  it  the  duty  of  the  clergyman  to 
read  the  sevvice  more  than  once.  The 
service  was  adapted  to  be  read  with  the 
substitution  of  the  plural  for  the  singular. 
So  with  regard  to  baptisms,  marriages, 
and  all  the  ser\'ices  of  the  Church;  and 
tlie  foes  were  to  be  paid  to  the  clergyman, 
not  for  reading  the  service,  but  for  per- 
forming his  office  according  to  the  custom 
and  manner  of  the  Church.  Therefore, 
the  hon.  BaroQct  complained  oC  the  lav 
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Imd  tiniversal  custom  of  the  Church,  in 
which  there  was  neither  impropriety  nor 
indecency  in  reading  one  service  when 
there  was  more  than  one  body,  if  otherwise 
the  funerals  were  conducted  in  a  proper 
and  decent  manner.  He  had  heard  with 
great  pain  an  attack  made  in  a  very  unkind 
and  unfair  spirit  on  a  gentleman  who  had 
discharged  the  important  duties  of  his 
office  in  a  laborious,  pious,  exemplary,  and 
most  successful  manner,  and  who  was 
spoken  of  by  the  poor  and  rich  through 
his  parish  in  terms  of  the  highest  respect, 
veneration,  and  affection. 

Sir  B.  hall  said,  that  if  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Plymouth  had  laid 
down  the  law  correctly,  the  rev.  gentle- 
man had  taken  the  most  convenient  way  of 
discharging  his  duties.  But  he  only  al- 
lowed two  days  in  the  week  for  the  inter- 
ment of  paupers.  It  was  said  that  the 
reverend  gentleman  was  not  responsible 
for  what  was  done,  and  that  the  whole  was 
conducted  under  a  board  of  trustees.  In 
order  to  show  how  far  the  reverend  gentle- 
man was  responsible,  he  should  refer  to  a 
resolution  of  the  joint  vestry  of  Holbom, 
which  declared  that,  in  the  event  of  pro- 
ceedings being  taken  by  the  Board  of 
Health  against  the  churchwardens,  their 
solicitor  should  be  instructed  to  defend  the 
churchwardens,  and  take  such  steps  as 
counsel  might  advise.  The  rector  of  St. 
Giles  was  in  the  chair,  and  signed  that  re- 
solution. The  evidence  he  (Sir  B.  Hall) 
had  cited  the  other  day  was  given  by  most 
respectable  people;  and  it  would  be  a  very 
great  satisfaction  to  himself,  if  he  found 
the  report  to  be  laid  on  the  table  could  re- 
fute that  evidence,  which  showed  the  state 
of  matters  to  be  most  disgraceful. 

Mr.  GOULBURN  thought  that  what 
had  fallen  from  the  hon.  Baronet  was  only 
a  proof  of  the  facility  with  which  he  could 
make  charges  against  a  reverend  gentle- 
man whose  character  ought  to  protect  him 
against  imputation  from  any  one,  at  least, 
who  knew  him.  The  hon.  Baronet,  he 
presumed,  did  not  know  that  reverend  gen- 
tleman. The  hon.  Baronet  argued  that 
the  clergyman  was  responsible  in  these 
matters,  because  he  signed  a  resolution 
against  the  interference  of  the  Board  of 
Health.  But  the  clergyman  was  chairman 
of  the  meeting  of  vestry  by  law;  although 
he  had  been  in  a  minority  of  one  he  would 
have  signed  that  document;  and  he  was  as 
little  responsible  for  the  resolution  of  the 
body  over  which  he  presided  as  the  Speaker 
for  A  decision  of  that  Hotlsc,    T\\e  ^xlObCiV 


of  the  hon.  Baronet  had  given  the  Reyerend 
Mr.  Tyler  the  satisfaction  of  receiving 
from  the  persons  best  acquainted  with  the 
affiairs  of  the  parish  an  address,  which  was 
presented  yesterday,  expressing  in  the 
most  gratifying  terms  their  sense  of  his 
kindness,  and  of  the  mode  in  which  his 
duties  were  discharged,  and  adding  that 
they  represented  the  general  opinion  enter- 
tained by  all  who  had  observed  his  conduct 
during  the  twenty  years  of  his  ministra- 
tion in  that  parish.  He  might,  then,  fairlj 
endure  the  imputations  which,  in  ignorance 
of  the  facts,  the  hon.  Baronet  had  thought 
it  necessary  to  bring  against  him. 

Captain  BOLDERO  had  seen  twenty 
or  thirty  couples  married  at  the  same 
time  a  few  days  ago,  and  suggested  that 
an  alteration  should  bo  made  in  the  fees 
for  marriages  as  well  as  for  burials. 

Amendment  negatived. 

House  resumed. 

Bill  reported;  as  amended,  to  be  consid- 
ered on  Monday  next. 

The  House  adjourned  at  One  o'clock  till 
Monday  next. 
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STRANGER  IN  THE  PEERESSES' 
GALLERY. 

Lord  BROUGHAM  :  My  Lord?,  I  am 
sorry  to  have  to  address  your  Lordships 
on  such  a  subject,  but  I  have  give  notice 
to  the  party  on  whose  conduct  I  am  now 
about  to  make  some  comments,  and  he  re- 
fuses to  comply  with  the  orders  of  the 
House.  I  believe  that  it  is  well  known 
to  your  Lordships  that  no  one  has  any 
right  in  the  gallery  of  the  Peeresses,  save 
Peeresses,  and  unmarried  daughters  of 
Peers,  and  that  any  nobleman  or  gentle- 
man being  there  infringes  on  the  rules  of 
the  House.  There  is  one  gentleman  (the 
Chevalier  Bunsen)  there  now,  and  he  has 
no  right  to  be  there.  K  he  does  not  come 
down,  I  must  move  that  he  is  infringing  the 
rules  of  your  Lordships'  House.  [After  a 
pause,  his  Lordship  continued]  Besides, 
that  gentleman  has  a  place  assigned  to 
him  in  the  House  itself,  and  by  his  pre- 
sence in  the  gallery  he  is  excluding  two 
Peeresses.  I  now  move  that  the  Standing 
Orders  be  enforced  by  your  Lordships' 
officers.  Let  it  not  be  supposed  thai  I 
am  doing  this  discourteously.  I  hare 
V  ^>(^\3L\3[xaX  ^<^wdetiiatL  ftm^le  notice  tbat  \l 
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he  did  not  come  out,  I  would  addresB  the 
House  upon  the  subject. 

[The  Report  of  the  Select  Committee  re- 
lative to  the  appropriation  of  the  galleries  on 
either  side  of  the  House  to  Peeresses,  and 
the  unmarried  daughters  of  Peers,  and  fo- 
reign ladies  of  distinction,  having  been  read, 
the  Gentleman  Usher  of  the  Black  Rod 
was  ordered  to  carrj  the  same  into  effect.] 

AFFAIRS  OF  GREECE. 

.  Lord  STANLEY:*  My  Lords,  I  know 
not  whether,  at  the  moment  at  which  I  rise 
to  address  jour  Lordships  upon  that  most 
grave  and  important  question  which  I  have 
given  notice  of  bringing  under  your  con- 
sideration, the  anticipations  which  the 
noble  Marquess  (the  Marquess  of  Lans- 
downe)  entertained  some  eight  or  ten  days 
ago  have  been  realised  or  not — I  know 
not,  I  say,  whether  at  this  moment  the 
unhappy  differences  which  hare  prevailed 
between  Her  Majesty's  Government  and 
that  of  France  have  been  brought  to  an 
amicable  conclusion,  or  whether  points  of 
difference  still  remain  unsettled;  but  1  am 
sure  1  speak  sincerely  when  I  say,  if  they 
do  so  remain  unsettled,  I  hope  and  trust 
they  will  be  brought  to  a  speedy  and  satis- 
factory conclusion.  But  in  any  case,  whe- 
ther those  anticipations  have  been  realised 
or  not,  I  feel  confident  that  the  noble  Mar- 
quess will  not  think  that  a  sufficient  cause 
for  pressing  upon  me  (as,  undoubtedly,  I 
shall  not  feel  it  a  sufficient  cause  for  ac- 
ceding to  the  request)  a  further  postpone- 
ment of  this  discussion.  Nay,  my  Lords, 
I  may  be  permitted  to  doubt  whether  the 
postponement  which  has  already  taken 
place  may  not  rather  have  had  the  effect 
of  retarding  than  of  accelerating  the  final 
settlement  of  this  question,  which  all  must 
most  eagerly  desire  with  a  view  to  the 
great  interests  of  the  whole  world,  and  to 
ihe  maintenance  of  the  good  understand- 
ing between  the  Governments  of  England 
and  of  France.  In  truth,  important  as 
these  circumstances  are,  vitally  important 
as  everything  must  be  which  touches  the 
amicable  relations  and  cordial  good  under- 
standing between  two  nations  so  powerful 
and  so  intimately  connected  as  England 
and  France,  yet  I  feel  that  this  question, 
great  and  important  as  it  is,  is  rather  an 
incidental,  and,  as  it  were,  a  supplemental 
part  of  the  great  question  which  I  am  de- 
sirous of  bringing  under  your  Lordships* 
consideration — so  much  so  that  I  must  beg 
you  to  remember— for  events  of  a  more 
pressing  nature  are  apt  to  thrust  out  of 


view  those  which  preceded  them — that 
even  before  the  question  of  the  mediation 
or  of  the  good  offices  of  France  was  moot« 
ed,  I  had  intimated  my  intention  of  calling 
your  Lordships'  notice  to  the  proceedings 
of  the  British  Government  and  of  the  Brit^ 
ish  Minister  with  respect  to  Greece,  and 
that  that  separate  and  distinct  Motion  waii 
only  postponed  at  the  request  of  the  noble 
Marquess,  grounded  on  that  interventioUj^ 
which  it  was  then  hoped  would  lead  to  a 
speedy  and  amicable  settlement  of  these 
matters,  but  which  now  appears  unfortn- 
nately  to  have  led  only  to  fresh  and  increas-* 
ing  Complications. 

It  is  far  from  my  wish  to  drag  yom* 
Lordships  through  the  weary  waste  of  pa- 
pers which  now  lies  on  your  table,  or  to 
give  your  Lordships  one  twentieth  part  of 
the  labour  which  I  have  undergone  in 
sifting  and  examining  the  substantial  me<« 
rits  of  this  case.  My  Lords,  I  can  only* 
say  that  I  have  risen  from  the  perusal  of 
those  papers  with  regret  and  shame  fof 
the  part  which  my  country  has  played,  t' 
have  risen,  not  with  a  conviction  with  what 
little  wisdom  the  affairs  of  this  world  ard 
administered,  but  rather  with  what  a  pro** 
digality  of  folly,  with  what  a  lavish  ezpen^ 
diture  of  misdirected  ingenuity,  unneces- 
sary  complications  have  been  accumulated, 
unnecessary  difficulties  have  been  raised, 
trifles  in  themselves  elevated  into  mutters 
of  importance,  and  the  affairs  of  the  world 
literally  not  permitted  to  adjust  and  rega<« 
late  themselves. 

Before  I  proceed  to  address  your  Lord- 
ships on  the  specific  question  before  the 
House,  I  must  be  permitted  to  call  youif 
attention  to  the  preliminary  part  of  the  re- 
solution which  I  am  about  to  submit  to 
you,  because  I  understand  that  to  the 
wording  of  that  preliminary  part,  some  ex-< 
ception  has  been  taken.  That  to  which  I 
am  primarily  desirous  of  calling  your  atten- 
tion is  not  whether  the  misunderstanding 
which  prevailed  between  France  and  Eng- 
land with  regard  to  the  affairs  of  Greece, 
was  a  misunderstanding  in  which  the  one 
country  or  the  other  has  been  in  fault  or 
error.  I  am  not  about  to  call  your  atten- 
tion to  the  question  whether  the  peace  of 
Europe  is  likely  to  be  disturbed,  whether 
the  present  arrangements  are  likely  to  be 
amicably  effected;  be  this  so  or  not,  it  will 
make  no  difference  in  reference  to  my  re- 
solution, because  my  affirmation  is  this, 
that  the  course  which  the  Government  has 
pursued  by  its  violence — by  its  unnecessary 
mterferenoe — by  its  abstinence  from  commor 
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nication  with  other  Powers — hy  its  intrinsic 
injustice — has  been  calculated  to  endanger, 
and  has  endangered,  the  continuance  of  our 
friendly  relations  with  other  Powers.  That 
it  has  endangered  them,  few  of  your  Lord- 
ships, I  think,  will  he  inclined  to  deny; 
that  we  may  escape  the  danger,  may  he 
probable;  and  that  we  have  escaped  it, 
God  grant  that  that  may  be  true.  I  hope, 
rather  than  trust,  that  these  events  will 
leave  no  sting  behind,  no  ill-feeling  between 
England  and  France  or  any  other  of  the 
great  Powers  of  the  Continent.  But  that 
is  not  the  question  now  to  be  decided.  I 
ask  your  Lordships  to  decide  whether  the 
course  pursued  by  the  Government  has  not 
been  such,  as  rashly  and  unnecessarily  to 
disturb  that  harmony  which  ought  to  pre- 
vail between  all  those  great  Powers.  I 
ask  your  Lordships  to  state  whether, 
amongst  the  claims  urged  against  the 
weak  and  feeble  State  of  Greece,  and 
enforced  by  the  naval  might  of  this  great 
empire,  there  are  not  some  which  are  either 
doubtful  in  point  of  justice,  or  exaggerated 
in  point  of  amount.  I  will  ask  you,  fur- 
ther, on  a  review  of  the  correspondence, 
portions  of  which  I  shall  have  to  lay  before 
your  Lordships,  whether  these  claims,  if 
founded  in  the  strictest  justice,  have  not 
heen  pressed  forward  in  such  a  manner  as 
to  render  their  indignant  refusal  by  a  great 
State  almost  a  matter  of  necessary  conclu- 
sion; and  although  I  am  far  from  standing 
here  to  apologise  for  the  excuses,  the  pre- 
varications, which  in  some  of  these  trans- 
actions have  characterised  the  conduct  of 
the  Greek  Government,  I  say  those  pre- 
varications and  excuses  find  some  palliation 
in  the  tone — the  imperious  tone — with 
which  claims,  even  if  they  had  been  just, 
but,  still  more,  claims  which  are  not  just, 
have  been  forced  on  the  compulsory  adop- 
tion of  that  Power.  I  am  sure  I  am  repre- 
senting the  English  feeling,  I  am  sure,  my 
Lords,  that  I  am  representing  the  feeling 
which  animates  every  one  of  your  Lord- 
ships, when  I  say,  whatever  may  be  the 
question  pending  between  independent  na- 
tions— whatever  cause  of  complaint  one 
country  may  have  against  another — the 
tone  and  language  in  which  that  complaint 
should  be  urged,  the  manner  in  which  re- 
quests for  reparation  or  for  apology  should 
be  made,  should,  at  all  events,  be  the  same, 
whether  addressed  to  the  strongest  and 
most  powerful,  or  the  weakest  and  most  in- 
significant State.  I  go  further,  and  say 
that  it  is  consistent  with  the  generosity  of 
English  feeling,  that  the  more  your  con- 


sciouness  of  superior  power  gives  to  your 
request  the   character  of  a  demand,    the 
more  you  should  be  careful  to  veil  under 
the  studied  language  of  courtesy  your  de- 
mand, whatever  it  may  be,  and  to  avoid  by 
the  manner  of  your  request  wounding  that 
national  sensibility  which  will  always   be 
found  in  an  inverse  proportion  to  the  re- 
sisting power  of  the  country.     I  shall  ask 
you   whether   this   has    been  the   course 
which  has  been  pursued-  by  our  Govern- 
ment towards  the  Government  of  Greece, 
in  the  course  of  these  recent  transactions. 
I  now  wish  to  call  your  Lordships'  notice 
to  the  preliminary  portion  of  my  resolution, 
in  which  I  call  on  you  **  fully  to  recognise 
the  right  and  duty  of  the  Government  to 
secure  to  Her  Majesty's  subjects  residing 
in  foreign  States  the  full  protection  of  the 
laws  of  those  States."     In  laying  down 
that  proposition,  I  believe  that  I  am  cor- 
rectly laying  down  the  principle  of  inter- 
national law  on  the  subject.     I  am   not 
now  speaking  of  despotic  Governments.     I 
am  not  speaking  of  those  countries  where 
the  will  of  the  sovereign  is  the  law  of  the 
land,  but  I  am  speaking  of  those  countries 
under   constitutional    government,    where 
there  are  established  tribunals  for  admin- 
istering the  law;  and  I  say,  without  fear 
of  contradiction,  that  it  is  the  duty  of  every 
foreigner  residing  in  any  State,  voluntarily, 
and  of  his  own  free  will,  to  submit  himself 
to  the  municipal  law  and  local  jurisdiction 
of  the  State  in  which  he  lives.     The  full 
protection  of  those  laws  he  has  a  right  to 
claim  and  demand.     If  those  laws  are  cor- 
ruptly administered,  he  has  a  right  to  apply 
to  the   Minister  of  his  own  country  ac- 
credited to  that  Court,  to  see  that  he  is  de- 
fended against  oppression  and  corruption 
and  malversation  in  the  administration  of 
those  laws;  but  all  this  is  included  in  the 
demand  "  to  secure  to  Her  Majesty's  sub- 
jects the  full  protection  of  the  laws  of  those 
States,"  and  if  those  laws  are  corruptly 
administered,  then  he  would  not  have  that 
full  protection  which,  under  the  terms  of 
my  resolution,  he  has  a  right  to  require. 
I  will  venture  to  say  that  no  foreigner  has 
a  right  to  pass  by  or  repudiate  the  juris- 
diction of  the  ordinary  tribunals — to  ab- 
stract himself  and  his  case  from  the  ad- 
ministration  of  justice   according  to  the 
law  of  the  land,  and  to  prefer  the  diplo- 
matic services  of  his  own  Minister  to  the 
ordinary    operation   of    the    law    of    the 
country  in  which  he  resides.     Let  me  not, 
however,  be  misunderstood.     I  do  not  by 
any  meana  intend  to  assert,  that  there  are 
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no  cases  in  which  a  foreign  Government 
may  interfere  for  the  defence  of  its  sub- 
jects, except  those  which  are  noticed  in 
mj  resolution. .  There  may  be,  and  there 
are,  in  despotic  countries,  cases  of  absolute 
and  gross  oppression,  in  which  the  subject 
of  another  country  has  no  protection,  ex- 
cept by  the  interference  of  his  own  Minister 
in  his  behalf.  In  other  countries,  where 
there  are  laws,  but  laws  corruptly  admin- 
istered, then  the  foreigner  has  a  right  to 
call  upon  the  Minister  of  his  country  to 
protect  and  defend  him,  not  against  the 
laws,  but  against  those  who  mal-administer 
and  prevent  them. 

With  this  preface  I  proceed  to  the  gene- 
ral subject,  and  I  call  upon  your  Lordships 
not  to  enter  upon  the  consideration  of  this 
great  question  without  duly  weighing  the 
political  condition  and  social  organization 
of  Greece.  We  have,  in  the  first  place,  to 
remember  that  Greece  is  a  kingdom  of  not 
more  than  twelve  or  fourteen  years*  stand- 
ing, and  a  constitutional  kingdom  of  much 
shorter  duration.  Although  theoretically 
an  independent  State,  it  is,  partly  by 
treaty,  and  partly  in  consequence  of  cir- 
cumstances subsequent  to  treaty,  placed  in 
a  peculiar  position  in  reference  to  three  of 
the  most  powerful  countries  in  the  world — 
France,  England,  and  Russia.  Those 
countries  have  jointly  guaranteed  the  in- 
dependence of  Greece,  Unfortunately  this 
is  not  the  sole  claim  which  they  have  upon 
Greece,  for,  in  addition  to  the  guarantee, 
it  has  contracted  certain  pecuniary  liabili- 
ties and  engagements  which  give  to  the 
three  Powers  a  right  (one,  1  must  say, 
most  dangerous  in  the  exercise)  of  inter- 
fering in  its  internal  administration.  In 
any  country  the  interference  of  a  foreign 
Government  in  its  internal  administration 
is  fatal  to  its  prosperity  and  independence; 
it  is  fatal  to  its  powers  of  development  of 
its  own  resources,  to  its  power  of  confirm- 
ing its  own  constitution,  to  its  maintaining 
the  order  and  authority  of  its  own  Govern- 
ment, and  more  especially  if  the  authority 
of  the  Government  is  to  be  exercised  over 
a  population,  as  in  Greece,  recently  admit- 
ted to  constitutional  privileges,  and  in 
many  districts,  of  a  wild  and  turbulent 
character ;  and  unhappily  this  has  been 
t))c  case  (I  throw  no  blame  on  one  rather 
than  another),  that  the  representatives  of 
the  three  great  Powers  appear  to  me 
rather  to  have  been  bent,  not  so  much  on 
securing  the  order  and  independence  and 
strengthening  the  authority  of  the  newly- 
croated  Government  pf  C[reece,  as  9^  in- 


triguing and  caballing  amongst  themselves 
— now  the  representative  of  England — 
now  the  representative  of  France— and 
now  the  representative  of  Russia,  to  ob- 
tain, each  for  his  own  country,  a  predomi- 
nating influence  in  the  internal  affairs  of 
Greece.  Than  this,  nothing  can  be  more 
fatal  to  the  authority  of  the  Government, 
and  to  the  well-being  of  the  people  of 
Greece ;  and,  moreover,  nothing  can  be 
more  unfavourable  for  the  fair  and  impar- 
tial discussion  of  those  questions  which, 
from  time  to  time,  arise  between  that  Go- 
vernment and  the  subjects  of  other  Powers. 
It  is  notorious  that  since  the  period  when 
these  papers  commence,  since  the  com- 
mencement of  the  administration  of  M. 
Coletti,  that  which  has  been  supposed  to 
be  French  influence  has  been  predominant 
in  Greece,  and  the  consequence  of  this  has 
been  that  during  the  latter  period  of  his 
residence  at  Athens,  Sir  Edmund  Lyons 
was  less  a  Minister  accredited  to  the  Court 
of  Greece  than  the  head  of  a  party  hostile 
to  the  existing  Government  of  that  coun- 
try, and  hostile  to  a  Minister  whom  he 
considered  to  have  been  placed  in  power 
contrary  to  his  exertions,  and  whom  he 
was  using  every  means  to  displace  from 
office.  This  was  notoriously  so  during  the 
administration  of  Coletti,  and  afterwards 
during  the  successive  administrations  of 
Glarakis  and  Colocotroni. 

Then  came  the  administration  of  M. 
Londos,  who  is  said  to  be  favourable  to 
British  interests  ;  but  be  tliat  as  it  may, 
the  Government  of  Greece  was  for  some 
time  under  French  influence  as  opposed  to 
ours  ;  and  the  consequence  was  that  it 
was  not  inclined  to  look  with  an  eye  of 
favour  on  claims,  even  when  founded  in 
justice,  pressed  upon  them  by  a  Minister 
who  was  doing  his  best  to  displace  the 
Government  to  which  he  was  accredited. 
In  this  state  of  things,  every  appointment, 
even  of  subordinate  officers,  Nomarchs, 
Eparchs,  Hypomirarchs,  and  I  know  not 
what  besides,  was  looked  upon  as  a  matter 
of  personal  interest,  and  of  triumph  or 
mortification  to  the  rival  Ministers,  to  the 
exclusion  of  the  national  interests  of 
Greece.  Hence,  too,  a  tone  adopted  on 
each  side  quite  irreconcilable  with  any- 
thing like  friendly  communication  between 
the  two  parties,  and  well  calculated  to  ex- 
cite feelings  of  national  irritation.  Unfor- 
tunately, those  feelings  were  not  confined 
to  the  British  Minister  in  Greece.  That 
tone  of  mistrust  and  defiance,  that  setting 
aside  of  all  opportunities  for  reasonaUo 
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•xpUnationi,  that  course  of  exacting  re- 
paration first,  and  demanding  explanation 
afterwarde,  iuateod  of  cxplaDatioD  firBt, 
and  reparation  where  eiplaaation  was  not 
■nccesaful  ;  all  thia  irritating  ceurso  of  OC' 
tion  was  not  onJy  adopted  hj  Sir  E.  Lyons 
at  Athens,  but  was  also  sanctioned  and 
adopted  bj  Lord  Palmerston  in  Downing- 
■treot.  I  do  not  say  this,  my  Lords, 
without  intending  to  produce  evidence  to 
proTB,  and  an  eiaraple  to  confirm,  the 
position  I  bare  Uid  down.  I  will  produce 
mj  e?idence,  not  from  a  cose  which  formed 
part  of  those  discussed  in  these  recent 
negot'.ations,  but  from  n  case  which  I  find 
in  these  papers,  and  which  seems  only  to 
hare  been  placed  there  ad  invidiam,  and 
to  swell  the  mass  of  feeling  and  of  griev- 
ance against  the  Greek  Qovemmcnt ;  hut 
which  very  case  I  will  select  as  an  exem- 
plification of  the  language  used  by  the 
British  Minister  and  ^e  British  Qovern- 
nent  towards  the  agents  and  Ministers  of 
Greece. 

The  firat  person  connected  with  this 
class  of  cases  is  one  Steliio  Sumachi,  a 
Uaohsmith  by  trade,  associated  with  men 
of  a  very  disreputable  description,  and 
arrested  by  the  Greek  police  at  Fatras,  in 
1846,  on  a  charge  of  burglary  and  rob- 
bery. And  hers,  my  Lords,  I  may  re- 
mark as  an  unfortunate  circumstance,  that 
of  all  the  various  cases  which  have  been 
pressed  upon  the  Greek  Government  on 
the  late  occasion,  there  is  but  one — that 
of  Mr.  Finlaj — in  which  tbe  claimant  has 
any  right  to  be  considered  as  a  person  of 
character  and  respectability.  The  greater 
portion  of  the  other  claims  were  of  a  dif- 
ferent class,  scarce  worthy  of  British  pro- 
tection, and  certainly  not  of  a  character 
for  which  we  ought  to  involre  ourselves 
heedlessly  in  war.  As  soon  as  Sumachi 
Was  arrested  ho  wrote  to  Mr.  Crow,  our 
oonsul  at  that  port,  enclosing  his  passport 
as  one  of  our  loniiui  subjects,  and  a  state- 
ment that  he  had  been  cruelly  tortured  by 
a  Qreek  police  ofBcer.  You  will  find  this 
correspondence,  my  Lords,  at  page  195  of 
the  volume  containing  the  first  series  of 
papers  on  Greece.  Mr.  Consul  Crow  writes 
from  Patras  an  account  of  this  man's 
alleged  sufferings,  and  adds  this  olwerva- 
tion : — 

.  "Ibave  wntlcthe  Nomnroh  (0  rsquest  that  ha 
Will  order  tin  mutter  to  bo  inquired  into,  anil 
proper  attention  to  ba  paid  to  the  auS^rings  of 
the  priaonor.  But  in  a  case  arao  great  coortaitf, 
and  H)  rsToltio^  to  humaait;,  1  Rel  it  to  be  ni7 
ria^  to  lose  no  tmw  in  ferwarding  tbe  petition  of 
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In  tlie  meantime,  my  Lords,  whilst  this 
inquiry  is  going  on.  Sir  E.  Lyons,  in  a 
letter  which  he  addressed  to  the  Greek 
Minister,  Coletti,  adopts  the  eipression  of 
Mr.  Crow  respecting  "this  unhappy  vic- 
tim of  ofGcial  brutality,"  and  says — 

"  I  hastcQ  to  communicate  la  jou  a  oopy  of  a 
letter  whioh  I  have  just  received  from  Her  B(». 
jeatj's  CouBul  at  Patroa,  incloiing  a  petition  from 
on  Ionian  suhjeot,  Stellio  Sumaclii,  wbo  complaini 
of  hnrinf  Leon  cruell;  tortured,  b;  tlie  police 
force  at  Patr»a." 

My  Lords,  throughout  this  correspond- 
ence, wherever  a  paper  is  to  be  transmitted 
to  the  Greek  Government,  every  grossly 
offensive  expression  used  hj  the  complain- 
ants is  retwned  by  the  British  Minister, 
without  any  intimation  that  it  was  exagge- 
rated language,  or  an  ex  parte  statetoent 
made  hy  an  irritated  man.  Sir  E.  Lyons 
then  forwards  the  case  of  Stellio  Sumochl 
to  M.  CoUetti,  and  then  speaks  of  him  as 
"  the  unhappy  victim  of  official  brutality, " 

Sliortly  afterwards  he  sends  it  to  Lord 
Palmerston  ;  and  if  ever  there  was  an  in- 
stance of  a  man  acting  on  tbe  principle  of 
"  coitigatque  auditque,"  it  is  to  be  found 
in  tho  reply  ef  his  Lordship  to  Sir  G, 
Lyons.  That  reply,  founded  on  the  state- 
ment of  the  petitioners  alone,  without  a 
tittle  of  evidence  to  support  it,  and  without 
affording  opportunity  for  any  eiplaaation, 
is  in  the  following  words  : — 

"  Her  Majeitj^'B  OoTemment  bad  hoped  that 
Buoh  practices  aa  these,  whioh  are  unauthorised 
bf  ttie  Ia<r  and  constitution  of  Greece,  and  ara 
reprobnted  h;  tbe  general  conacnt  of  all  oiviliied 
nations,  had^ceaaed  to  disgrace  tbe  Executive  Oo- 
vomment  of  Greece.  But  Her  Majoaty'a  Govern- 
ment oanaot  permit  such  tbingi  to  be  don*  with 
impunity  towards  British  or  Ionian  lubject*  ;  ;an 
are  therefore  inatructed  to  demand  from  the  Greek 
Government  that  the  polico  officers  who  have  beea 
ooncemed  in  this  outntgo  should  be  immediatelf 
diamiaeed,  and  tbat  adequate  pecnniarjr  compen- 
aation  be  made  to  Stellio  Sumacbi  for  tbe  suffer- 
ings ho  has  undergone,  and  the  injuries  wbicli 
bavo  been  inflicted  upon  him.  You  «ill  alao  Bt«to 
to  the  Greek  Government,  tbat  Her  Majcatj's 
Government  hope  and  expect  that  jou  will  be  en- 
abled to  report  bj  tbe  nen  packet  after  you 
receive  tliia  despatch  tliat  these  just  and  modHrats 
demands  have  been  complied  nith." 

In  tho  meantime  there  was  an  inquiry 
going  on  at  Athens  into  the  subject  of  the 
alleged  treatment  of  this  highly  respect- 
able burglar ;  and  it  turns  out  that  there 
was  no  reason  to  believe  that  any  such  tor- 
ture had  ever  been  inflicted,  at  least,  the 
evidence  upon  the  subject  is  exceedingly 
eontradiotoiy.    AH  the  papera  are  tnuu* 
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mitted  bj  M.  Colletti  to  the  Britisli  Minis- 
ter, and  by  him  to  Lord  Palmerston.  On 
the  23rd  of  October,  Lord  Palmerston 
writes  in  reply  thus  : — 
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"  With  regard  to  M.  CoUetti's  note  to  you  of 
the  20th  ult.,  which  was  enclosed  in  your  despatch 
of  that  date,  I  have  to  desire  that  you  will  state 
to  M.  Colletti  that  Tier  Majesty's  Goremment 
cannot  be  satisfied  with  eyasiye  replies  in  a  case 
of  such  gravity  as  the  torture  of  a  person  under 
British  protection ;  and  I  have  at  the  same  time 
to  instruct  you  to  impress  upon  M.  Coletti  that 
ihis  is  a  very  serious  matter,  and  that  Her  Majes- 
ty's Government  cannot  doubt  that  M.  Coletti 
win,  upon  mature  reflcotion,  see  the  expediency  of 
not  delaying  any  longer  to  comply  with  their  just 
demiuids." 

Just  demands,  indeed  !  Compensation  to 
a  man  accused  of  burglary  and  robbery, 
into  whose  guilt  or  innocence  an  inquiry 
was  at  that  very  moment  pending  !  Mark, 
my  Lords,  what  followed  next.  There  are 
specific  penalties  attached  by  the  law  of 
Greece  to  the  offence  with  which  the  police 
in  this   case   were  charged.      Well,  the 

?olice  officers  were  put  upon  their  trial* 
'hey  were  acquitted  ;  and  the  court,  con- 
stituted according  to  the  laws  of  Greece, 
not  only  acquitted  the  accused,  but  de- 
clared that  the  story  of  the  torture  was  a 
complete  fiction  from  beginning  to  end. 
Ono  would  have  thought  that  this  would 
have  been  a  staggerer  to  Lord  Palmerston. 
No  such  thing ;  before  many  days  elapse 
ho  asks,  not  indeed  for  the  punishment  of 
these  policemen,  but  for  that  which  it 
would  have  been  more  natural  to  have  ap- 
plied for  in  the  first  instance — a  full  inves- 
tigation : — 

"  I  have  therefore  to  instruct  you  to  state  to 
the  Greek  Government  that  the  mode  in  which 
that  inquiry  was  carried  on  is  highly  unsatisfac- 
tory to  Her  Majesty's  Government ;  and  that  ller 
Majesty's  Government  demand  that  all  the  cir- 
cumstances of  Sumachi's  treatment  in  prison  shall 
be  openly  and  impartially  investigated  at  Patras ; 
and  that  the  British  consul  and  also  Sumachi 
iiirosolf,  together  with  such  persons  as  ho  may 
require  to  assist  him,  may  be  present,  and  may 
be  allowed  to  produce  evidence  and  to  cross- 
examine  the  witnesses  who  may  be  brought  for- 
ward on  behalf  of  the  officers  of  police." 

The  answer  given  to  this  requisition  by 
M.  Coletti  was,  in  point  of  language,  civil 
and  courteous  ;  but  he  declined  to  comply 
with  it  on  the  ground,  that  according  to 
the  law,  not  only  of  Greece,  but  of  every 
civilized  nation,  a  man  once  acquitted 
could  not  be  placed  a  second  time  on  his 
trial.  M.  Coletti,  therefore,  refused  to 
l^ive  compensation  for  an  injury  never  sus- 
tained,'or  to  inflict  punishment  for  an  of- 


fence never  cottimitted.  Unfortunately, 
along  with  this  reply  from  M.  Coletti,  Bir 
E.  Lyons  transmitted  a  statement  to  Lord 
Palmerston,  that  the  Greek  advocate, 
whom  he  was  in  the  habit  of  consulting 
and  employing  on  any  matters  which  he 
had  to  conduct  for  British  subjects  iti 
Greece,  had  declared  that,  by  the  law  of 
Greece,  M.  Coletti  was  justified  in  his  re* 
fusal  to  comply  with  his  Lordship's  de* 
mands;  and>  from  that  moment  the  demand 
for  compensation  for  Stellio  Sumachi's 
injuries  arops  out  of  these  papers,  and  is 
never  heard  of  more.  And  this,  my  LordSi 
is  a  sample  of  the  mode  in  which  our  claims 
on  Greece  have  been  brought  forward  by 
the  noble  Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs* 
Punishment  is  first  demanded,  without 
inquiry,  and  then  inquiry,  after  a  trial  | 
and  at  last,  to  the  great  disgrace  of  the 
British  nation,  our  Government  is  com- 
pelled to  admit  that  our  "just  and  mode- 
rate demand"  is  founded  neither  in  reason 
nor  in  justice,  and,  subsequently,  to  with- 
draw it.  When  such  claims  are  presented 
to  any  Government  in  such  a  way,  it  must 
disincline  it  to  lend  a  favourable  ear  to 
claims  much  better  founded. 

I  now  proceed,  ray  Lords,  to  the  con- 
sideration of  those  claims  on  Gi^oe,  which 
form  the  subject  matter  of  this  corre- 
spondence. I  commence  with  that  claim 
on  the  Greek  Government  which  is  the 
most  serious,  as  it  is  the  only  one  which 
touches  the  national  honour,  and  on  which 
I  think  that  reparation  should  have  been 
promptly  demanded  and  promptly  enforced. 
I  allude  to  the  insult  offered  to  the  boat's 
crew  of  one  of  Her  Majesty's  ships  of  war  at 
Patras — the  Fantofne — and  even  with  re- 
spect to  that  case,  I  think  that  there  are 
circumstances  which  tend  not  to  excuse^ 
but  much  to  palliate  that  outrage. 

At  the  commencement  of  the  year  1848, 
the  provinces  of  Greece  had  been  in  a  state 
of  disturbance  of  a  revolutionary  character, 
and  a  very  short  time  before  the  events 
occurred  to  which  I  shall  have  occasion  to 
refer,  one  of  Her  Majesty's  steamers,  the 
Spitfire,  in  pursuance  of  that  kind  and 
generous  policy  which  Her  Majesty's  Min- 
isters have  always  pursued  towards  the 
Mediterranean  States,  called  in  at  Patras, 
and  received  on  board  a  notorious  rebel 
against  the  Government  of  Greece,  who 
found  immediate  protection  under  the  Brit- 
ish flag.  Shortly  afterwards,  the  Spitfire 
returned  to  the  harbour  of  Patras,  off 
which  Her  Majesty's  ship  Fantome  was  at 
the    same   time   Ijin^ ;  aacf   about  bin^ 
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o'clock  in  the  evening,  in  violation  of  a 
well-known  order  that  no  boat  should  land 
at  Patras,  except  at  the  Mole,  a  boat  land- 
ed in  a  remote  place  in  the  very  neigh- 
bourhood of  the  house  from  which  the  for- 
mer rebel  made  his  escape  to  our  steamer. 
The  attention  of  the  guard  was  called  to 
the  fact.  The  boat  landed  two  unknown 
persons.  On  being  invited  to  stop,  one  of 
them  immediately  fled,  and,  aided  by  the 
darkness  of  the  night,  escaped.  The  other 
was  taken.  The  fact  turned  out  to  be, 
that  the  boat  belonged  to  the  Fantomet 
and  the  two  persons  were  the  ConsuFs 
son,  a  lad  of  thirteen  or  fourteen  years  of 
age,  who  had  been  dining  on  board,  and 
the  coxswain,  who  had  been  sent  ashore  in 
charge  of  him.  The  guard  then  proceeded 
to  the  boat,  and  its  crew  were  made  prisoners 
by  three  Greek  soldiers.  That  there  was 
great  violence  exercised  to  the  boat's  crew 
of  this  ship,  I  am  not  inclined  to  believe. 
I  may  venture  to  doubt  whether  three 
Greek  soldiers  would  use  great  violence 
towards  the  boat's  crew  of  one  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's ships  of  war,  even  if  the  latter  had 
no  other  weapons  than  their  oars  and 
stretchers.  The  guard  found  a  midship- 
man on  board  the  boat,  not  wearing  his 
uniform,  or  any  distinction  by  which  he 
could  be  known  as  a  British  officer.  The 
boat's  crew  and  the  midshipman  were  im- 
mediately taken  before  the  Nomarch.  As 
the  one  party  could  speak  no  Greek,  and 
the  other  could  speak  nothing  but  Greek, 
there  was  some  difficulty  in  coming  to  an 
understanding  of  each  other  ;  but  as  soon 
as  the  commandant  of  the  place  ascertain- 
ed that  they  belonged  to  a  British  ship  of 
war,  he  discharged  them  from  custody,  and 
flaw  them  himself  on  board  their  boat. 
Captain  Le  Hardy,  on  the  next  morning, 
demanded  from  the  Greek  Nomarch,  as 
was  his  duty,  a  reparation  or  apology  for 
the  insult  offered  to  his  boat's  crew,  and 
compensation  for  the  loss  of  his  boat's 
gear.  The  loss,  however,  was  not  very 
serious,  as  it  consisted  merely  of  a  boat- 
book,  which  had  probably  fallen  into  the 
water  in  pushing  off.  Captain  Lo  Hardy 
required  that  all  parties  should  be  called 
in,  and  the  whole  case  examined  into  ;  but 
the  Nomarch  refused  to  enter  upon  it,  on 
the  ground  that  he  had  already  put  the 
case  into  the  hands  of  the  Procurcur  du 
Koi.  The  Fantome  was  obliged  to  sail 
the  same  evening  for  Malta  ;  and  the  fol- 
lowing day,  the  Nomarch,  by  desire  of  the 
Procureur  du  Roi,  requested  the  attend- 
»oco  of  the  boat's  crew,  the  authorities 


being  under  the  erroneous  impression  that 
the  boat  belonged,  not  to  the  Fantome, 
but  to  the  Spitfire,  The  Consul  replies 
that  the  Nomarch  must  have  kjiown  he 
ought  to  have  sent  his  explanation  sooner 
— must  have  known  the  Fantotne  was  on 
the  point  of  sailing;  and  he  transmits  the 
whole  correspondence  to  the  Minister  at 
Athens.  Together  with  that  correspond- 
ence is  a  letter  from  Lieutenant  Macdonald, 
of  the  Spitfire^  and  I  must  say  that  Lieu- 
tenant Macdonald,  of  the  SpitjUre,  appears 
to  correspond  very  well  with  the  name 
which  his  vessel  bears.  Here  is  the  mo- 
derate, temperate  letter  of  Lieutenant 
Macdonald,  which  is  duly  and  officially 
transmitted  with  a  request  for  reparation, 
and,  as  a  conciliatory  mode  of  obtaining  it, 
is  sent  to  the  Minister  at  Athens  : — 

"  The  Governor  of  this  town  has  taken  upon 
himself  not  onl7  to  display  a  hostile  feeling  to- 
wards the  British  Government,  but  also  to  permit 
a  most  unjustifiable  outrage  to  be  committed  on 
an  ofiScer  and  boat's  crew  of  Her  Maje8ty*8  sloop, 
Fantome.  I  consider  it  my  duty,  as  the  senior 
officer  present  at  Patras,  to  prevent  all  communi- 
cation between  Her  Majesty's  ship  Spit/ire,  under 
my  command,  and  the  town  of  Patras,  except  for 
the  purpose  of  receiving  the  necessary  supplies 
for  the  ship,  through  the  medium  of  a  boat  be- 
longing to  the  shore.  I  have  further  to  request 
that  you  will  be  good  enough  distinctly  to  state  to 
the  Governor  that  I  have  represented  to  my  own 
Government  this  state  of  affiiirs,  the  more  espe- 
cially when  I  bear  in  mind  the  abominable  false- 
hoods circulated  by  his  authority,  and,  through  a 
letter  to  yourself,  accusing  the  officers  and  men  of 
landing  strangers  under  cover  of  night.    It   is 

?uito  impossible,  under  these  circumstances,  that 
can  hold  any  communication  for  the  future  with 
an  authority  who  sets  all  international  law  at  de- 
fiance. I  have  strictly  prohibited  any  officer  or 
man  to  land  from  this  ship ;  and  my  reasons  for 
doing  so  must  appear  evident ;  for  in  the  event 
of  a  repetition  of  the  circumstances  that  occurred 
to  the  boat  of  the  Fantome  the  evening  before 
last,  a  collision  must  inevitably  ensue,  which  it  is 
my  wish  to  avoid  as  far  as  lies  in  my  power.  My 
positive  orders  having  been  issued,  that  in  all 
future  communications  between  the  ship's  boats 
and  the  shore,  the  Spitfire^s  boats  are  to  be  fully 
armed  and  equipped,  and  fully  prepared  to  resent 
any  insult  that  may  be  offered  to  them." 

Was  there  ever  such  a  mountain  made  oat 
of  a  molehill  ?  A  boat  lands  in  the  dark 
at  a  prohibited  place  ;  the  officer  on  board, 
not  being  in  uniform,  is  arrested;  the  mo- 
ment it  is  discovered  that  he  is  a  British 
officer  he  is  released  ;  a  mistake  is  made 
between  the  two  ships  lying  there  at  the 
same  time  ;  and  thereupon  comes  the  of- 
ficer of  the  Spitfire  with  **your  abomin- 
able falsehoods,"  and  **  international  law,** 
and  '*  arming  the  boats,**  to  take  care  that 
he  docs  not  lose  another  boathook !     This 
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is  transmitted  as  a  serious  matter  of  inter- 
national quarrel  bj  Her  Majesty's  repre- 
sentative to  the  Minister  at  Athens.  Well, 
what  says  he  ?  He  says,  "  I  am  exceed- 
ingly sorry  to  find  that  there  is  any  mis- 
understanding, and  that  it  is  supposed 
there  is  an  unfriendly  feeling  on  the  part 
of  the  authorities  towards  Her  Majesty's 
subjects  ;  I  assure  you  there  is  nothing 
of  the  kind.  I  send  you  at  once  the 
papers  I  have  as  yet  got;  you  shall  have 
all  that  I  receive;  I  only  send  you  these 
now,  that  you  may  see  there  is  a  different 
account  from  yours."  There  the  account 
closes;  and  mark,  where  there  has  been 
really  an  insult  offered — where  the  solemn 
declaration  and  word  of  honour  of  two 
British  officers  commanding  ships  of  Her 
Majesty,  were  not  accepted  and  admitted 
as  a  declaration  of  a  matter  of  fact — 
where  that  affront  (for  such  I  conceive  it 
to  be)  has  been  offered  to  the  honour  of  Her 
Majesty's  service,  you  find  upon  that  ques- 
tion, though  the  Consul  is  exceedingly  ac- 
tive, and  the  Minister  is  exceedingly  active, 
there  is  no  demand  for  reparation  or  apo- 
logy on  the  part  of  the  Secretary  for  Fo- 
reign Affairs,  and  the  whole  matter  has 
been  allowed  to  sleep  from  1848  to  1850, 
when  it  is  brought  forward  in  conjunction 
with  such  cases  and  such  claims  as  those 
to  which  I  am  about  to  call  your  attention. 
I  fear  I  must  detain  your  Lordships  rather 
long;  but  it  is  necessary  for  me,  in  order 
to  make  out  my  case,  to  enter  into  some 
detail  of  these  several  transactions,  in  order 
to  show  the  tone  and  temper  of  our  con- 
duct, for  upon  that  must  mainly  depend 
the  justification  or  condemnation  of  the 
Government.  And  mark,  my  Lords,  the 
matters  to  which  I  am  about  to  refer,  tri- 
vial as  they  may  seem  to  your  Lordships, 
were  not  looked  upon  by  the  Government 
in  the  light  of  misunderstandings  which 
might  admit  of  explanation,  but  were  held 
sufficient  to  justify  hostile  reprisals. 

The  next  case  regards  the  plunder  of  six 
Ionian  boats  at  Salcina  so  far  back  as  Oc- 
tober, 1846.  It  appears  that  the  province 
in  which  Salcina  is  situated  was  in  a  dis- 
turbed state,  that  these  boats'  crews  were 
decoyed  upon  shore  by  a  band  of  brigands, 
who  plundered  the  custom-house,  kept  pos- 
session of  it  some  hours,  and  robbed  the 
boats  to  the  value  of  1 ,200  dollars.  It  is 
not  denied  that  the  Greek  authorities  were 
themselves  overpowered  by  these  armed 
men,  one  of  whom,  by  the  by — the  leader 
— was  not  a  Greek,  but  a  refugee  Ionian, 
perfectly  well  known,  and  who  commanded 


a  large  body  of  brigands.  Sir  E.  Lyons 
writes  to  M.  Coletti,  and  at  the  same  time 
reports  the  facts  to  Lord  Palmerston. 
Without  a  moment's  delay,  without  waiting 
for  any  explanation  from  the  Greek  Minis- 
ter, hero  is  the  reply  of  the  Foreign  Sec- 
retary : — 

"  The  enclosures  relate  to  the  plunder  of  the 
Ionian  boats  at  Salcina,  in  the  river  Aohelons. 
With  reference  to  that  su^ect,  I  have  to  instmct 
70a  to  address  a  note  to  M.  Coletti,  stating  that 
Her  Majesty's  Government  expect  and  demand 
that  the  Greek  Government  will  make  full  com- 
pensation to  the  lonians  for  the  losses  and  suffer- 
ings inflicted  upon  them  by  the  Greek  robbers  and 
pirates  who  were  allowed  upon  that  occasion  to 
take  possession  of  the  Custom-house  at  Salcina  ; 
and  you  will  say  that  Her  Majesty's  Lord  High 
Commissioner  of  the  Ionian  Islands  will  be  in- 
structed to  ascertain  the  amount  to  be  claimed  on 
behalf  of  the  masters  and  crews  of  the  six  Ionian 
boats,  and  to  send  you  an  account  thereof.*' 

I  believe  I  see  upon  the  cross-bench  the 
noble  Lord  who,  t  think,  was  then  admin- 
istering the  affaits  of  the  Ionian  Islands 
(Lord  Seaton),  and  I  have  not  the  least 
doubt  that  the  robbery  took  place,  or  that 
the  noble  Lord  adopted  all  means  to  ascer- 
tain the  amount  of  indemnity  which  it  was 
to  be  considered  fair  to  demand.  But  it 
appears  to  me  exceedingly  doubtful  whe- 
ther, on  the  part  of  the  British  Government, 
there  was — I  do  not  say  just  cause  of  com- 
plaint, but  just  ground  for  demanding  in- 
demnity from  the  Government  of  Greece. 
I  do  not  understand  that  where,  by  no 
fault  of  a  Government,  offences  are  com- 
mitted against  foreigners,  the  Government 
is  bound  to  indemnify  those  foreigners. 
The  Government  is  bound  to  afford  its 
protection  to  foreigners  and  to  its  own  sub- 
jects ali^e;  but  British  subjects  before 
now  have  been  pillaged  in  the  Roman 
States  and  the  Neapolitan  States,  and  I 
never  heard  of  any  demand  against  the  Go- 
vernment of  either  of  those  States  because 
they  had  been  waylaid  and  plundered  by 
robbers.  I  doubt  whether  the  law  of  na- 
tions justifies  any  demand  whatever;  and  I 
am  very  much  inclined  to  agree  with  the 
very  temperate  answer  of  M.  Coletti.  He 
says — 

"  The  detailed  explanations  which  I  have  con- 
sidered it  my  duty  to  give  you  upon  this  circum- 
stance, authorise  me  to  hope,  that  the  Govern- 
ment of  U.  B.  M.  will  not  refuse  a  demand  which 
I  regret  it  is  not  in  my  power  to  satisfy. 

"  The  duty  of  the  King's  Government  was  to 
put  down  crime,  and  it  has  not  neglected  to  do  so. 
I  think  it  superiSuous,  M.  le  Chevalier,  to  bring 
before  your  notice  again  the  difficulties  which  are 
always  opposed  to  effectually  maintaining  autho- 
rity in  the  province  of  Acamania ;  but  no  one  ia 
ignorant  of  the  attempts  which  have  been  made. 
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Soldiers  have  fiillen  in  eneovntors  with  the  ban- 
ditti ;  several  of  the  latter  have  quite  recently 
been  killed.  The  pursuit  is  still  continued  ;  and, 
with  the  assistance  of  the  Lord  High  Commis- 
sioner, I  hope  that  the  individual  marked  out  as 
the  principal  author  of  the  outrage  committed  at 
Salcma,  the  Ionian  Tryphon,  who  has  escaped 
from  the  prisons  of  Santa  Maura,  will  at  last  fell 
into  the  hands  of  justice.  Nothing  will  be  neg- 
lected in  order  to  obtain  this  result,  which  I  have 
much  pleasure  in  hoping  will  be  considered  by  the 
Government  of  Iler  Britannic  Majesty,  as  the  ful- 
filment of  the  only  obligation  which  the  Govern- 
ment of  His  Hellenic  Majesty  can  bo  held  respon- 
sible for  in  this  aflEftir." 

I  believe  that  to  be  very  sound  international 
jaw.  I  believe  the  defence  is  perfectly 
yalid  ;  and  nobody  ean  deny  that  it  is 
couched  in  respectful  terms.  What  is  the 
answer  of  Lord  Palmerston  ? 


**  I  have  received  your  despatch  of  the  0th  ult., 
enclosing  a  copy  of  M.  Coletti't  letter  to  you  of 
the  dOth  of  March,  declining  to  compensate  the 
master  of  the  six  Ionian  boats,  which  were  plun- 
dered at  the  Custom-house  at  Salcina,  in  October 
last ;  and  I  have  to  instruct  you  to  state  to  M. 
Goletti  that  there  is  nothing  in  his  letter  which 
alters  the  views  which  Iler  Majesty's  Government 
have  taken  of  this  case  ;  and  you  will  say,  that  as 
the  (Jreek  Grovernment  have  been  either  unwilling 
or  unable  to  put  down  the  gangs  of  robbers  which 
)iave  for  some  time  been  allowed  to  infest  Acarna- 
pia  with  impunity,  and  even  to  choose  a  Greek 
Custom-house  as  the  spot  for  plundering  and 
otherwise  ill-using  Ionian  subjects  ;  Her  Majes- 
ty's Government  must  require  the  Government  of 
Greece  to  make  good  the  loss  incurred  by  those 
Ionian  subjects  ;  and  they  hope  and  trust  that  M. 
Coletti  will  see  the  Justice  of  acceding  to  this  de- 
mand without  any  further  delay." 

Now,  my  Lords,  I  ask  if  such  circumstances 
occurred  in  any  portion  of  the  British  em- 
pire, and  if  such  a  demand  had  been 
pouched  in  such  terms,  I  do  not  ask  whe- 
ther it  would  have  been  complied  with,  but 
I  wish  to  know  whether  the  Ambassador, 
who  had  dared  to  present  it,  would  not 
bavo  received  his  passports  in  less  than 
forty-eight  hours  ?  I  am  told  that  within 
the  last  six  weeks  a  question  has  most  con- 
veniently arisen  respecting  a  claim  on  the 
part  of  Austria  to  compensation.  It  is  a 
singular,  an  odd,  a  happy  coincidence.  An 
Austrian  brig  is  wrecked  on  the  coast  of 
Ireland  and  plundered — proceedings  are 
taken  by  the  Irish  Government  against  the 
parties  believed  to  be  implicated  in  the 
outrage — the  prosecution  is  unsuccessful; 
thereupon  the  Austrian  Government  applies 
to  the  British  Government  for  compensa- 
tion. I  think  the  owner  of  that  vessel  was 
most  fortunate — most  fortunate  at  least,  if 
he  was  destined  to  meet  with  such  a  ca- 
lamity, in  the  precise  time  of  its  occurrence. 
I  should  like  to  sec  the  correspondence  on 
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that  subject.  I  should  like  to  know  whe« 
ther  the  demand  was  made  as  a  right.  ,  I 
should  like  to  know  whether  it  was  accoded 
to  as  a  right.  I  can  readily  imagine  that 
Iler  Majesty's  Government,  finding  it  a 
very  convenient  time  for  acceding  to  that 
request — finding  it  might  be  useful  as  a 
precedent — thought  that  500J.  would  bQ 
well  expended  in  compensating  the  Ana* 
trian  crew  for  their  losses  and  sufferingi; 
but,  I  say,  I  should  like  to  know  whether 
it  was  granted  as  of  right  or  of  favour, 
and  how  long  the  amiable  and  able  dii^ 
plomatist  who  made  this  application,  and 
who  never  proved  himself  more  able  thai^ 
in  his  selection  of  the  favourable  moment 
for  making  it,  would  have  been  a  resident 
in  this  country,  if  he  had  come  forward  and 
asked,  on  the  part  of  the  Austrian  Go- 
vernment, whether  the  British  Government 
was  unable  or  unwilling  to  put  down  the 
gangs  of  brigands  who  with  impunity 
plundered  wrecked  vessels  upon  the  coast 
of  Ireland,  and  stated  that  Ilis  Imperial 
Majesty  demanded  that  without  the  delay 
of  a  post  such  an  indemnity  as  he  (not  we) 
thought  fit  should  bo  paid  by  the  British 
Government,  who  could  not  have  a  mo*- 
ment*s  hesitation  in  complying  with  these 
**  just  and  moderate  *'  demands. 

The  next  is  a  case  which  I  am  almost 
ashamed  of  bringing  under  your  Lordships' 
notice.  Some  lonians  at  Patras,  keepers 
of  a  coficehouse,  on  a  festival,  put  up  a 
great  variety  of  flags — British,  Ionian, 
Greek,  and  others  —  as  ornaments  over 
their  shop.  There  was  somo  little  disturb- 
ance in  the  neighbourhood;  there  was  an 
apprehension  of  some  rising  or  tumult  in 
consequence  of  an  execution  about  to  take 
place  on  that  spot  on  the  following  day; 
and  the  police  had  strict  orders  not  to  per- 
mit anything  which  create  a  crowd,  or  en- 
danger a  breach  of  the  peace.  In  conse- 
quence the  police  interfered  with  these 
lonians,  and  commenced  taking  down  the 
flags.  The  lonians  resisted,  and  thej 
were  therefore,  marched  to  the  police- 
office,  marched  through  the  streets,  it 
seems — I  do  not  see  how  they  could  be 
marched  in  any  other  way — for  violating 
the  orders  of  the  police.  On  arriving  at 
the  police-office,  it  was  found  that  it  was  a 
mere  trifling  violation  of  police  regulations, 
and  they  were  dismissed  without  further 
notice.  The  noble  Marquess,  on  a  former 
night,  talked  about  this  as  a  case  of  tor- 
ture, and  of  the  employment  of  thumb- 
screws. Thumbscrews !  Thumbscrews 
convey  to  my  mind  the  notion  of  instru* 
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ments  of  torture,  like  the  ''boots"  of  old»  in 
which  iron  wedges  were  forcibly  inserted 
till  the  limb  was  smashed  and  mutilated^ 
and  the  person  a  cripple  for  life.  But  what 
were  these  *'  thumbscrews  ?  "  I  will  tell 
your  Lordships  what  they  were.  The  two 
lonians  were  walked  through  the  streets, 
handcuffed  together,  the  wrist  of  one  bound 
to  the  wrist  of  the  other,  the  thumb  of  one 
to  the  thumb  of  the  other;  and  when  they 
arrived  at  the  office,  they  were  released. 
Then  comes  a  long  correspondence  about 
the  insult  to  the  British  flag — it  was  said 
to  have  been  torn  down  and  trampled  under 
foot;  but  that  turns  out  not  to  have  been 
the  case.  The  Consul  writes  to  the  Minister 
at  Athens,  and  the  Minister  writes  to  M. 
Coletti,  and  all  about  this  wonderful  oock- 
and-buU  story  of  the  insult  to  the  British 
flag,  and  the  injury  to  British  subjects. 

Well  then,  my  Lords,  there  is  another 
ease  of  grievous  injury  to  Ionian  subjects. 
But  before  I  go  to  it,  let  me  just  read  one 
passage  to  show  your  Lordships  the  class  of 
men  we  arc  dealing  with,  and  the  habits  of 
life  of  these  lonians.  This  is  mentioned  as 
a  great  grievance  and  proof  of  the  despotio 
tyranny  and  oppression  exercised  by  the 
police  against  the  Ionian  subjects  of  Her 
Majesty  :— 

"  I  have  to  observe  to  you,  that  on  Sunday  last 
several  lonians  presented  themselves  to  me,  com- 
plaining of  the  Gendarmerie  soldiers,  who,  while 
going  the  rounds  at  night,  give  them  continual  of- 
fence, as  they  (the  lonians)  are  obliged,  on  account 
of  the  heat  and  fleas,  to  sleep  in  the  streets,  and 
the  Gendarmes  parade  with  their  arms  and  compel 
them  to  sleep  in  their  houses,  otherwise  they  are 
taken  up  to  prison,  besides  other  menaces/' 

Here  is  a  serious  case  of  oppression ! 
British  subjects,  forsooth,  are  exposed  to 
the  grossest  oppression  because  they  are 
not  permitted  to  sleep  like  pigs  in  front  of 
their  doors  when  the  heat  is  too  great,  or 
the  fleas  too  troublesome !  There  is  a 
national  question !  There  is  a  cause  of 
war  I  Two  of  these  highly-respectable 
persons,  according  to  their  own  statement, 
are  found  in  the  market-place,  and  they 
are  marched  by  soldiers  off  to  the  authori- 
ties, who  flog  them  and  turn  them  out. 
The  Vice-Consul  forwards  their  complaint 
to  the  Consul,  who,  being  a  sensible  man, 
at  least  comparatively  speaking,  suggests 
the  propriety  of  further  inquiry  to  verify 
the  facts,  and  of  an  examination  of  the 
persons  of  the  complainants  to  ascertain 
whether  they  bore  any  marks  of  the  alleged 
ill-usage.  On  this  examination  being  called 
for,  however,  the  complainants  were  not 
forthcoming.    Meantime  the  Consul  trans- 


mits the  complaint,  together  with  that  of 
the  two  other  lonians  to  which  I  have  re- 
ferred, to  Sir  E.  Lyons,  with  the  exprefk 
sion  of  his  opinion  that  it  was  not  necei* 
sary  to  take  any  ulterior  steps;  Sir  E, 
Lyons  lays  it  before  the  Minister,  and  fojs 
wards  both  sets  of  papers  to  Lord  Palmer* 
ston,  adding  that  he  coincides  with  the 
Consul,  that  no  steps  are  necessary  beyon4 
a  remonstrance  which  he  has  already  made^ 
He  little  knew  Lord  Palmerston !  By  re* 
turn  of  post,  without  waiting  for  the  eyi« 
dence  as  to  the  fact,  which  the  Consul  ha4 
directed  to  be  procured,  he  writea  a« 
follows : — 

"  Her  Mi^esty's  Govommeni  have  bad  und^v 
their  consideration  your  despatch  of  the  18th  ult*, 
containing  an  account  of  two  oases  in  which  loniai) 
subjects  have  been  maltreated  by  the  authorities 
at  Patras  and  Pyrgos  ;  and  I  have  to  inform  you 
that  the  oonduot  of  the  Greek  authorities  towvda 
these  individuals,  as  set  forth  in  your  despateh, 
appears  to  Her  Migesty's  Government  to  hav^ 
been  cruel  and  oppressive.  I  have  therefore  to 
instruct  you  to  demand  from  the  Greek  Govern'^ 
ment,  for  each  of  the  lonians  wh^  have  been  mal« 
treated,  the  sum  of  30/.,  as  some  oompensatioqr 
for  the  unmerited  ill-treatment  which  they  havii 
undergone." 

If  the  British  flag  is  insulted,  the  Secretanf 
of  State  does  not  think  it  necessary  to  ask 
for  an  apology.  If  a  boat's  crew  ia  nlun« 
dered,  a  sum  of  money  is  demanded;  all  wq 
want  is  the  money.  Is  a  boathook  lost  ? 
Put  it  down  in  the  bill.  It  is  really  diffi** 
cult  to  speak  seriously  upon  such  a  ques^ 
tion.  It  would  be  too  absurd,  too  ridicu^ 
Ions,  too  foolish,  to  make  it  the  subject  o^ 
recital  in  your  Lordships'  House,  were  it 
not  for  the  momentous  fact  that  it  is  upon 
such  fooleries  the  peace  of  Europe  is  made 
to  depend.  The  noble  Lord  reminds  ouq 
of  the  story  where  a  man  is  thrown  out  of 
the  window  of  an  inn,  and  the  assailanli 
when  charged  with  the  offence,  exclaims, 
'*  Put  him  in  the  bill."  Whatever  is  done, 
"  put  it  down  in  the  bill;"  here  is  10/.  for 
this,  and  20^  for  that,  and  when  we  present 
our  bill  to  King  Otho  at  last,  his  treasury 
not  being  in  an  overflowing  condition,  we 
will  show  him  what  it  is  to  insult  Great 
Britain.  Now,  I  ask  your  Lordships — I 
put  it  to  any  rational  man,  whether  this  is 
a  case  upon  which  we  are  justified  in  going 
to  war — in  which  we  are  warranted  in  em-r 
ploying  a  more  powerful  fleet  than  that 
which  won  the  battle  of  the  Nile,  to  threaten 
a  friendly  sovereign,  and  demand  a  cer- 
tain compensation,  just  or  unjust?  But 
these  are  not  all.  There  are  two  other 
cases.  There  is  the  case  of  a  highly  re* 
spectable  gentlemaui  a  canny  Scot|  onf 
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Mr.  Finlay,  a  gentleman  who  likes  to  make 
a  good  bargain,  and  knows  when  he  has 
made  it  —  a  gentleman  strongly  imbued 
with  the  wisdom  of  the  sentiment  of  **  buy- 
ing in  the  cheapest,  and  selling  in  the 
dearest  market.'  This  gentleman,  at  the 
time  of  the  revolution,  thought  it  would  be 
no  bad  speculation  to  buy  the  property  of 
0ome  Turkish  gentlemen  who  might  find 
their  position  not  very  agreeable  in  Athens. 
His  speculations  were  not  very  extensive, 
for,  though  we  read  of  thousands  of  pics, 
a  pic  is  something  less  than  a  square  yard, 
I  believe,  and  the  whole  subject  in  dispute 
in  his  case,  is  the  price  of  about  two-thirds 
of  an  acre,  for  which  he  gave  either  300 
drachmas,  or  600  drachmas,  I  forget  which; 
that  is,  either  101,  or  20^.  The  land  was 
taken  by  the  Government  to  be  enclosed 
in  the  Royal  Garden,  and  no  doubt  he  was 
entitled  to  compensation.  His  was  the 
case  of  a  great  number  of  other  persons, 
and  an  ordinance  was  passed  fixing  the 
▼alue  of  the  property  at  half  a  drachma 
per  pic — about  i^d,  per  square  yard,  I 
think.  Sx>me  parties  were  dissatisfied  with 
this,  and  demanded  more;  and  some  ob- 
tained more — some,  I  think,  a  drachma; 
and,  at  a  drachma,  this  gentleman  would 
have  been  entitled  to  about  100/.  for  land 
for  which  he  had  given  either  lOZ.  or  20/. 
There  are  a  great  many  communications 
upon  the  subject,  extending  over  a  period 
of  thirteen  years,  our  Minister  not  giving 
his  own  judgment,  but  performing  the  part 
of  twopenny  postman  between  Mr.  Finlay 
and  the  Greek  Government.  The  demand 
made  by  Mr.  Finlay  for  land  which  had  cost 
him  300  or  600  drachmas,  I  forgot  which, 
was  45,000  drachmas,  or  about  1,500/.  for 
a  piece  of  ground  which  cost  him  10/.  or 
20/. 

That  was  the  state  of  things,  or  rather 
that  was  said  to  be  the  state  of  things, 
when  these  proceedings  took  place  at 
Athens,  and  the  British  fleet  appeared  to 
demand  reparation.  I  beg  your  Lordships 
to  observe  that  in  a  letter  addressed  by 
Mr.  Wyse  to  Lord  Palmerston,  dated  Au- 
gust 20,  1849,  and  published  in  the  pa- 
pers presented  to  Parliament  in  February 
last,  Mr.  Wyse  says — *'  I  am  still  without 
any  answer  from  the  Greek  Government  to 
my  note  of  the  2nd  of  July  respecting  the 
unsatisfied  claims  of  Messrs.  Pacifieo  and 
Finlay,  and  others  of  Her  Majesty's  sub- 
jects." This  letter  closes  the  correspon- 
dence on  the  subject  of  Mr.  Finlay  *8  claims 
laid  on  the  table  of  your  Lordships*  House, 
hjr  the  iSecretary  of  State,  by  command  of 


Her  Majesty,  to  explain  and  yindieate 
the  steps  which  he  was  taking.  What 
will  your  Lordships  say,  when  I  tell  you 
that  not  only  at  the  period  when  these 
despatches  were  laid  upon  the  table,  but 
at  the  period  when  the  demand  was  made 
upon  the  Greek  Government  for  reparation 
to  British  subjects,  this  question  of  Mr. 
Finlay  was  absolutely  and  entirely  and 
conclusively  settled,  by  a  reference,  accord- 
ing to  Mr.  Finlay 's  own  desire,  to  two  re- 
ferees, one  of  whom  had  been  named  by 
himself,  the  other  having  been  named  by 
the  Greek  Government,  who  were  jointly 
to  select  an  umpire,  and  by  whose  decision 
it  was  agreed  that  the  claims  of  Mr.  Finlay 
were  to  be  settled  ?  What  will  your  Lord- 
ships say  further  when  1  state  that  at  Mr. 
Finlay 's  express  desire  the  case  was  with- 
drawn from  the  mediation  and  interference 
of  Mr.  Wyse  and  Baron  Gros,  and  that  the 
arbiters  came  to  an  agreement  without  the 
necessity  of  calling  in  an  umpire,  and 
awarded  30,000  drachmas  to  Mr.  Finlay 
as  compensation  for  his  claim  ?  What  will 
your  Lordships  say  also  when  I  tell  you 
that  when  these  papers  were  laid  upon  the 
table  in  February,  the  Foreign  Office  was 
in  possession  of  that  information,  and  with- 
held or  suppressed  it?  In  the  month  of 
February,  as  I  have  shown,  the  Govern- 
ment represented  that  the  lost  information 
they  had  on  the  subject  of  Mr.  Finlay  was, 
that  no  answer  had  been  mode  by  the 
Greek  Government  respecting  the  claims 
of  Messrs.  Pacifieo  and  Finlay,  while  thej 
were  at  the  time  in  possession  of  the  letter 
of  Mr.  Wyse  to  Mr.  Finlay,  dated  October 
16,  and  which  was  received  at  the  Foreign 
Ofiice  at  the  end  of  October,  in  which  Mr. 
Wyse  says — 

**  I  have  the  honour  to  inform  you  that  agree- 
ably to  the  contents  of  your  letter  to  me  of  this 
date,  I  have  this  day  informed  the  Greek  Govern- 
ment that  you  have  appointed  M.  Vellios,  advo- 
cate, to  act  as  your  arbiter  for  the  settlement  of 
your  claim  for  indemnification  for  land  of  yours 
inclosed  in  the  garden  of  King  Otho's  palace,  in 
unison  with  M.  P.  Typaldos,  appointed  by  the 
Greek  Government  as  their  arbiter ;  it  being  un- 
derstood that  if  the  two  arbiters  cannot  arrange 
the  matter,  then  an  umpire  shall  be  named  by 
common  consent,  as  has  been  already  agreed 
upon ;  and  stating,  moreover,  that  you  are  ready 
to  abide  by  the  decision  of  the  arbiters,  and  that 
you  will  request  M.  Vellois  to  place  himself  in 
immediate  communication  with  M.  Typaldos,  and 
complete  the  preliminary  arrangements." 

Now,  I  ask  what  the  Foreign  Office  have 
to  say  for  themselves,  that  with  these 
papers  in  their  possession  they  allowed  the 
country  to  believe  that   the    unsatisfied 
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daim  of  Mr.  Finlay  was  one  ground  of  the 
interference  of  the  British  fleet.  The 
effect  of  the  lost  paragraph  of  the  corre- 
apondcnce  upon  Mr.  Finlaj's  claim  is,  that 
suhsequently  to  the  20th  of  August  no 
communication  had  taken  place  with  the 
Greek  Govemment  relative  to  that  claim, 
although  communications  had  taken  place 
two  months  later.  I  say  that  this  is  tam- 
pering with  the  question,  and  is  a  hroach 
of  faith  towards  your  Lordships  and  the 
country.  It  is  more  than  a  suppression, 
for,  while  the  document  I  have  read  was 
suppressed,  a  paragraph  was  inserted 
which,  according  to  the  ordinary  sense  of 
language,  would  lead  to  the  inference  that 
no  such  document  had  heen  received  hy 
the  Government.  And  when  this  docu- 
ment had  heen  published  in  the  Greek 
papers,  then,  and  not  till  then,  in  the 
month  of  April,  without  a  word  of  explan- 
ation or  apology,  the  Foreign  Secretary 
lays  upon  the  table  supplementary  papers 
to  those  of  February,  but  containing  infor- 
mation which  had  been  in  his  possession 
since  October. 

My  Lords,  there  is  one  case  more;  and 
that  one  presents  such  an  astounding  com- 
bination of  audacity  and  mendacity,  of  all 
that  is  ridiculous  and  disgusting,  that  I 
am  ashamed  to  bring  it  under  your  Lord- 
ships' notice.  But,  before  I  go  into  this 
case,  I  may  be  permitted  to  advert  to  a 
circumstance  which  occurred  many  years 
ago.  In  1817  an  English  vessel,  called 
the  Berwick  Packet,  Nesbitt  master,  was 
compelled,  by  stress  of  weather  and  the 
damage  the  ship  had  sustained,  to  put  into 
the  port  of  Villa  Nova  de  Portimao.  In 
order  to  defray  the  cost  of  repairs,  the 
vessel  was  sold,  and  the  sale  produced 
about  6002.  more  than  was  sufficient  to 
cover  the  expenditure.  The  master,  not 
being  disposed  to  bring  that  amount  in 
hard  dollars  with  him  to  this  country, 
thought  himself  exceedingly  fortunate  in 
being  paid  by  a  bill  upon  the  Navy  Board. 
The  bill,  which  he  obtained  from  an  ac- 
commodating gentleman  of  the  Hebrew 
persuasion,  was  brought  to  this  country, 
when  the  unfortunate  captain,  upon  pre- 
senting it,  was  immediately  arrested  as  a 
forger,  the  acceptance  turning  out  to  be  a 
forgery.  The  law  officers  of  the  Crown 
were,  however,  of  opinion  that  under  the 
circumstances  legal  proceedings  could  not 
be  taken  here.  The  captain  returned  to 
Portugal,  and  after  a  very  considerable 
lapse  of  time  lie  was  fortunate  enough  to 
meet  in  Lisbon  with  the  individual  from 
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whom  he  received  the  forged  bill.  The 
captain  brought  this  person  before  the 
then  Juiz  Conservador  at  Lisbon,  D.  Lei- 
tao,  and  the  consequence  was  that,  in  or- 
der to  escape  further  judicial  proceedings, 
he  repaid  the  captain  the  whole  amount  of 
the  bill,  and  thereby  escaped  punishment. 
Now,  my  Lords,  it  is  a  singular  coinci- 
deuce  that  this  forger  happens  to  be  iden- 
tical in  point  of  name,  of  nationality,  and 
of  religion,  with  Mr.  David  Pacifico,  who 
has  subsequently  preferred  a  claim  upon 
the  Greek  Government.  It  may  be  that 
there  was  another  David  Pacifico,  a  Jew, 
at  that  time  resident  in  Lisbon,  and  in 
that  case  I  owe  him  every  apology;  but 
my  information  on  this  subject  is  derived 
from  persons  of  undoubted  respectability, 
who  have  long  been  resident  in  Lisbon, 
and  who  are  perfectly  cognizant  of  the 
facts,  and  who  assure  me  positively  that 
not  only  the  names,  but  the  individuals^ 
are  identical. 

Then  what  are  the  circumstances  under 
which  M.  Pacifico  makes  a  claim  upon  the 
Greek  Government?  It  seems  that  the 
Athenian  mob  take  great  delight  on  Easter 
Sunday  in  buraing  a  representation  of 
Judas  Iscariot;  but  on  Easter  Sunday, 
1847,  in  consequence  of  the  presence  in 
Athens  of  the  Baron  C.  M.  de  Rothschild, 
the  Government,  out  of  compliment  to 
that  gentleman,  took  measures  to  prevent 
the  assembling  of  the  people.  It  is  clear, 
then,  that  the  loss  M.  Pacifico  sustained 
is  traceable  to  the  presence  of  Baron  Roths- 
child at  Athens.  If  the  Baron  had  not 
been  in  Athens,  the  figure  of  Judas  would 
have  been  bunit,  and,  possibly,  M.  Paci- 
fico's  house  would  not  have  been  plundered. 
An  opinion  arose,  however,  that  M.  Paci- 
fico had  obtained  the  discontinuance  of  this 
annual  celebration,  and  a  mob  assembled, 
and,  most  indefensibly,  made  au  attack 
upon  M.  Pacifico *s  house,  and  destroyed 
what  furniture  there  was  in  it,  and,  in- 
deed, according  to  his  statement,  every- 
thing else.  The  rapidity  with  which  the 
mob  effected  this  destruction  appears  to 
have  been  wonderful;  but  no  doubt  they 
did  great  injury  to  the  house,  and  caused 
considerable  alarm  to  M.  Pacifico  and  his 
family.  As  I  do  not  wish  to  exaggerate  or 
overstate  anything,  I  will  say  that,  look- 
ing to  these  papers,  it  does  not  appear  that 
there  was  any  great  activity  manifested  by 
the  Greek  police,  either  in  putting  a  stop 
to  the  riot  itself,  or  endeavouring  to  iden- 
tify the  rioters.  It  seems,  indeed,  from 
the  papers,  that  the  police  were  deterred 
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from  taking  such  steps  in  consequence  of 
persons  who  had  high  connexions  in  the 
State  being  concerned  in  these  outrages; 
and  I  think  that  circumstance  gives  to 
M.  Pacifico  a  fair  and  reasonable  claim  to 
compensation  for  those  injuries  which  he 
sustained  in  property  or  person,  and  which 
the  Greek  Government  were  unable  or  un- 
willing to  prevent.  But,  when  we  come 
to  look  at  M.  Pacifico 's  bill  of  costs,  it  is 
really  one  which  passes  credibility.  M. 
Pacifico,  who  had  been  bom  of  Portuguese 
parents,  had  been  consul  for  Portugal,  and 
preferred  certain  claims  against  the  Go- 
vernment of  that  country;  and  he  com- 
plains, in  one  of  the  papers  before  your 
Lordships,  that  the  Portuguese  Govern- 
ment not  having  acceded  to  his  reasonable 
demands,  he  was  left  in  poverty  and  in- 
digence. That  is  the  statement  he  gives 
of  his  own  condition  in  life.  In  the  later 
papers  laid  before  your  Lordships,  a  state- 
ment is  also  made  that  he  was  unable  to 
redeem  a  small  amount  of  plate  which  he 
had  lodged  with  the  Bank  of  Athens,  the 
whole  value  of  that  plate  being  only  about 
30^.  It  is  said,  in  explanation,  that  that 
plate  was  deposited  for  the  purpose  of  ob- 
taining from  the  bank  an  advance  of  a 
sum  of  money  at  a  low  rate  of  interest, 
which  M.  Pacifico  was  in  the  habit  of  lend- 
ing at  an  usurious  rate  of  interest  to  the 
indigent  population  of  Athens,  par  la 
petite  semaine,  and  so  turning  an  honest 

?enny  by  a  profit  upon  borrowed  capital, 
'hat  is  the  statement  made  by  Mr.  Wyse 
himself  of  the  position  of  M.  Pacifico,  to 
explain  the  fact  of  his  not  having  redeemed 
the  plate  he  had  deposited.  Now,  with 
this  view  of  M.  Pacifico*s  circumstances, 
your  Lordships  will  be  prepared  duly  to 
estimate  the  demand  he  makes  for  com- 
pensation to  the  amount  of  more  than 
31,0002.  His  demand  for  the  destruction 
of  his  furniture  and  property  amounts  to 
nearly  6,000?.,  and  his  claims  on  Portugal 
to  above  26,000^  My  Lords,  I  have  said 
that,  according  to  the  statement  of  M. 
Pacifico,  every  article  of  his  furniture  was 
absolutely  demolished  or  carried  away,  not 
a  vestige  left  belAnd,  except  a  basin  full  of 
broken  crockery,  and  a  single  sheet  of  ex- 
traordinary fineness,  which  fortunately  was 
left  to  prove  the  quality  of  its  companions. 
But,  my  Lords,  either  M.  Pacifico  must 
be  a  man  of  the  most  extraordinary  and 
accurate  powers  of  memory  that  I  ever 
heard  of,  or  else,  amidst  this  universal 
destruction,  the  plunderers  must  have  been 
obii^ng  enough  to  leave  behind  them  a 


precise  inventory  of  every  Item  of  fomi- 
ture,  and  the  value  of  each.  My  Lorda« 
no  upholsterer's  catalogue  can  be  more 
complete  than  that  which  occupies  some 
pages  of  the  blue  book  on  your  Lordships' 
table,  enumerating,  in  the  minutest  detail, 
every  article  in  M.  Pacifico  *8  houBe.  from 
the  sofas  and  chairs  in  the  drawing  room» 
to  the  stew-pans,  the  jelly  mouldst  the 
skimming  ladles  in  the  kitchen.  Every 
article,  too,  in  its  proper  place;  in  such  a 
box  so  many  coats  and  other  articles  of 
Mr.  Pacifico 's  ;  in  such  a  cupboard,  so 
many  gowns  of  Mrs.  Pacifico 's,  so  many 
silk  stockings  of  Miss  Pacifico 's,  with  all 
the  minutiie  of  male  and  female  apparel* 
into  which  I  will  not  venture  to  follow 
the  enumeration.  Then  the  description 
of  the  furniture  I  Why,  the  house  of  this 
M.  Pacifico,  this  pettv  usurer,  who,  as 
I  have  said,  was  trading  on  a  borrowed 
capital  of  30?.,  is  represented  to  have  been 
furnished  as  luxuriously  as  it  might  have 
been  if  he  had  been  another  Aladdin  with 
full  command  of  the  Genii  of  the  ring  and 
of  the  lamp.  Now  listen  to  the  amount  of 
a  single  couch  in  his  drawing  room  :— 

**  I  large  couch  in  solid  mahogany,  British 
work,  with  double  bottom,  one  of  which  in  Indiaii 
cane  for  summer,  702. ;  1  bottom  for  th«  winter 
for  the  above,  a  cushion  in  tapestry  embroidered 
in  real  gold  (Royal  work),  251. ;  2  pillows  and 
cushion  also,  for  the  back  of  the  whole  length  of 
the  couch,  in  silk  and  wool  covering,  embroidn^ 
in  real  gold,  as  the  bottom  of  the  above  oouch,  75i.'* 

Total  for  one  couch  1701,  Now,  I  doubt  if 
many  of  your  Lordships  have  in  your  houses 
(I  am  sure  I  have  not  in  mine)  furniture  of 
this  gorgeous  description.  The  bed-room 
is  furnished  on  a  scale  of  equal  magnifi- 
cence. In  the  first  place  appears  a  Lit  Con- 
jugal, (I  prefer  the  original  to  the  mor6 
homely  translation  of  a  **  double-bed,**)  of 
which  the  following  description  is  given: — 

**  A  Lit  Conjugal,  in  solid  mahogany,  with  four 
pillars  richly  carved,  2  J  long  by  2 J  wide,  with  tho 
back  and  the  end  carved,  the  crown  in  carred 
mahogany  and  carved  frame,  and  a  set  of  brass 
castors,  worth  1501." 

My  Lords,  I  cannot  pretend  to  follow 
M.  Pacifico  into  his  minute  details  of  the 
other  articles  of  bed-room  furniture;  hut  it 
is  right  your  Lordships  should  be  made 
aware  that  every  utensil  was  composed  of 
the  very  finest  porcelain.  In  addition  to 
this  bill  of  costs,  there  were  the  demands 
on  the  Portuguese  Government,  which 
amount  to  the  moderate  sum  of  21,000^.» 
and,  with  interest  included,  to  26,000^, 
for  which  all  tho  papers  were  destroyed. 
And  what  was  the  nature  of  these  papers  ? 
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Thej  coiitiuned  claims  on  Portugal  for 
aerrices  rendered.  These  precious  docu- 
ments were  all  lost  and  destroyed.  Your 
Lordships  will  scarcely  believe  that  these 
precious  documents  consisted  of  protests 
of  M.  Pacifico,  signed  by  his  own  hand, 
in  the  year  1847,  showing  that  the  Por- 
tuguese GoTemment  had  repudiated  ab- 
solutely, entirely,  and  in  the  most  unquali- 
fied manner,  every  one  of  those  claims; 
and  because  the  Portuguese  Government 
denied  that  they  were  indebted,  and  de- 
clared that  they  did  not  owe  him  one 
shilling,  and  that  they  would  not  pay 
him  one  shilling,  the  British  Govern- 
ment, because  these  papers  were  destroy- 
ed, made  a  claim  that  the  Greek  Go- 
vernment should  pay  the  21,0002.,  with 
the  interest,  which  had  been  accumulating 
during  the  two  years  at  10  or  12  per  cent; 
and  the  British  Minister  at  Atnens  de- 
clared, under  his  hand  and  seal,  that  he 
believed  that  claim  to  be  just  and  mode- 
rate. When  the  claim  was  first  made,  Lord 
Palmerston  directed  Sir  E.  Lyons,  in  De- 
cember 1847,  to  state  that  the  Govern- 
ment would,  as  soon  as  possible,  fix  the 
amount  they  intended  to  aemand  as  com- 
pensation for  the  sufferings  sustained  by 
M.  Pacifico,  in  addition  to  the  loss  which 
he  had  suffered;  in  regard  to  which  in  a 
previous  despatch.  Lord  Palmerston  had 
directed  Sir  E.  Lyons  to  support  M.  Paci- 
fico's  claim  if  he  considered  it  just  and 
moderate.  Sir  E.  Lyons  said,  in  reply, 
that  he  believed  the  claim  to  be  just  and 
moderate,  and  that  he  had  sent  it  in;  and 
it  was  not  till  the  February  afterwards 
that  Lord  Palmerston  began  to  intimate  a 
suspicion  that  there  might  be  some  little 
exaggeration  in  the  case  of  the  Portu- 
guese claims,  and  called  upon  Sir  E. 
liyons  to  send  him  word  what  was  the  par- 
ticular nature  of  those  claims,  and  how 
they  were  supported.  Sir  E.  Lyons  re- 
plied, that  M.  Pacifico  could  give  no  fur- 
ther information  than  he  had  already  given 
— the  list  of  his  losses  and  claims;  but 
Sir  E.  Lyons  again  made  a  demand  on  the 
part  of  England  upon  the  Greek  Govern- 
ment for  the  payment  of  these  demands, 
without  the  slightest  intimation  that  any 
deduction  would  be  allowed.  I  know  it 
may  be  said  that  we  were  not  bound  to  the 
full  amount  of  M.  Pacifico's  demand,  and 
that  we  never  meant  to  press  the  full 
claim.  I  think,  then,  it  is  matter  of  re- 
gret that  the  Greek  Government  were  not 
informed  what  amount  we  did  intend  to 
claim ;  for  your  Lordships  must  observe  I 


that  when  the  demand  was  made  at  Athen8» 
in  January  1850,  it  was  required  that  aU 
claims  that  had  been  sent  in  to  the  Graek 
Government,  just  or  unjust,  should  be 
paid  in  full,  with  interest,  within  the  period 
of  twenty-four  hours.  Now,  surely  thai 
was  the  time  to  have  said,  ''  We  do  not 
intend  to  press  such  and  such  claims,  but 
we  ask  as  compensation  such  reasonably 
sums  as  the  Greek  Government  can  have 
no  difficulty  in  giving."  But  it  was  not 
till  February,  1850,  after  the  French  in* 
tervention  had  been  accepted,  that  Lord 
Palmerston  intimated  to  Mr.  Wyse  that 
some  proposition  might  possibly  be  made 
to  dimmish  the  gross  amount  of  M.  Paoi* 
fico's  claim,  and  that,  in  such  a  case,  Mrt 
Wyse  was  not  to  consider  himself  pre- 
cluded from  entertaining  such  a  proposal# 
shewing  clearly  that  up  to  that  period  he 
was  precluded  by  his  instructions.  It  was 
then,  in  support  of  the  exaggerated  pre* 
tensions  of  M.  Pacifico— for  with  regard 
to  the  other  claims  there  was  little  or  no 
difficulty — that  a  British  fleet  was  sent  to 
demand  compliance  with  an  unreasonable 
request  in  twenty-four  hours,  and  on  failure 
of  compliance  to  capture  the  vessels  of  a 
friendly  Power,  and  to  punish,  not  alone 
the  sovereign,  but  the  people  and  their 
commerce*  M.  Londos,  the  Greek  Minis- 
ter, only  came  into  office  late  in  December 
1849,  and  on  the  17th  of  January,  whea 
he  had  not  been  three  weeks  in  office,  the 
demand  which  had  thus  been  enforced  waa 
made,  without  his  having  any  opportunities 
of  instituting  inquiries  to  ascertain  ita 
justice.  If  I  were  not  afraid  of  wearying 
your  Lordships,  I  would  call  your  atten- 
tion to  what  I  consider  the  calm  and  dig^ 
nified,  I  might  say  the  touching,  rep^ 
given  by  M.  Londos  to  thb  most  extra- 
ordinary intimation  that,  without  any  at- 
tempt at  a  reference  to  other  Powers,  with- 
out any  attempt  at  any  mediation  whatso- 
ever, the  claims  of  the  various  parties  upon 
the  Greek  Government  must  oe  satisfied 
within  twenty-four  hours,  or  hostile  mea- 
sures would  be  had  recourse  to  by  the  Brit- 
ish Minister.  M.  Londos,  on  we  19th  of 
January,  writes — 

"  I  have  received  the  note  which  you  did  me 
the  hoDoiur  to  write  to  me  yesterday.  It  Would 
be  impouible  for  me  to  express  to  yon  the  IImI- 
ings  with  which  it  hat  been  read  by  Hii  Majesty 
the  King  of  Greece  and  his  Government.  The 
whole  nation  will  partake  them.  Greece  ii  weak. 
Sir,  and  she  did  not  expect  that  such  blows  would 
be  aimed  at  her  by  a  Government  which  she 
reckoned,  with  equal  pride  and  oonfldenoe,  amon|f 
her  benefiiotors.    In  the  prssenoo  of  a  ione,  like 
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that  which  ohojs  your  instraotions,  the  Govern- 
ment  His  Hellenio  Majesty  can  only  oppose  its 
rights  and  a  solemn  protest  to  acts  of  hostility 
committed  in  profound  peace,  and  which,  without 
■peaking  of  other  interests  of  a  higher  order,  are 
»  Tiolation,  in  the  highest  degree,  of  its  dignity 
and  independence.  In  this  sad  conjuncture,  cer- 
tain of  the  support  of  the  Greek  people  and  of 
the  sympathies  of  the  whole  world,  the  King  of 
Greece  and  his  Government  await  with  sorrow, 
but  without  weakness,  the  end  of  the  trials  which, 
by  order  of  Her  Britannic  Majesty's  Government, 
you  may  still  destine  for  them." 

Mj  Lords,  a  more  becoming  protest  from 
a  feeble  Power  against  the  encroachments 
of  a  mighty  I  never  read  in  mj  life.     I 
am  sure  that  you  will  participate  with  me 
in  feelings  of  sincere  and  earnest   sym- 
pathy with  the  Minister  of   a  people  so 
unjustly  assailed.     And  I  think  also  that 
you  will  participate  in  my  deep  regret  at 
the  conduct  of  the  Government  that  so 
assailed  them.     On  the  announcement  of 
these  hostile  measures,  offers  of  mediation 
were  made,  but  made  in  vain,  by  the  Min- 
isters of  France  and  Russia;  and  our  sys- 
tem  of  reprisals  was  commenced.     The 
Tessels  of  the  Greek  State  were,  in  the 
first  place,  seized  by  our  ships,  and  when 
these  were  found  insufficient  to  meet  the 
demand — and  mark,  insufficient   to  meet 
the  demand  only  because  that  demand  com- 
prised the  whole  amount  of  Pacifico's  pre- 
posterous claim — an  embargo  was  laid  upon 
private  vessels,  and  private  commerce  and 
private  interests  were  interfered  with,  in 
the  expectation  that,  by  the  pressure  of 
distress  upon  their  commerce,  the  deter- 
mination of  the  Greek  Government  and  of 
the  Greek  people  would  be  broken,  and 
that  the  full  amount  of  the  demand  would 
be  conceded.     If  any  doubt  could  be  en- 
tertained as  to  M.  Pacifico's  claims  in  full 
having  been  embodied  in  the  demand  of 
Lord  Palmerston  against  the  Greek  Go- 
vernment, that  doubt,  I  think,  is  set  at 
rest  by  the  despatch  from  Mr.  Wyse,  in 
which  he  states  the  result  of  measures  so 
far,  and  the  progress  of  the  embargo.  Let 
me  here  observe  that  the  Greek  people 
nobly  sustained   the  protest  which  their 
Minister  had  delivered  in  their  name,  so 
that,  if  the  idea  of  the  noble  Viscount  was 
to  effect  his  object  by  quelling  the  spirit 
of  the  Greek  people,  that  object  utterly 
failed;  the  sense  of  oppression  rallied  round 
the  King  of  Greece,  not  only  the  sympa- 
thies of  Europe,  but  the  earnest  zeal  of 
his  own  people;  who,  if  from  their  position 
they  were  not  prepared  to  resist,  were  pre- 
pared, at  least,  to  sqffer  all  rather  than 
MUCtion    injustice.      On  the   18th  Feb- 


ruary Mr.  Wyse,  writing  home  that  coer- 
cive measures  of  greater  stringency  had 
been  adopted,  says — 

"The  number  of  Greek  vessels  now  here  is 
thirty-six ;  two  war-schooners  and  five  merchant 
vessels  are  secured  at  Corfu  ;  and  with  those  men- 
tioned as  detained  at  Spezzia  and  Uydra,  the  total 
in  our  possession  may  now  amount  to  about  forty- 
seven.  It  is  difficult  to  arrive  even  at  an  ap- 
proximate value  of  this  property,  comprising 
shipping  and  cargoes ;  the  vessels  secured  at 
CorAi  are  estimated  by  Her  Majesty*!  consul  at 
Patras  at  about  14,0002." 

Therefore,  your  Lordships  see,  with  forty- 
seven  vessels  in  his  possession,  of  which 
seven  alone  were  reputed  worth  14,000/., 
Mr  Wyse  states  that  he  had  not  enough, 
as  yet,  to  satisfy  the  whole  of  the  demands 
he  was  empowered  and  ordered  to  enforce; 
whereas,  excluding  Pacifico's  claim,  the 
total  of  all  the  other  claims  made  by  the 
British  Minister  did  not  amount  to  2,000/., 
and,  including  Pacifico's  exorbitant   esti- 
mate for  furniture  and  what  not,  and  hia 
2,000/.  demand  for  Mrs.  Pacifico's  jewels, 
and  Miss  Pacifico's  jewels — ^which  I  forgot 
to  mention  to  your  Lordships  just  now — 
but,  excluding  his  moonshine  Portuguese 
demands,  the  entire  amount  of  claim  was 
7,000/.,  or  not  one-half  the  amount  which 
seven  out  of  the  forty-seven  vessels  laid 
under  embargo  were  calculated  to  produce. 
I  ask  your  Lordships,  can  language  go 
further  to  make  proof  complete  that,  at 
the  moment  now  in  question,  it  was  in- 
tended, and  fully  understood  by  Lord  Pal- 
merston, that  the  whole  of  Pacifico's  de- 
mand, including  his  ridiculous  Portuguese 
claims,  were  to  be  enforced  ?     [The  Mar- 
quess of  Lansdowne  dissented.]      I  am 
very  curious  to  hear  the  noble  Marquess 
explain,    then,   how  more  than   14,000/. 
is  wanted  to  satisfy  claims  of  not  more 
than  7,000/.  in  amount ;  and  why  the  co- 
ercive proceedings  were  to   be  continued 
for  a  longer  period,  and  for  what  longer 
period,  in  order  to  make  up  an  amount 
equal  to  the  demand?     I  have  detained 
your  Lordships  so  long  on  these  original, 
and,  as  they  appear  to  me,  most  important 
parts  of  the  case,  that  I  must  pass  very 
rapidly  over  the  remaining  portion ;  one, 
however,  too  deeply  and  vitally  important 
to  be  overlooked,  the  effect,  namely,  which 
those  measures  have  had,  and  which  thej 
are  calculated  to  have,  on  our  relations 
with  foreign  Powers.    I  have  endeavoured, 
so  far,  to  explain  to  your  Lordships  the 
various  claims  against  the  Greek  Govern- 
ment ;  some  doubtful  in  point  of  justice, 
as  the  Salcina  case;  others  exaggerated  iq 
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amount,  as  your  Lordships,  1  think,  will 
admit  the  Pacifico  claim  to  be ;  which 
claims,  doubtful  in  justice  or  exaggerated 
in  amount,  our  Foreign  Minister  has  sought 
arbitrarily  to  enforce  by  coercive  measures 
against  the  commerce  and  people  of  Greece. 
But,  first,  let  me  read  to  your  Lordships 
an  extract  from  one  of  Mr.  Wyse's  de- 
spatches, detailing  the  effect  of  the  screw 
he  is  applying  to  Greek  commerce  and  to 
the  Greek  people,  to  force  them  to  yield 
compliance:  the  naivete  is  absolutely 
amusing : — 

"  The  embargo,  too,  and  seizures,  are  beginning 
bIowIj  to  produce  their  effect.  The  irritation,  at 
first  naturally  directed  toward  ns  and  our  pro- 
ceedings, now  that  the  question  is  better  sifted,  is 
turned  towards  those  who  hare  compelled  us  to 
such  a  course.  A  deputation  from  Speuia  was  to 
hare  been  received  yesterday.  Others  will  follow 
from  Hydra,  and  probably  Patras.  Public  opinion 
at  Athens — where  the  truth  is  now  known,  and 
(now  mark  what  follows),  provisions  are  rising  in 
price,  will  second  their  applications.*' 

The  combined  operation  described  of 
moral  and  physical  causes  upon  public 
opinion,  the  knowledge  of  the  truth,  and  a 
rise  in  provisions,  is  quite  edifying,  and 
quite  in  character  with  the  whole  affair. 
1  must  be  permitted  to  entertain  my  own 
opinion,  that  the  latter  case  was  to  the  full 
as  effective  as  the  former.  Before  1  leave 
this  part  of  the  subject,  let  me  do  justice 
to  the  officers  employed  in  executing  the 
orders  of  our  Minister.  I  am  bound  to 
say,  strongly  as  1  disapprove  of  the  course 
of  our  Government  in  the  matter,  that  I 
do  not  find  that  Sir  W.  Parker,  or  any  of 
the  officers  engaged  in  executing  these 
orders,  overstepped  in  the  slightest  degree 
the  letter  of  their  instructions ;  on  the 
contrary,  I  find  that  they  fulfilled  their 
very  painful  task  with  firmness  of  course, 
but  at  the  same  time  with  temper  and  mo- 
deration ;  and  1  believe  I  am  only  doing 
bare  justice  to  the  distinguished  officer  I 
have  named,  and  to  the  officers  acting 
under  him,  when  I  express  the  belief  that 
they  would,  one  and  all,  rather  have  been 
engaged  in  deadly  conflict  with  the  fiercest 
enemy  this  country  ever  encountered,  than 
have  seen  the  honour  of  the  British  flag 
thus  prostituted  by  attacking  a  weak,  un- 
offending people,  interrupting  harmless 
commerce,  and  plundering  wretched,  half- 
pauper  fishermen  of  their  sole  means  of  sub- 
sistence. Let  me  now  advert  to  the  effect !  vcmment  had  apprised  us' that  its  patience  was 
which  this  step — this  violent  step — is  cal-  '  exhausted,  if  the  efforts  which  we  should  not  have 
culated  to  have  upon  our  relations  with 


table- to  satisfy  yourselves  what  that  effect 
has  already  been.  In  the  very  first  instance. 
Baron  Brunnow,  the  Russian  Minister  at 
St.  James *8,  without  any  instructions  from 
his  Court,  felt  it  to  be  his  duty  to  caU 
upon  Lord  Palmerston  for  an  explana- 
tion  of  the  course  the  noblo  Viscount  pro- 
posed to  take  with  Greece,  a  country,  he 
reminded  the  noble  Lord,  with  which  other 
countries  than  England  were  concerned 
politically,  upon  which  other  countries  had 
pecuniary  claims,  and  which,  also,  had 
claims  upon  the  protection  of  other  coun- 
tries as  well  as  England.  Baron  Brunnow 
was  assured  by  Lord  Palmerston  that  it 
was  merely  intended  to  seize  on  the  ves- 
sels of  the  State,  and  to  detain  them  as 
security  till  the  indemnification  due  to 
British  subjects  should  have  been  made  bj 
the  Hellenic  Government.  In  the  event  of 
these  measures  proving  insufficient,  Lord 
Palmerston  announced  the  intention  of 
blockading  the  ports  of  Greece.  And 
while  Baron  Brunnow  expressed  an  opin- 
ion that  this  latter  measure,  if  resorted  to, 
might  be  considered  as  overstepping  the 
bounds  by  which  reprisals  are  separated 
from  hostilities,  he,  nevertheless,  intimated 
his  satisfaction  with  the  general  assurances 
given  by  the  noble  Viscount,  and  especiallj 
with  his  promise  to  give  due  weight  to  this 
last  consideration.  When,  however,  the 
actual  progress  of  things  became  known, 
the  despatch  of  the  19th  February,  1850, 
was  addressed  by  the  Russian  Minister  to 
Lord  Palmerston,  couched  in  language 
which  I  will  not  distress  your  Lordships 
by  repeating;  language  wluch  it  must  be 
deeply  painful  to  a  British  subject  to  read 
as  addressed  to  a  British  Minister,  but 
doubly  painful  when  he  reflects  that,  bitter, 
imperious,  offensive  as  the  language  is,  it 
is  not  more  bitter,  more  imperious,  more 
offensive,  than  the  occasion  justified.  The 
Russian  Minister  did  not  deny  that  Eng- 
land had  claims  upon  Greece,  but  he  con- 
tended, most  justly,  considering  the  rela- 
tions  in  which  France  and  Russia  stood 
towards  Greece,  that,  before  extreme  mea- 
sures were  adopted  by  England,  some  in- 
timation at  least  was  due  to  Powers  equally 
with  herself  concerned  in  maintaining  the 
independence  of  the  weaker  Power  :— 

'  **  If,"  said  he,  *'  before  resorting  to  the  uUima 
ratio  which  has  been  adopted,  the  Ei^glish  Go- 


foreign  Powers.     1  need   only   ask  your 
Lordships  to  look  at  the  papers  on  tho 


fiiiled  to  make  in  Athens  to  induce  the  Greeks  to 
come  to  an  arrangement,  had  proved  ineffectual, 
we  should  not,  M.  le  Baron,  pretend  that  England 
ought  to  Bttbmit  her  claims  indeflnitdy  to  tho  idih 
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•nit  of  our  interfSerenoe.    But  the  English  Go-  sooth,  to  reply  to  the  earlier  note,  which, 

Ternment  did  not  take  the  trouble  to  inform  u» ;  ^g  appears  by  the  second,  had  evidentlT 

rr:^it;i:^^:::tu.i^:fz'^.^.  ^r.'"^**"  "^''^*  mi^pprehen-ion, 

inunication  hat  been  addregsed  to  Peteraburg  or  which  subsequent  information  appears  to 

to  Paris,  whioh  oould  lead  to  the  notion  that  the  haye  entirely  remoyed.     But  to  that  reply 

Engliah  Cabinet  was  on  the  eve  of  prooeeding  to  of  the  noble  Viscount  there  has  been  a  re- 

fuoh  extwmiaes  a«anst  Greece.     Russia  and  joinder.     Will  the  noble  Marquesa  tell  us 

IZr  only  heard  oT  this  when  the  mischief  was  ^^^^^  ^^^^  ^.^.^^^^  .^  ,  ^^  g^^  rejoinder 

.     '          •   .            '.1  .1     i*  11     •  establish  perfect  amity  between   ns  and 

And  he  winds  up  with  the  following  em-  ^^^^^   ^^  .^^  ^^i^fy  the  noble  Mar- 

ph»tic  language :—  ^^  ^^^  ^j^^^  jg  ^^^  jealousy,  alienation 
«<  The  Emperor  charge,  yon,  M.  le  BaroD.  to  _j  ^^  ^^^s^  ^^  hostUity— in  the  mind 
address  on  this  subject  serious  representations  to  ^  -n  •  ^  j  i.  ^-f^  ai.  ^ 
the  English  Goverinent,  to  urge  them  in  the  ^^  R^ss^f  *0^a»^8  us;  hostility  that  may 
most  pressing  manner  to  hasten  the  cessation  of  a  not  break  out  now,  but  which  may  sen- 
state  of  things  at  Athens  whioh  nothing  justifies  ously  and  yery  alarmingly  operate  upon 
or  neoessitetes,  and  which  exposes  Greece  to  losses  the  position  of  this  country  hereafter.  Will 
as  well  as  to  dangers,  out  of  aU  reasonable  pro-  .i  noWa  Maraueaa  tell  U3  whether  aiit 
portion  to  the  cUims  made  against  her.  There-  ^^l  noDle  Marquess  tell  us  wnetner  any 
oeption  which  may  be  given  to  our  representa-  subsequent  communications  have  l)een  re- 
tloni  may  hare  considerable  influence  on  the  na-  ceived  from  Russia,  any  from  Austria, 
ture  of  the  relations  we  are  henceforth  to  expect  which  may  tend  to  show  how  far  the  extra- 
from  England,  let  me  add.  on  the  posiUon  towards  ^^  pretensions  we  have  put  forth  mar 
all  the  Powers,  great  or  small,  whose  coast  ex-  //*  .  .^^  -  .  ...  ru  •*•  u  ^  u-  / 
poses  them  to  a  sudden  attack.  It  remains,  in-  ^^^^^  *^®  ^^^^^^  position  of  British  subjects 
deed,  to  be  seen,  whether  Great  BriUin,  abusing  residing  m  those  countnes  ?  My  Lords,  we 
the  advantages  which  are  afforded  her  by  her  im-  had,  up  to  a  certain  point,  one  cordial 
inense  maritime  superiority,  intends  henceforth  to  friend  in  these  transactions,  perhaps  our 
pursue  an  isoUted  policy  without  caring  for  those  j  ^^j  ^^  •„  Europe;  we  were  on  cortlial 
engagements  which  bind  her  to  the  other  Cabinets,  ^  ^  •i.t.T?  -n^u  ^  v 
whether  she  intends  to  disengage  herself  from  t«rms  with  J?rance.  Do  those  terms  sab- 
•very  obUgation  as  well  as  from  aU  oommunity  of  sist  Still  ?  No  man  values  more  than  I  do, 
action,  and  to  authorise  all  great  Powers,  on  every  friendly  relations  with  that  great  country, 
fitting  opportunity,  to  recognise  towards  the  weak,  j  ^^ust  that  what  we  see  at  present  is  only 

Z:^  "^  Xsi^^s^:? J''  ^^  ^"^"  "^'^  ?  P-ing  cloud,  which  ^U  sU  blow  or  J. 
Ti.  •  A  xu  A  u  xi  rx  Ai."  £  1.  J  I  trust  I  have  said,  and  shall  say,  not  a 
It  18  true  that  shortly  after  this  first  de-  ^^^  calcukted  to  impede  the  imicable 
.patch  from  the  Russian  Court,  another  de-  g^tti^^ent  of  our  most  unhappy  disagree- 
ppatch  was  communicated  to  Lord  Palmer-  ^^^^  ^j^^  p^,„^^  ^y,  Satter.  But 
.ton.  couched  in  terms  of  moderotion,  for  ^i,^^  j^„  ^een  the  ^urse  pursued  by  our 
which  I  give  great  credit  to  the  Emperor;  Government  towards  France,  in  retu4  for 
but  this  was  a  despatoh  based  upon  the  c.r-  ^^^  ^^^^  ^^endly  course  which  she  pursued 
oumstance  that  the  mediation,  the  friendly  ^^^^^  „,,  ^^^  ^^^  ^t^  J 
offices  of  France,  had  been  accepted.  remonstrances-she  came  with  no  com- 
"  As  in  our  6yes,",says  Count  Nesselrode, "  the  plaints  of  her  owu.  She  felt  the  painful 
{nterest  of  the  Greeks  outweighs  every  other  per-  diflSculty  in  which  you  were  placed,  With- 
ponal  consideration,  we  w(ll  not  insist  on  the  want  .  jf  I'^rA. 
of  courtesy  of  which  we  intended  to  compUin,  and  ^"*  \  ^^^  of  complaint  of  the  manner  in 
we  do  not  intend  to  demand  to  be  admitted  after  which  her  rights  in  relation  to  Greece  had 
the  time  into  a  mediation  already  entered  upon,  been  set  aside  by  our  Foreign  Minister, 
Mid  which  perhaps  at  this  moment  wiU  have  pro-  g}^Q  generously  and  frankly  tendered  her 
duoed  a  fitvourable  result  for  Greece.  If  the  «^«j°fle««o  ,  ♦i,o,«,«  r^^^A  ^ffi^A.  .r^.^  -^ 
good  offices  of  France  can  operate  efficaciously  in  «*^f  ^^?^l '  ^^^^^^  ^^1*.^.  ^®^®*  T®"^®.  ^ 
fevour  of  the  Government  of  King  Otho,  and  con-  cepted,  but  upon  conditions  and  witbm 
tribute  to  lighten  the  weight  of  the  pecuniary  limits  which,  from  the  outset,  promised 
claims  raised  against  him,  we  are  ready  to  con-  very  ill  for  their  ultimate  success.  On  the 
gratulate  ourselves  thereon  most  sincerely."  5^^  ^f  February  a  private  offer  of  media- 
Have  your  Lordships  read  Lord  Palmer-  tion  was  made  by  the  French  Minister  at 
ston's  reply  to  their  communication  ?  Oh,  our  Court ;  on  the  same  day  Lord  Palmer- 
the  humble  meekness  of  that  reply !  Oh,  ston  wrote  to  Mr.  Wyse  that  he  expected 
the  difference  between  the  tone  in  which  to  receive  a  formal  offer  of  the  good  offices, 
he  answers  this  overbearing  language  from  not  the  mediation  of  the  French  Govern- 
the  powerful  Court  of  St.  Petersburgh,  ment,  of  which  he  should  forthwith  in- 
and  that  in  which  he  puts  down  the  hum-  struct  him,  and  desired  him  meanwhile  to 
ble  remonstrances  of  the  feeble  Court  of  be  prepared  to  act  upon  those  instructions, 
•^thei^s!  I{e  l^ardly  thinl(s  it  necessary,  for-  and  to  suspend  coer^iv^  meiisiirM,    The 
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formal  oflfer  was  received  by  Lord  Palmer- 
Bton  on  the  7th  of  February,  yet  on  the 
8  th  Lord  Palmers  ton  writes  to  Mr.  Wyse, 
takes  no  notice  of  any  such  offer  having 
been  made,  gives  no  instructions  to  sus- 
pend coercive  measures,  and  those  coercive 
measures  are  continued  for  ten  or  eleven 
days  longer,  to  the  infinite  misery  and 
injury  of  an  unoffending  people.  The 
good  offices  of  France,  however,  were  ac- 
cepted, and  I  confess  I  look  with  surprise 
at  the  extent  of  friendliness  manifested  on 
the  occasion  by  France  in  accepting  a 
mediation  restricted  within  such  narrow 
limits,  and  bound  by  such  conditions,  the 
French  mediator  at  Athens,  or  Minister,  I 
hardly  know  what  to  call  him,  being  made 
simply  the  medium  of  communications  be- 
tween the  English  Minister  and  the  Greek 
Government,  and  the  English  Minister 
being  instructed  to  adhere  to  his  demand 
in  regard  both  to  principle  and  to  amount. 
It  is  true  that  at  a  subsequent  period  these 
absurd  limitations  were  somewhat  extend- 
ed, and  the  principle  of  our  demands  be- 
ing assumed,  the  amount  was  left  subject 
to  discussion.  A  misunderstanding  never- 
theless occurred,  and  the  French  Minister 
found  it  necessary  to  intimate  that  he 
should  refer  to  his  own  Court,  and  in  the 
meantime  suspend  his  functions ;  but  still 
this  intimation  in  no  degree  justified  Mr. 
Wyse  in  describing  the  mediation  as  at  an 
end,  for  it  had  been  expressly  stipulated 
that,  in  the  event  of  any  such  misunder- 
standing, the  status  quo  should  remain 
until  reference  had  been  made  to  the  re- 
spective Governments.  That  such  was 
the  intention  of  the  French  Government  is 
manifest  from  a  despatch  from  the  Mar- 
quess of  Normandy  to  Lord  Palmerston, 
under  date  the  9th  of  May,  in  which  he 
says — 

'*  But  I  am  bound  to  stato  that  such  has  been 
the  impression  here ;  and  from  Greneral  de  La- 
bitte's  constant  language,  I  do  not  beLiavo  that 
he  would  have  continued  the  good  offices  of 
France  had  ho  boliovcd  that  they  could  have  the 
termination  they  have  now  received.'* 

Well,  my  Lords,  that  is  the  statement 
made  by  Lord  Normanby  of  the  view  the 
French  Government  had  of  the  instruc- 
tions that  had  been  sent  to  the  British  and 
French  Ministers  at  Athens.  That  de- 
spatch was  written  on  the  receipt  of  a 
telegraphic  account  of  the  recommence- 
ment of  hostile  operations  by  Admiral 
Parker.  On  the  10th  Lord  Palmerston 
merely  acknowledges  the  receipt  of  the 
foregoing   despatch ;    but^  on  tl^e  llth, 


having  received  despatches  from  Mr,  Wyse^ 
he  enters  fully  on  the  subject,  and  ex- 
amines the  practical  differences  between 
the  convention  which  had  been  in  the  moan 
time  agreed  upon  between  him  and  M. 
Drouyn  de  Lhuys,  and  that  which  had 
been  enforced  at  Athens.  1  looked,  my 
Lords,  with  anxiety  to  see  what  was  the 
answer  that  Lord  Palmerston  gave  to  that 
ground  of  complaint,  that  instructions  had 
not  been  sent  to  Mr.  Wyse  simultaneously 
and  to  the  same  effect  as  those  sent  to  the 
French  Minister,  namely,  that  in  the  event 
of  any  difference  of  opinion  between  Mr. 
Wyse  and  Baron  Gros,  reference  was  to 
be  made  at  home.  1  don*t  find  a  declara- 
tion made  that  that  was  not  the  under- 
standing ;  1  don*t  find  an  expression  of 
regret  that  General  de  Lahitto  had  been 
led  into  any  misapprehension  ;  1  don't 
find  any  answer  whatever  to  the  allegation, 
that  from  the  first  such  had  been  the  uq- 
derstauding.  Now,  that  no  such  instruc- 
tions were  sent  is  perfectly  clear  ;  but  it  in 
equally  clear  and  notorious  that  unless  the 
French  Government  had  understood  that 
such  instructions  were  to  be  sent,  they 
would  not  have  entered  into  or  carried  on 
the  negotiation. 

But,  whatever  might  have  been  the 
understanding,  or  misunderstanding,  at  the 
outset,  it  is  undeniable  that  such  an  ar- 
rangement was  definitely  come  to  on  the 
9th  of  May;  and  in  the  meantime,  it  being 
felt  by  France  and  England  that  difficul- 
ties might  arise  at  Athens,  and  probably 
interfere  to  prevent  any  settlement  being 
arrived  at,  a  convention  was  proposed  by 
M.  D.  de  Lhuys,  and  with  very  little  alter- 
ation accepted  by  Lord  Palmerston.  And 
the  very  day  after  the  suspension  of  the 
negotiation  on  the  part  of  Baron  Gros, 
Baron  Gros  received  from  General  de  La- 
hitte,  under  date  of  the  12th,  from  Paris, 
an  intimation  that  such  a  convention  waa 
in  contemplation,  and,  that  in  the  meantime, 
in  case  of  differences  they  were  to  wait  for 
instructions  from  home.  He  then  writes 
in  haste  to  Mr.  Wyse,  acquainting  him  with 
the  extent  of  his  despatches,  and  he  says, 
"  Here's  a!i  escape  from  our  difficulties.  I 
retract  my  note  of  yesterday.  I  entreat 
you  to  receive  this.  I  have  this  positive 
information.  Come  to  me  and  I  will  show 
you  my  instructions,  and  for  God's  sake 
take  no  coercive  measures  until  you  shall 
receive  corresponding  instructions  to  mine. " 
Now,  I  want  to  know  why  those  corre- 
sponding instructions  were  not  sent  ?  Mr. 
Wyae*»  aoswei:  was,  *'  I  have  no  such  ii|« 
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Btructions  from  mj  Government,  and  there- 
fore I  cannot  be  guided  bj  your  instruc- 
tions; and  cannot  for  one  hour  suspend 
coercive  measures."  I  repeat,  I  want  to 
know  why  those  instructions  were  not  sent  ? 
That  they  were  not  is  a  matter  of  notoriety. 
Now,  hear  how  Lord  Palmerston  explains 
the  circumstance.  Mark,  all  depended 
upon  it — the  settlement  of  the  Greek  ques- 
tion— the  amicable  settlement  of  it — the 
prevention  of  the  renewal  of  hostilities,  the 
maintenance  of  a  thorough  good  under- 
Btanding  between  France  and  England,  or 
the  avoidance,  at  least,  of  increased  mis- 
understanding between  France  and  Eng- 
land. These  instructions  were  agreed  to 
on  the  9th,  and  Lord  Palmerston  says — 
"  The  existing  arrangement  of  the  packets 
for  communication  with  Greece  afforded 
me  no  opportunity,  that  I  was  aware  of,  of 
writing  to  Mr.  Wyse  between  the  9th  and 
the  17th  of  April.*'  Now,  on  the  most 
delicate  of  all  questions  of  international  in- 
terference on  which  the  whole  thing  turned 
— ^having  come  to  an  arrangement  with  the 
French  Government  on  the  9th  of  April, 
Lord  Palmerston  did  not  think  it  worth  his 
while  to  intimate  by  extraordinary  means 
to  the  Minister  at  Athens,  that  any  ar- 
rangement had  been  come  to,  but  was  per- 
fectly content  to  wait  for  the  ordinary 
packet  on  the  17th.  Why  could  he  not 
send  till  the  17th  ?  General  Lahitte  re- 
ceived the  intimation  of  the  proceedings  of 
the  9th,  at  Paris,  and  he  found  no  diffi- 
culty, on  the  12th,  in  making  a  communi- 
cation to  Baron  Gros;  yet  Her  Majesty's 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  not 
knowing,  forsooth,  that  a  packet  was  about 
to  sail,  was  not  aware  that  there  were  any 
means  of  communicating  with  Mr.  Wyse 
before  the  17th.  But  he  goes  on  to  say 
that  even  if  he  had  been  aware,  on  the 
15th,  M.  Drouyn  de  Lhuys  came  to  him 
with  a  different  arrangement,  and  in  con- 
sequence of  that,  a  convention  was  entered 
into.  Yes,  but  up  to  the  15th  there  was 
no  prospect  of  a  convention  being  entered 
into,  and  by  that  time  the  mischief  had 
been  done;  force  had  been  had  recourse  to 
again;  and,  not  by  means  of  an  amicable 
arrangement,  not  through  the  mediation  of 
a  friendly  Power,  but  solely  because  M. 
Gros  could  not  reconcile  it  to  his  soul  and 
conscience  to  demand  180,000  drachmas 
for  M.  Pacifico's  claim  on  Portugal,  the 
mediation  was  suspended,  and  force  was 
had  recourse  to,  which  need  not  have  been 
the  case  if  Lord  Palmerston  had  only  taken 
the  trouble  to  send  a  special  messenger  to 


Mr.  Wyse.     Is  not  that  trifling  with  a 
great  question  ?     Is  it  not  throwing  awaj 
the  chances  of  a  reconciliation  ?     But  a 
convention  is  established  in  London;  and 
what  are  the  terms  ?     That  if  any  other 
arrangement  should  have  been  come  to  in 
the  meantime  by  the  three  Ministers  of 
France,  Greece,  and  Great  Britain,  be  it 
more  advantageous  or  less  advantageous  to 
either  party,  the  convention  of  London  was 
to  be  set  aside,  and  that  agreement  adopted. 
No  such  convention  had  taken  place;  *'  but 
another  settlement  had  been  made,"  sajs 
Lord  Palmerston,  ''not  by  all  the  three 
Ministers  engaged  in  the  negotiation,  but 
by    direct    communication    between     the 
Greek  and  British  Ministers,  and  as  the 
result  of  the  renewal  of  hostilities  by  the 
British  squadron."   Now,  what  would  have 
been  more  natural  than  to  have  said  at 
once,  "  An  understanding  has  been  come 
to  at  Athens;  to  a  certain  extent  it  has 
been  acted  upon,  but  to  the  extent  that  it 
has  not  been  acted  upon,  I  accept  your 
convention  of  London.     I  prefer  the  good 
offices  of  France,  rather  than  the  interven- 
tion of  our  naval  force.     I  prefer  to  owe 
the  settlement  of  this  great  question  to  the 
good  offices  of  the  French  Government. 
Lord  Palmerston  goes  on  to  state,  though 
there  is  little  difference  between  them,  that 
he  is  still  not  prepared  to  adhere  frankly 
to  the  convention  of  London,  but  would 
still  persist  in  the  course  he  had  pursued. 
It  appears  to  me  that  iu  refusing  to  accept 
that  convention,  even  at  the  last  moment. 
Her  Majesty's  Government  has  been  un- 
justifiably trifling  with  the  Government  of 
one  of  its  most  friendly  allies.     It  is  said 
that  the  agreement  entered  into  with  re- 
gard to  M.  Pacifico  in  Athens  was  less 
favourable  to  Greece  than  that  entered  into 
in  London.     It  is  not  so,  however,  to  the 
full  extent,  because  under  the  convention 
of  London  Lord  Palmerston  and  M.  Drouyn 
de  Lhuys,  feeling  that  here  they  had  no 
power  really  to  estimate  the  actual  amount 
of  loss  sustained  by  him,  conferred  upon 
the  negotiators  at  Athens  the  power  of 
lessening  that  amount,  if  it  should  appear 
to  require  it.     But,  with  regard  to  another 
very  important  point — and  it  is  the  more 
important  because  it  is  the  very  point  on 
which  Lord  Palmerston  says  that  even  if 
Mr.   Wyse   had  received  instructions   he 
could  not  then  give  way,  inasmuch  as  it 
involved  a  question  of  principle — namely, 
the   recognition   and  deposit  of  150,000 
drachmas  for  tho  claims   on  Portugal— « 
upon  that  point  tho  treaty  of  London  is  al« 
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together  silent.  And  that  which  Lord 
Palmcrston  thought  it  necessary  to  in- 
struct his  suhordinate  to  insist  upon  as  a 
sine  qud  non,  he  had  not  even  inserted  in 
the  convention.  But  as  regards  the  claim 
of  M.  Pacifico  against  the  Government  of 
Portugal — that  claim  which  Portugal  had 
repudiated — that  claim  which  Sir  W.  Par- 
ker, when  he  had  a  fleet  on  the  coast  of 
Portugal,  determined  not  to  support — that 
claim  which  M.  Pacifico,  a  British  suhject, 
has  never  claimed  the  intervention  of  Eng- 
land to  enforce  upon  Portugal-r-that  claim 
was  left  by  the  convention  of  London  to 
the  mediation  of  France,  and  Greece,  and 
England;  whereas,  by  the  terms  imposed 
at  Athens,  it  was  to  be  arranged  between 
England  and  Greece  alone,  that  is  in  other 
words,  it  was  to  be  subject  to  the  dictation 
of  England. 

I  am  aware  of  the  great  length  of  time 
1  have  detained  your  Lordships  upon  this 
important  question  ;  and  there  is  only  one 
more  point  on  which,  for  a  single  moment, 
I  shall  claim  your  attention  ;  but  it  is  one 
of  considerable  importance.  I  mean  that 
which  refers  to  the  question  of  the  terri- 
torial disputes  that  exist  between  this 
country  and  Greece.  The  amount  of  ter- 
ritory is  incalculably  insignificant.  The 
two  islands  in  dispute  are  not  worth  the 
paper  that  has  been  consumed  in  the  dis- 
cussion of  them.  But  they  form  a  ques- 
tion on  which  France  and  Russia  have  an 
actual  and  undisputed  right  to  be  consult- 
ed— a  question  with  regard  to  which  Eng- 
land has  not  the  right  of  independent  ac- 
tion. Be  the  justice  of  the  case  what  it 
may,  the  question  is,  whether  those  islands 
are,  or  are  not,  an  integral  portion  of  the 
Greek  State  ;  and  England,  one  of  the 
three  protecting  Powers,  cannot  take  upon 
herself  to  interpose  by  her  absolute  autho- 
rity between  her  own  State  (the  Ionian 
Islands)  and  the  State  of  Greece,  and  to 
decide  between  the  two  to  which  the  ter- 
ritory belongs,  setting  aside  the  claim  of 
Russia  and  France  to  ent«r  their  opinions 
and  enforce  their  judgment  with  regard  to 
the  fact  of  that  territory  forming  part  of 
Greece  or  not ;  and  upon  this  subject  you 
have  very  significant  evidence  that  Russia 
will  not  tolerate  an  interference,  single- 
handed,  by  England,  and  that  France  will 
not  tolerate  it  either.  But  now,  when  you 
have  had  the  indignant  remonstrance  of 
Russia  —  when  you  have  been  told  by 
Russia  thnt  she  will  not  tolerate  that  in- 
fraction on  her  rights,  now,  I  suppose,  you 
are  about  to  recede  from  the  position  you 
took  up.     But  prerious  to  that  declara- 


tion, so  far  as  Lord  Palmerston  and  the 
Government  of  this  country  are  concerned, 
in  October,  1849,  orders  were  issued, 
which  at  this  moment  are  unrescindcd,  so 
far  as  these  papers  show,  to  the  com- 
manders of  Her  Majesty's  naval  force  to 
seize  on  the  islands  of  Sapienza  and  Cervi, 
to  expel  the  Greek  inhabitants,  and  to 
take  possession  of  those  islands  in  the 
name  and  on  behalf  of  the  Ionian  States. 

My  Lords,  this  demand  is  made  in  the 
most  peremptory  terms.     For  years  it  has 
been  matter  of  negotiation — for  years  it 
has  been  pending,  and  certainly  no  great 
activity  has  been  shown  by  Her  Majesty's 
Government.  Years  and  years  ago,  Greece 
was  promised  the  documents  on  which  you 
founded  your  claim,  but  as  yet  no  such  do- 
cument has  ever  appeared.     In  the  month 
of  November,  I  think  it  was,  Greece  did 
put  in   a  detailed  answer  to  the  claim 
brought  forward  on  the  part  of  the  Foreign 
Office  to  the  possession  of  Cervi  and  Sa- 
pienza, and  vindicated,  and,  1  think,  by 
no  unconclusive  reasoning,  or  at  all  events 
by  reasoning  which  makes  the  matter  one 
of  considerable  doubt,   her   own  claims, 
whilst  she  rejected  the  claims  of  Great 
Britain  to  the  possession  of  these  two  in- 
significant islands.     What  was  the  answer 
of  Lord  Palmerston  ?      Is  it  that  the  re- 
ceipt of  that  intelligence  induces  him  to 
pause,  and  to  take  no  steps  until  he  shall 
have  replied,  and  brought  the  matter,  by 
negotiation,  to  a  satisfactory  issue  ?     Not 
at  all.     In  his  usual  off-hand  fashion,  in 
January,  he  declares  that  there  is  no  force 
whatever  in  the  arguments  of  Greece,  con- 
cluding with  an  argument  which,  with  due 
respect  to  the  noble  Viscount,  1  must  say  is 
perfectly  absurd,  that  because  these  islands 
are  not  mentioned  by  name  in  the  treaty, 
they  could  not  belong  to  Greece— a  condi- 
tion which  would  declare  that  neither  Sa- 
lamis,   nor  Egina,  nor  any  one  of    the 
islands  on  the  southern  coast,  belonged  to 
Greece.     For  that  reason  he  declares  the 
claim  of  England  to  be  undoubted  and  in- 
disputable.    And,  my  Lords,  so  far  as  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  is 
concerned,  it  did  not  rest  with  his  discre- 
tion that  at  this  moment  forcible  posses- 
sion has  not  been  taken  of  Sapienza  and 
Cervi.     Orders  were  issued,  and  they  have 
never  been  rescinded.     They  were  issued 
without  reference  to  France  or  Russia,  and 
without   the  consideration   of    the   effect 
which  they  might  produce  upon  these  two 
Powers  ;  and  it  was  Sir  W.  Parker  and 
Mr.  Wyse  who,  on  the  15th  of  February, 
took  upon  themaelYeA  to  write  to  Lord 
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Palmerston,  and  to  &ay  that,  pending  the 
receipt  of  further  instructions,  they  had 
taken  it  upon  themselves  not  to  act  upon 
the  instructions  which  the  Secretary  of 
State  had  given  them  to  take  forcible  pos- 
aession  of  those  islands.  Here,  then,  is  the 
position  you  are  in  with  regard  to  those 
petty  territorial  possessions.  You  have 
put  forward  a  positive  demand — you  have 
overlooked  the  claim  of  Russia  and  France 
to  interfere.  Fortunately  for  you,  your 
officers  had  more  discretion  than  your- 
selves, and  refrained  from  acting  upon 
your  instructions.  And  now,  in  the  teeth 
of  what  I  call,  with  deep  regret — I  cannot 
otherwise  characterise  it — an  ofFensively- 
eouched  intimation,  on  the  part  of  Russia, 
that  such  a  proceeding  on  the  part  of  Eng* 
land  cannot  be  tolerated,  this  country  will 
be  compelled,  in  the  teeth  of  that  remon- 
Btrance,  but  compelled  also  by  right  and 
justice,  to  recede  from  the  position  which, 
rashly  and  intemperately,  has  been  taken 
up  by  the  Foreign  Minister. 

My  LoihIb,  I  trust  I  have  succeeded  in 
substantiating,  first,  that  of  our  claims 
some  have  been  exaggerated  in  amount, 
some  doubtful  in  point  of  justice — that  they 
have  been  enforced,  by  coercive  measures 
upon  the  Greek  people,  and  that  the  course 
of  our  proceedings  has  been  calculated  to 
endanger — I  go  further,  and  say,  has  seri- 
ously affected — our  amicable  relations  with 
foreign  Powers.  God  grant,  my  Lords, 
that  the  consequences,  the  natural  conse- 
quences, of  these  proceedings,  may  not  fol- 
low! God  grant  that  the  wound  which 
has  been  occasioned  may  be  healed  by  a 
more  conciliatory  course  of  conduct !  God 
grant  that  nothing  may  interfere  to  pre- 
vent the  continuance  of  a  friendly  feeling 
between  the  Great  Powers  of  Europe, 
whose  concurrence  is  essential  to  the 
maintenance  of  the  peace  of  the  world,  and 
the  well-being  of  mankind  at  large.  But 
if  thoBe  happy  results  should  follow,  they 
will  not  he  owing,  in  my  humble  judgment, 
to  the  temper,  moderation,  or  good  sense 
with  which  the  British  Government  have 
eonducted  their  foreign  affairs. 

My  Lords,  if  you  concur  with  me  in  the 
faots  as  I  have  related  them,  you  cannot 
refuse  to  concur  with  me  in  expressing 
your  regret  at  such  a  state  of  things.  I  ask 
for  no  more.  If,  indeed,  we  have  been 
guilty  of  injustice — if,  indeed,  we  have 
been  guilty  of  making  exorbitant  demands 
— ^if,  indeed,  we  have  oppressed  the  weak 
-^^ind  if,  indeed,  we  have  endangered  our 
relations  with  tlie  powerful,  surely  it  be- 


comes    the  British   Legislature— to   step 
forward  and  to  say  that  the  Forei^  Office 
of  England  is  not  England;  that  the  high- 
minded,  generous  English  feeling  of  this 
great  people  is  opposed  to  measures  such 
as  have  been  taken  by  the  Government  of 
the  country — that  we  separate  our  actions 
from  theirs,  our  feelings  from  theirs,  our 
views  of  political  matters,    our  views   of 
justice  and  good  faith,  from  theirs.   I  know, 
my  Lords,  the  weight  of  private  and  per- 
sonal influence  that  is  brought  to  bear  with 
your  Lordships  on  this  question  ;   I  know 
the  amiable  qualities  of  the  noble  Lord  at 
the    head    of   the  Foreign    Department. 
Personally,  I  entertain  for  him  a  sincere 
regard  and  private  friendship  ;  but  I  am 
bound  here  to  speak,  not  of  the  man,  but 
of  the  Minister ;  and  thus  fbeling  and  re- 
garding him  as  a  man,  I  must,    in  this 
case,  express  my  deep  regret  at  the  con- 
duct which,  as  a  Minister,  he  has  felt  it 
his  duty  to  pursue,  and  call   upon  your 
Lordships  to  recollect  that  this  is  no  case 
in  which  personal  feelings  ought  to  be  in- 
dulged.    I  must  call  upon  you  to  remem- 
ber that  you  are  here  in  the  discharge  of  a 
great  public  duty — that  you  are  here  act- 
ing in  a  judicial  capacity — that  yon  are 
here  acting  as  the  means  possibly  of  reoon* 
oiling  differences  between  conflicting  na-> 
tions — at  all  events,  that  your  judgment 
to-day  may  go  forth  to  the  world  and  vin- 
dicate you  from  the  stigma  and  the  oppro* 
brium  which,  as  I  think,  must  attach  to 
that  great  and  mighty  Power  which  prosti* 
tutes  its  undoubted  superiority  by  enforcing 
unjust  or  exorbitant  demands  upon  a  feeble 
and  defenceless  ally.     My  Lords,  I  beg  to 
move — 

"  To  resolve,  that  while  the  House  fuUjr  recog- 
nizes the  right  and  duty  of  the  Govemment  to 
secure  to  Her  Majesty's  suhjeots  residing  in  fo- 
reign States  the  full  protection  of  the  laws  of  those 
States,  it  regrets  to  find,  by  the  correspondence 
recently  laid  upon  the  table  by  Her  Majesty's 
command,  that  various  claims  against  the  Greek 
Goycrnmcnt,  doubtful  in  point  of  justice  or  ex- 
aggerated in  amount,  have  been  enlbroed  by  ooeiv 
civo  measures  directed  against  the  commeroe  and 
people  of  Greece,  and  calculated  to  endanger  the 
continuance  of  our  friendly  relations  with  other 
Powers." 

The  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNE  :  Mj 
Lords,  I  rise  to  state  the  grounds  on  which 
I  ask  your  Lordships  to  refuse  your  assent 
to  the  propositions  made  by  the  noble 
Lord ;  and,  in  doing  so,  while  I  do  not  in 
any  degree  dispute  the  unquestionable 
right  of  the  noble  Lord  to  make  these  sub- 
jects matter  of  discussion  in  this  House— 
V^V^  I  d^  nA^  dispute  the  right  of  (bf 
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noble  Lord  to  hold  Her  Majesty's  Ministers 
in  this  House  responsible,  one  and  all,  as 
we  admit  that  we  are  responsible,  for  the 
proceedings  on  which  he  has  pronounced 
so  unfavourable  a  judgment,  I  jet  must  be 
permitted  to  say  that  it  will  be  a  subject 
of  consolation  to  my  noble  Friend  who  is 
at  the  head  of  that  department  which  is 
most  immediately  concerned  in  those  trans- 
actions, to  perceive  that  in  that  assembly, 
of  which  I  may  be  permitted  to  say,  though 
he  is  my  Colleague,  that  he  is  one  of  the 
most  distinguished  ornaments — in  that  as- 
sembly in  which,  perhaps  beyond  any  as- 
sembly in  the  world,  the  mercantile  and 
manufacturing  interests  of  the  country  and 
of  the  world  are  adequately  represented — 
those  interests  so  constantly  and  naturally 
alive  to  everything  that  stirs  the  calm  sur- 
face of  affairs — in  that  assembly  in  which 
there  is  a  party  which  has  adopted  for  its 
standard  and  watchword  the  preservation 
t>f  peace — that  in  that  assembly,  which 
has  gained,  by  long  habit,  a  cognisance  of 
all  those  transactions  which  are  connected 
with  the  public  expenditure  —  there  has 
not,  up  to  this  moment,  been  one  single 
intimation  of  an  intention  to  bring  these 
transactions  into  question ;  but  that  the 
questions  that  have  been  put  upon  this  af- 
fair, when  subjected  to  the  test  of  fact  and 
truth,  have  vanished  into  air,  and  there 
has  been  left  behind  no  recorded  intima- 
tion of  the  intention  ever  again  to  renew 
them.  I  say  that  this  is  a  matter  for 
some  congratulation  to  my  noble  Friend. 
In  this  House,  however,  the  noble  Lord 
(Lord  Stanley)  has  willed  it  otherwise. 
The  noble  Lord  here  is  on  his  own  ground, 
and  upon  that  ground,  though  far  ^m 
insensible  to  the  power  of  his  weapons, 
and  the  skill  with  which  he  uses  them,  it 
is  my  duty  this  night  to  meet  him.  My 
Lords,  I  take  the  resolution  which  the 
noble  Lord  has  submitted  to  you,  in  the 
character,  as  he  says,  of  impartial  judges; 
and  I  take  this  resolution  as  he  proposed 
and  explained  it  to  your  Lordships  ;  for 
there  is  this  remarkable  circumstance,  that 
the  noble  Lord,  for  the  purpose  of  obtain- 
ing the  assent  of  yonr  Lordships,  found  it 
necessary  to  spend  the  first  part  of  his 
speech  in  explaining  what  that  resolution 
did  not  mean,  because — as  the  noble  Lord 
appears  to  have  discovered — a  more  ob- 
jectionable resolution  as  it  stands,  one 
more  entirely  at  variance  with  the  past 
policy  of  this  country,  one  more  contra- 
dicted by  the  past  policy  of  all  nations, 
And  one  more  <?alqi|lated  to  take  away  from 


future  Governments,  as  far  as  a  vote  of 
this  House  can  take  away,  the  grounda 
upon  which  tliey  may  be  called  upon  to 
vindicate  the  honour  of  the  country,  and 
to  maintain  the  security  of  British  sub- 
joots,  never  was  proposed  to  a  British 
Parliament.  But  the  noble  Lord,  sensible, 
upon  reflection,  of  the  obvious  construction 
of  the  terms  in  which  he  has  embodied  his 
resolution,  commenced  his  speech,  as  I 
have  said,  by  qualifying  its  meaning  to  a 
great  extent.  The  noble  Lord,  in  his 
speech  and  in  his  resolution,  is  graoiouslj 
pleased  to  admit  that  British  subjeot« 
throughout  the  world  are  entitled  to  the 
protection  of  the  laws  of  the  country  in 
which  they  happen  to  live.  Such  are  the 
terms  of  the  noble  Lord's  resolution,  which 
he  has  not  proposed  to  qualify  as  regards 
the  vote  he  asks  your  Lordships  to  come 
to,  although  he  has  qualified  them  in  his 
speech.  As  the  resolution  stands,  it  im- 
plies that  in  every  despotic,  in  every  mill- 
tary  country,  every  British  snbjpet  is  at 
the  mercy  of  those  despotic  and  military 
Governments,  because  there  happens  to  be 
no  law  to  provide  security  for  them,  and 
that  they  are  not  to  be  protected  against 
the  enforcement  of  the  despotic  laws  of 
the  country  in  which,  they  reside.  The 
noble  Lord  says,  although  his  resolntion 
does  not,  that  he  does  not  mean  despotic 
countries.  Why  does  not  he  so  express  it 
in  his  resolution,  then  ?  If  he  means  his 
resolution  as  an  index  to  the  law  of  na- 
tions, why  does  not  he  make  it  a  correct 
one  ?  Why  not  say  at  once  that  he  means, 
as  I  know  he  does  mean,  that  in  eveir 
free,  constitutional,  republican,  monarchi- 
cal, and,  above  all,  despotic  country — for 
it  is  in  despotic  countries  that  protection  is 
most  required — that  in  all  countries,  whe- 
ther free  or  despotic,  British  subjects  have 
a  right  to  be  protected  ?  Because,  unleaa 
this  is  clearly  understood,  it  might  happen 
that  in  a  country  without  reason  or  law-^ 
it  might  happen,  for  instance,  that  in  China 
or  India  the  most  serious  injuries  might 
be  inflicted  upon  a  British  subject ;  it 
might  happen  that  a  British  subject  has 
his  head  out  off  by  a  Turkish  janissary,  or 
that  he  is  killed  in  Egypt  in  some  other 
way,  because  there  is  no  particular  law  to 
prevent  it,  and  we  should  not  be  entitled 
to  ask  redress  for  the  wrong  so  done  to 
him  and  his  family.  Such  would  be  the 
necessary  consequence  of  the  resolution  of 
the  noble  Lord ;  but  even  with  the  exf^- 
nation  which  the  noble  Lord  has  given  of 
his  resolution,  I  mu8$  say  I  go  far  beyen^ 
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tho  noble,  Lord  in  that  explanation.  I 
think  that  this  country  would  abandon  that 
part  which  she  has  hitherto  taken  in  the 
world — I  think  she  would  abandon  that 
right  which  is  most  essential  to  her  wel- 
fare and  prosperity  as  a  great  commercial 
country — if  she  were  to  abandon  the  right 
to  enforce  an  exemption  of  her  subjects 
from  wrong  in  every  part  of  tho  globe. 
Injuries  may  be  inflicted  upon  sub- 
jects of  this  country  in  a  variety  of  ways 
not  included  either  in  the  resolution 
or  doctrine  of  the  noble  Lord ;  injuries 
may  be  inflicted  by  law,  they  may  be  in- 
flicted against  law,  or  they  may  be  in- 
flicted without  any  law  at  all ;  they  might 
be  inflicted  by  the  officers  of  a  Government 
acting  under  the  orders  of  that  Govern- 
ment, or  they  may  be  inflicted  by  indivi- 
duals whom  tho  Government  might  have 
controlled,  but  did  not;  and  in  every  one 
of  those  cases  it  is  obvious  that  for  the 
protection  of  those  of  our  subjects  who  arc 
carrying  on  lawful  commerce  and  enter- 
prises, wo  should  be  bound  to  apply  the  best 
remedy  we  could.  Let  us  see  how  this 
applies  to  the  case  which  the  noble  Lord 
has  submitted  to  your  Lordships;  for,  al- 
though I  am  far  from  attempting,  even  if 
my  strength  permitted,  to  follow  the  noble 
Lord  in  every  one  of  the  observations  he 
has  made  in  the  course  of  a  very  long 
speech — although  it  probably  did  not  ap- 
pear to  your  Lordships  long,  for  undoubt- 
edly it  was  a  very  able  speech — although, 
I  say,  I  have  no  intention  of  following  tho 
noble  Lord  through  all  the  details  into 
which  he  entered  with  respect  to  the  up- 
holstery items  of  M.  Pacifico's  claims,  and 
whether  the  lonians  were  tortured  in  this 
way  or  that — all  circumstances  which  are 
beside  the  principle  of  the  case,  if  you  once 
admit  that  injury  has  been  inflicted — I 
must  say  a  few  words  with  reference  to  it. 
But  before  proceeding  to  do  so,  I  think  it 
right  to  state  at  once  to  your  Lordships, 
what  is  tho  practice  of  the  world  in  such 
cases.  And  I  state  with  confldence,  in 
opposition  to  tho  assertions  of  the  noble 
Lord,  that  the  practice  of  all  countries, 
more  especially  of  maritime  and  commer- 
cial countries,  has  been  to  protect  their 
subjects  in  every  part  of  the  world,  and, 
where  thnt  protection  has  been  denied  by 
the  laws  or  by  tho  Governments  of  those 
countries,  to  procure  that  redress  by  force. 
My  Lords,  1  wish  that  your  Lordships 
should  see  how  we  stand  in  relation  to  this 
subject.  Many  of  your  Lordships  must  bo 
aware — the  iioblo  Lord  biwplf  pannPt  but 


bo  aware — that  Great  Britain,  France,  «Dd 
the  United  States  have  from  time  to  time 
been  in  the  habit,  without  conaalting  any- 
body, without  thinking  it  neceasary  to  in- 
vite the  opinion  or  coasout  of  other  Powen, 
to  proceed  to  claim  redresa  where  iDJoriei 
have  been  sustained  bj  their  snbjectB,  to 
threaten  force  for  the  purpoae  of  obtaining 
that  redress,  and  even  of  uain^  force  when 
those  threats  were  found  of  no  use.     I  wu 
quite  aware  that  many  such  coses  exbted, 
but  I  was  not  aware  that  thej  existed  ia 
such  numbers  till  a  very  short  time  ago. 
Going  back   for   a  period  of  only  thurtj 
years,  I  find  that  in  respect  of  Great  Bri- 
tain eighteen  instances  have  occurred;  in 
France,  fourteen  or  fifteen  instances;  and 
in  the  United  States  not  less  than  sixteen 
or  seventeen  instances,  in    which    imme- 
diately or   almost  inmiediatelj — in    most 
cases   I    believe  immediately — upon    tho 
wrong  being  inflicted  redresa  was  claimed, 
and  upon  that  redress  not  beings  immedi- 
ately granted  the  application  of  force  has 
ensued  and  been  eifectual,  and  that  with- 
out calling  for  the  approbation  or  eren  the 
opinion  of  any  Power  that  wms  not  con- 
cerned.    But  I  must  hero  notice  that  the 
noble  Lord*s   language   with    respect  to 
Greece  seemed  to  me  studiously  ambiguous. 
Does  he  mean  to  say  that  there  is  any  dif- 
ference in  the  responsibility  of  the  State  of 
Greece  as  compared  with  any  other  inde- 
pendent country  ?  The  noble  Liord  seemed 
to  think  that  the  guarantee  to  which  he 
referred  placed  Greece  in  a  peculiar  condi- 
tion; but  the  fact  is — and  it  has  been  dis- 
tinctly admitted  by  Russia — that  the  gua- 
rantee is  only  territorial.     Greece  has  been 
distinctly  admitted — as  the  noble  Lord  will 
find  in  those  papers — by  Count  Nesselrode, 
to  be  an  independent  State;  and  it  could 
not  be  an  independent  unless  it  were  a  re- 
sponsible State.     Give  me  the  case  of  a 
State  whose  independence  has  been  taken 
away — give  me  States   that  are  without 
connexion  with  a  federal  government,  to 
which  they  are  amenable,  and  there  will 
be  something  in  the   noble  Lord's  argu- 
ment; but  I  contend,  my  Lords,  that  with 
respect  to   the  Greek  Government,  there 
has  not  been,  from  the  instant  of  its  ori- 
ginal recognition  by  the  Powers  of  Europe, 
any  one  transaction  which  has  taken  away 
from  it  the  character  of  an  independent  and 
responsible  State.  My  Lords,  she  has  taken 
care  more  than  once  to  show  you  that  she 
has  so  considered  herself,  for  during  that 
time  she  has  been  at  tho  point  of  going  to 
war  with  Turkey,  without  consulting  any 
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one  of  those  Powers  whom  the  nohle  LcHtl 
supposes  to  be  her  guardian  angels.  I 
therefore  saj,  my  Lords,  that  this  is  a  case 
precisely  parallel  to  those  other  States  who 
have  been  required  to  submit  to  a  repara- 
tion of  any  injuries  which  they  may  have 
inflicted.  I  have  told  your  Lordships  that 
there  are  a  large  number  of  cases  in  which 
other  States  have  adopted  precisely  the 
same  mode  of  obtaining  redress  as  we  have 
done  in  the  case  of  Greece;  agreeably  to 
the  same  law  of  nations,  as  that  law  of  na- 
tions has  been  laid  down  by  the  most  emi- 
nent writers  on  international  jurisprudence. 
I  could  cite  no  fewer  than  forty  or  fifty 
cases;  but  I  will  not  fatigue  your  Lordships 
by  doing  so.  I  will  only  cite  one  or  two, 
because  I  think  them  peculiarly  apposite 
to  the  particular  case  now  under  review. 
I  shall  first  refer  to  the  case  of  Venezuela, 
and  I  select  that  because,  contrary  to  the 
opinion  of  the  noble  Lord,  the  subjects  of 
this  country  were  protected  in  a  manner 
different  from  the  subjects  of  that  republic. 
In  the  case  of  Venezuela  a  law  was  passed 
preventing  creditors  from  recovering  their 
debts  in  the  ordinary  way.  The  subjects 
of  this  country,  considering  themselves  ag- 
grieved—considering that  they  had  entered 
that  country  on  the  faith  of  a  different 
system — on  the  faith  of  their  property 
being  secure — remonstrated  through  the 
medium  of  the  British  Government,  and 
that  remonstrance  not  having  been  effec- 
tual, a  naval  force— respecting  which  the 
noble  Lord  seems  to  feel  so  much  horror — 
a  naval  force  was  sent  for  the  purpose  of 
obtaining  redress,  and  that  redress  was 
then  immediately  granted.  Then  there 
was  the  case  of  Peru — a  case  which  did 
not  occur  under  the  administration  of  my 
noble  Friend,  but  in  1 844.  At  that  period, 
during  some  disturbances  which  occurred 
in  Peru,  the  houses  of  some  of  the  English 
residents  were  plundered,  and  various  acts 
of  outrage  and  injustice  committed  upon 
them.  Redress  was  immediately  demand- 
ed by  this  country,  and  was  obtained  in  that 
case;  but  how  was  it  obtained?  By  the 
appearance  of  a  naval  force,  and  by  a  very 
peremptory  demand,  quite  as  peremptory 
as  any  language  of  my  noble  Friend,  that 
those  outrages  should  be  compensated  and 
apologised  for;  that  those  persons  who  in- 
flicted those  outrages  should  be  dismissed. 
I  don't  know  whether  the  noble  Lord  con- 
siders Peru  a  stronger  or  a  weaker  State 
than  Greece.  For  my  own  part,  I  cannot  see 
that  there  is  any  great  difference  between 
them,  or  that  anything  unjustifiable  has  oc- 


curred in  the  case  of  Greece  which  does  not 
equally  apply  to  the  case  of  Peru.  But  is 
the  noble  Lord  not  acquainted  with  the 
case  of  Naples  and  France  ?  I  have  no 
hesitation  in  saying  that,  although  I  do 
not  take  upon  myself  to  disapprove  of  the 
course  pursued  in  that  case  by  the  French 
Government — that  although  I  know  that 
no  other  country  remonstrated,  and  that 
Naples  itself  acquiesced — it  was  infinitely 
stronger  interference  on  behalf  of  the 
French  subjects  than  any  in  which  my 
noble  Friend  has  interfered  on  behalf  oif 
British  subjects.  An  insurrection,  it  ap- 
pears, occurred  in  Naples,  and  barricades 
were  raised  by  the  mob.  In  the  course  of 
an  attempt  which  was  made  by  the  Govern- 
ment, and  which  was  finally  successful,  to 
put  down  the  barricades,  certain  houses 
were  broken  into — the  principal  part  of 
them  being  Neapolitan  houses,  but  includ- 
ing also  some  French  houses.  After  those 
houses  had  been  broken  open  for  the  pur- 
pose of  destroying  the  barricades,  the  mob 
seeing  the  doors  open,  entered  the  houses 
and  plundered  them.  The  French  Go- 
vernment instantly  sent  to  Naples  to  say 
that  French  subjects  had  had  their  houses 
plundered  by  a  Neapolitan  mob;  that  al- 
though the  Neapolitan  Government  were 
not  able  to  prevent  it,  they  yet  held  them 
responsible  for  the  property  which  had 
been  thus  destroyed;  and  upon  this  ground 
— ^but  not  until  a  naval  force — that  expe- 
dient which  the  noble  Lord  so  much  ob- 
jects to,  was  sent — reparation  was  made 
by  Naples  to  the  French  subjects,  although 
the  Neapolitan  subjects  were  left  entirely 
without  redress.  There  having  been  no 
law  in  the  country  by  which  the  Neapoli- 
tan subjects  could  claim  redress,  they  were 
entu'ely  left  without  any;  but  the  French 
Government  held  that  there  was  a  general 
law  of  nations  which  entitled  foreign  sub- 
jects, while  in  pursuit  of  their  lawful  call- 
ing, to  protection  from  the  Government 
under  which  they  happened  to  live;  and 
upon  that  ground  they  succeeded  in  ob- 
taining redress.  What  is  going  on  at  the 
present  moment?  A  great  many  out- 
rages have  lately  been  committed  upon 
American  ships  and  sailors  by  some  Portu- 
guese subjects.  Without  applying  to  courts 
of  justice,  the  strongest  remonstrances 
have  been  made  by  the  Government  of  the 
United  States  against  these  proceedings, 
and  I  have  every  reason  to  believe  that 
at  this  moment  there  are  vessels  of  war 
on  their  way  to  Lisbon  for  the  purpose 
of  demanding  redressi  without  calling  for 
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tbe  interference  or  asking  for  tlie  opinion 
of  any  other  Power.  Here  are  a  series  of 
instances  in  which  a  mode  of  settling  ques- 
tions was  adopted  which  the  noble  Lord 
seems  to  think  constitutes  a  new  sort  of 
]aw,  which  he  has  termed  the  *'  wilful 
law "  of  each  State,  acting  for  its  own 
benefit,  but  which  **  wilful  law  "  proves 
to  be  the  regular  and  well  *  understood 
law  under  which  all  States  act  in  the 
case  of  injuries  done  to  their  subjects  in 
foreign  countries.  Why,  an  independent 
Power  would  think  it  a  degradation  to  ask 
leave  of  a  third  Power  whether  it  might 
or  might  not  enforce  its  claims  by  force. 
My  Lords,  I  now  come  to  the  particular 
claim  upon  which  the  noble  Lord  dwelt  at 
some  length,  and  which  forms  the  subject 
of  his  present  resolution,  in  the  first  place 
premising  that  however  entertaining  were 
the  observations  which  he  was  tempted  to 
make  upon  that  case  for  the  amusement  of 
the  House,  considering  it  as  a  question  of 
justice  and  principle,  I  cannot  entirely 
agree  with  the  noble  Lord.  I  confess  I 
hardly  expected  that,  whatever  may  have 
been  said  in  pamphlets  and  newspapers  on 
the  question  of  those  claims,  the  noble 
Lord  would  have  condescended  to  rest  any 
portion  of  his  argument  upon  those  details. 
If  the  noble  Lord  will  refer  to  tho  history 
of  this  country  and  of  the  world,  he  will 
find  that  principles  on  which  the  honour 
and  happiness  of  countries  depend,  are 
often  involved  in  circumstances  which,  so 
^r  as  regards  the  amount,  are  insignificant. 
The  time  has  been  when  a  claim  was  made, 
poor  and  miserable,  and  paltry  the  noble 
Lord  might  say,  and  such  as  ought  not  to 
have  agitated  the  country;  but  involving, 
as  it  did,  a  very  small  amount,  that  claim 
of  shipmoney  also  involved  one  of  the 
greatest  principles,  and  in  support  of  those 
principles,  which  have  ever  since  formed 
the  standard  of  our  constitution,  men  were 
found  ready  to  embark  their  lives,  their 
swords,  and  their  hearts.  Again,  the 
noble  Lord  has  dwelt  much  on  the  char- 
acter of  the  persons  whoso  claims  were 
to  be  vindicated  on  the  present  occasion, 
and  especially  referred  to  statements  which 
ware  calculated  to  damage  the  character 
of  the  unfortunate  M.  Pacifico.  I  beg  to 
B&y  that  the  character  of  M.  Pacifico  has 
nothing  to  do  with  the  question.  We  all 
remember  how  the  country  was  agitated 
by  the  unlawful  proceedings  directed  against 
Mr.  Wilkes.  I  have  nothing  to  say  of  Mr. 
Wilkes  now;  but  it  was  alleged  his  ohar- 
Hcter  was  one  remarkable  for  immorality 


and  gambling  and  was  vicions  in  Tarioas 
respects.     But  that  character  of  Wilkes 
did  not  prevent  Lord  Chatham  and  the 
greatest  men  of  the  time  from  advocating 
the  cause  with  which  the  name  of  Wilkes 
happened  to  be  identified;  they  thought  it 
due  to  the  country  to  vindicate  the  princi- 
ple which  was  involved  in  that  cause,  be- 
cause, although  he  might  not  only  be  a 
gambler,  but  might  have  cheated  in  his 
gambling,  and  not  only  regardless  of  reli- 
gion and  morality,  but  an  atheist,  they  felt 
that  it  was  not  for  them  to  examine  what 
were  the  morals  and  habits  of  Mr.  Wilkes 
before  they  determined  what  course  they 
should  pursue  with  reference  to  the  issue 
of  a  general  warrant  which   directed    a 
search  of  his  house  and  papers.     So  I  saj 
here,  my  Lords»  the  character  of  M.  Pa- 
cifico, whatever  may  be  the  circumstances 
to  which  the  noble  Lord  alluded,  does  not 
afiPect  the  question  with  respect  to  the  ra- 
lidity  of  his  claim  to  protection  as  a  British 
subject,  and  with  respect  to  the  duty  in- 
cumbent on  the  British  Qovemment.    The 
case — all  the  case  of  M.  Pacifico— was  ex- 
tremely well  illustrated  by  a  most  respect- 
able resident  at  Athens,  of  high  character 
in  this  country  and  of  high  character  there. 
It  appears  that  M.  Pacifico  had  been  sub- 
jected to  the  most  unjust  persecution,  that 
charges   had   been    accumulated  against 
him;  and  the  gentleman  to  whom  I  allude 
illustrates  the  true  position  of  matters  ex- 
ceedingly  well    by   reference  to  a  case 
which  came  on  in  Westminster-hall,  and 
in  which  the  instructions  given  to  counsel 
were  described  to  be — and  the  brief  given 
to  the  noble  Lord  seemed  similar  in  char- 
acter— **  The  case  is  a  very  bad  one;  but 
you  may  abuse  the  plaintiff's  attomej.*' 
True,  says  the  noble  Lord,  the  house  of 
M.  Pacifico  ought  not  to  have  been  bumt^ 
but  he  is  a  man  of  dreadfully  bad  character* 
That  is  not  the  way  in  which  the  question 
at  issue  ought  to  be  argued.     Because  tbe 
individual  whose  interest  happens   to  .be 
concerned  may  be  of  equivocal  reputation^ 
that  is  no  reason  why  his  case  should  be 
repudiated  as  if  it  were  unjust.     In  a  work 
to  which  I  have  referred  with  pleasure  on 
every  occasion  when  it  has  been  necessarj 
to  cite  its  authonty — a  work  which  holds 
an  important  place  in  the  literature  of  the 
country  as  it  does  in  the  law — I  mean  that 
work  collected  under  the  title  of  JudamevUi 
of  Lord  StowelU  not  less  remarkable  for 
the  weight  of  its  decisions  than  for  the 
exquisite  polish  of  its  language,  your  Lord- 
ships will  find  it  record^  as  a  matter  of 
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fact-— if  jou  analyse  that  work,  and,  pass* 
ing  by  the  beauty  of  the  general  principles 
which  are  there  laid  down,  take  the  char- 
acter of  the  persons  concerned — that  most 
of  those  persons  were  freebooters,  slave- 
dealers,  adnlteroas  persons,  whose  charac- 
ters were  infected  with  every  description 
of  shame,  crime,  and  moral  incapacity; 
but  inasmuch  as  all  of  them  were  persons 
having  a  claim  on  the  justice  of  the  tribu- 
nals of  the  country,  their  rights  fell  to  be 
asserted  as  involving  general  principles,  of 
which  tho  public  interest  required  the  vin- 
dication. All  that  relates  to  the  noble 
Lord*8  minute  discoveries  with  respect  to 
M.  Pacifico's  character,  and  the  smallness 
of  his  claims,  leave  the  great  principle  at 
issue  untouched. 

Now,  with  regard  to  the  other  claim, 
that  of  Mr.  Finlay,  there  is  one  thing  to 
be  remembered,  that  the  mode  in  which 
the  claims  were  enforced  was  in  no  respect 
dissimilar  from  the  mode  in  which  claims 
put  forth  by  other  countries  have  been  en- 
forced. The  novelty  of  these  claims,  there- 
fore, was  not  in  the  manner  in  which  they 
have  been  enforced,  but  in  the  great  length 
of  time  allowed  to  elapse  before  they  were 
settled.  Some  date  as  far  back  as  1836. 
The  noble  Lord  has  admitted  Mr.  Finlay 
to  be-— what  he  undoubtedly  is — a  very 
worthy  and  respectable  man — not  only  a 
man  of  high  character,  but  a  man  of  sin- 
gular cultivation  of  mind.  But  the  noble 
Lord  seems  to  think  there  is  something  to 
be  made  the  subject  of  commentary,  al- 
though the  Government  of  Greece  and  the 
French  Government  had  equally  admitted 
Mr.  Finlay's  claim.  The  noble  Lord  seems 
to  think  that  there  is  some  room  for  re- 
mark, in  consequence  of  Mr.  Finlay  having 
purchased  a  bit  of  ground  and  asked  more 
than  he  gave  for  it,  that  ground  being  near 
the  palace.  Does  not  the  noble  Lord  know 
respectable  Englishmen  who  in  this  coun- 
try have  sold  ground  for  a  larger  amount 
than  that  for  which  they  purchased  it? 
How  many  prudent  Englishmen  have  bought 
property  round  the  town  of  Liverpool,  for 
example,  and  disposed  of  it  to  considerable 
advantage  ?  With  some  sort  of  triumph  the 
noble  Lord  read  an  admission  on  the  part 
of  Mr.  Finlay,  that  he  had  referred  his 
claim  to  arbitration.  What  will  the  noble 
Lord  think,  when  I  tell  him  that  under 
the  influence  of  the  Government  of  Greece 
the  arbiters  were  never  appointed  to  meet; 
and  if  the  noble  Lord  looks  to  what  Vattel 
and  other  writers  on  the  law  of  nations 
say,  he  will  find  that  a  denial  by  delay  is 


ias  bad  as  a  disallowance  of  justice  altoge- 
ther. They  say  that  reprisals  are  not,  in 
the  first  instance,  to  be  had  recourse  to; 
but  if  there  be  a  refusal,  or  what  they  de- 
clare to  be  sometimes  worse  than  a  refusal 
— intentional  delay — reprisals  are  the  jus- 
tifiable and  the  proper  course;  and  thej 
point  out  an  embiu'go  as  suited  to  the  par- 
ticular case. 

We  now  come  to  the  case  of  the  officer 
at  Saloina.  "  He  was  not  in  uniform/' 
said  the  noble  Lord;  but  whether  injuries 
are  inflicted  on  persons  in  uniform,  or  whe- 
ther they  are  inflicted  on  persons  out  of 
uniform,  these  injuries  require  to  be  re- 
dressed. In  this  particular  case  careless- 
ness was  exhibited  and  insult  offered  to  aa 
officer  of  Her  Majesty's  Navy.  And  what 
was  asked  ?  Was  it  anything  extraordinary 
that  was  asked  ?  It  was  simply  an  apology; 
and  yet  that  was  for  a  long  time  refused. 
So  in  the  case  of  the  robbers,  a  Greek 
custom-house  had  been  chosen  as  the  spot 
on  which  to  carry  on  a  system  of  plnndeif 
directed  against  Ionian  subjects.  Why* 
some  compensation  was  surely  due  to  these 
Ionian  subjects.  But  Sir  E.  Lyons  states 
that  his  letter  on  that  matter  was  never 
answered  by  the  Greek  Government.  How 
then,  could  the  noble  Lord  say  the  Greek 
Government  had  shown  a  disposition  to 
meet  the  demands  made  on  behalf  of  these 
persons  who  were  plundered  ?  So  in  all 
the  other  cases  there  was  a  systematic  re- 
fusal of  explanations;  or  if  explanations 
were  tendered,  they  were  of  a  most  unsa- 
tisfactory sort.  With  respect  to  the  case 
of  M.  Pacifico,  which  I  have  always  con- 
sidered the  gravest,  though  the  noble  Lord 
has  dwelt  so  much  more  lightly  upon  it — 
the  noble  Lord  seems  to  think  we  adopted  M* 
Pacifico 's  views — that  we  at  once  adopted 
his  claim,  and  positively,  and  arbitrarily^ 
and  peremptorily  required  the  Greek  Go- 
vernment to  pay  all  that  M.  Pacifico  de- 
manded. I  do  assert,  with  reference  to 
that  opinion  of  the  noble  Lord,  that  from 
the  beginning  to  the  end  of  these  transac- 
tions M.  Pacifico*s  claim  was  no  further 
adopted  than  as  a  claim  for  discussion; 
and  if  it  were  to  be  adopted  for  discus- 
sion, how  could  it  be  in  any  other  way,  or 
for  any  other  amount,  than  in  the  way  and 
at  the  amount  M.  Pacifico  laid  it  at  ?  We 
could  not  take  upon  us  to  reduce  that,  be- 
cause the  circumstances  were  not  within 
our  cognisance,  and  it  was  inquiry  we 
called  for.  What  we  said,  what  Sir  E. 
Lyons  said  to  the  Greek  Government,  was, 
that  this  must  be  made  the  subject  of  in* 
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qnirj.  In  the  very  first  letter  on  this  sub- 
ject of  the  noble  Lord  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  he  instructs  Sir 
£.  Lyons  to  obtain  from  M.  Pacifico  a  de- 
tailed statement  of  his  loss;  and  if  the 
amount  of  the  sum  at  which  the  claimant 
estimated  his  loss  should  appear  just  and 
reasonable,  only  then.  Sir  E.  Lyons  was 
to  present  it  to  the  Greek  Minister  of  Fo- 
reign Affairs.  Sir  £.  Lyons,  had  taken 
care  to  make  his  demand  for  compensa- 
tion in  general  terms,  which  would  pre- 
yent  inconvenience  if  the  Greek  Govern- 
ment made  a  reasonable  objection.  Is  that 
a  demand  ? 

Lord  STANLEY  :  I  have  seen  the  let- 
ter stating  that,  though  the  noble  Lord 
•considered  the  claims  just  and  reasonable, 
yet  they  were  to  be  referred  to  in  general 
terms 

The  Marquess  of  LANSDOWNE  :  It 
was  to  be  made  the  subject  of  that  inquiry 
which  might  have  been  carried  on  by  Sir 
E.  Lyons,  just  as  it  might  by  any  man  who 
hears  both  sides;  and  that  to  which  the 
British  Government  limited  itself  was  to 
prosecute  that  demand  to  the  amount 
which,  after  inquiry,  should  be  found  fair, 
just,  and  reasonable.  I  find  that  again 
and  again  stated  in  the  course  of  the 
papers  exchanged  during  the  progress  of 
the  negotiations.  It  is  evident,  from  the 
expressions  used  by  Mr.  Wyso  and  Sir 
William  Parker  having  reference  to  com- 
pensation, that  all  they  meant  was,  that 
there  should  be  such  satisfaction  given  as 
should  be  deemed  reasonable  after  every 
inquiry.  I  shall  not  trouble  your  Lord- 
ships with  citing  the  many  instances  in 
which  this  is  to  be  especially  remarked 
with  reference  to  the  amount  of  M.  Paci- 
fioo*s  claim;  but  I  will  only  cite  the  last, 
that  on  the  25th  of  March,  where  Lord  Pal- 
merstou,  in  giving  Mr.  Wyse  instructions, 
that  with  respect  to  the  claim  of  M.  Pacifico 
on  the  Greek  Government  to  make  good 
his  demand  on  Portugal,  it  is  said  the  claim 
can  only  be  considered  as  equivalent  to  the 
amount  ho  would  have  recovered  from 
Portugal  if  he  had  not  lost  his  documents 
which  were  to  substantiate  it;  because  that 
is  the  measure  of  his  loss — so  that  if  it  be 
proved  that  M.  Pacifico  was  entitled  to 
only  If.  for  the  Portuguese  claims,  he 
would  be  entitled  only  to  \s,  from  the 
Greek  Government;  but  the  principle  was 
fair.  Whatever  his  documents  would  pro- 
duce, that  was  all  that  was  to  be  asked. 
I  don*t  know  on  what  authority  the  noble 
hori  Mid,  with  respect  to  M.  Pacifico, 


that  there  was  reason  to  believe  he  was 
identical  with  a  person  of  the  same  namev 
who  had  been  concerned  in  a  dishonest  trans- 
action at  Lisbon  a  great  many  years  ago. 
Bnt  there  is  this  to  be  said  of  M.  Pacifico, 
that  at  a  subsequent  period  he  had  been 
twice  appointed  consul  by  the  Portuguese 
Government.  I  have  too  much  respect 
for  the  Portuguese  Government  to  believe 
that  if  they  had  thought  him  guilty  of 
forgery  and  dishonesty,  they  would  have 
selected  him  for  that  office.  It  is  stated 
that  they  undertook  to  give  M.  Pacifico 
the  consulship  as  a  substitute  for  the  sum 
he  was  entitled  to  recover  from  them.  M. 
Pacifico  found  afterwards  that  the  consul- 
ship was  not  attended  with  profit  or  ad- 
vantage, and  therefore  very  speedily  re- 
curred to  the  value  of  his  claims.  .  I  wish 
to  make  this  observation,  that  with  regard 
to  all  claims  for  redress  and  compensation 
preferred  by  British  subjects,  residing 
abroad,  against  the  Government  of  the 
country  in  which  they  reside,  every  one  of 
the  claims  that  involve  any  doubt  as  to 
the  question  of  law,  is  referred,  with  all 
the  documents  belonging  to  each  case»  to 
the  Queen  *s  law  advisers,  and  in  no  in- 
stance has  a  claim  been  made  in  which, 
after  full  and  deliberate  consideration  of 
the  papers,  the  Queen's  advocate  did  not 
say  the  party  had  a  right  to  obtain  com- 
pensation. Such  was  the  course  pursued 
m  the  present  case.  It  may  be  that  an 
exaggerated  view  had  been  taken  of  the 
case — it  may  be  that  an  utterly  unjust 
and  absurd  demand  might  have  been  made; 
but  there  was  the  distinct  concurrence  of 
the  law  advisers  of  the  Crown  in  the 
grounds  on  which  the  demand  was  made. 
But  I  have  the  satisfaction  of  thinking  that» 
with  respect  to  the  Powers  to  which  the 
noble  Lord  referred,  both  Russia  and 
France,  there  is  no  disposition  to  dispute 
the  validity  of  our  claims  in  principle, 
with  the  one  exception  of  that  which  re- 
lated to  the  papers  in  M.  Pacifico *s  case; 
that  Russia  more  particularly  has  emphati- 
cally said  that  we  had  claims,  and  it  was 
not  to  be  expected  that  we  should  put  up 
without  compensation  if  they  were  not  dis- 
charged. My  Lords,  I  have  endeavoured 
to  show  that  the  claims  we  felt  it  our  duty 
to  make  on  the  Greek  Government  have 
neither  been  doubtful  in  point  of  justice, 
nor  exaggerated  in  amount,  as  they  are 
described  in  the  resolution  of  the  noble 
Lord.  The  noble  Lord  further  asserts 
that  these  claims  have  been  enforced, 
hereby  insinuatbg  that  the  British  Go* 
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Ternment  hare  exacted  the  whole  amount 
in  the  first  instance  claimed*  and  exacted 
it  hj  the  application  of  force,  though  it  is 
notorious  that  not  one  has  heen  enforced  to 
its  full  extent,  and  that  thej  hare  greatly 
mitigated  the  amount  of  those  claims  in  all 
cases  where  it  was  possible  to  make  a  reduc- 
tion. Your  Lordsnips  are  aware  that  the 
terms  ultimately  acceded  to  by  the  Greek 
Government  on  the  ultimatum  of  our  Minis- 
ter at  Athens,  were  more  favourable  than 
those  awarded  to  it  by  the  Convention  of 
London,  and  that  our  demands  have  not 
been  of  that  exorbitancy  charged  by  tho 
noble  Lord,  or,  if  exaggerated,  that  they 
have  been  reduced  to  a  considerable  ex- 
tent; in  the  case  of  M.  Pacifico,  the  sun^ 
of  120,000  drachmas  being  concluded  up- 
on, besides  the  value  of  the  losses  sus- 
tained by  him  in  respect  of  his  Portuguese 
claims.  With  regard  to  the  effect  which 
this  transaction  has  had  upon  our  relations 
with  other  Powers,  I  do  not  undervalue  the 
observations  of  the  noble  Lord,  or  the 
opinion  which  the  European  Powers  may 
entertain  as  to  our  proceedings  in  any  case, 
whether  the  claim  be  preferred  by  way  of 
legal  process,  or  by  force,  as  we  were  in 
this  instance  compelled  to  act.  All  that 
Russia  has  complained  of  is,  that  these 
claims  have  been,  in  her  opinion,  too  sud- 
denly enforced,  and  without  notice  given 
to  otner  Powers.  Now,  my  Lords,  I  have 
shown  to  you  that  in  all  those  cases  of 
claims  enforced,  no  notice  has  been  given 
to  other  Powers;  and  I  do  not  know  what 
there  is  in  the  circumstances,  the  condition, 
or  the  relative  strength  of  England  to  the 
Powers  of  the  world,  that  whereas  other 
Powers  may  proceed,  on  their  own  sense 
of  injustice  done  to  them,  to  require  justice 
to  be  rendered,  England  alone,  after  years 
of  delay,  after  treating  the  Greek  State  in 
a  manner  far  indeed  from  the  injustice 
peculiar  to  that  State,  and  which  the 
noble  Lord  has  described,  nay,  with  a  de- 
gree of  indulgence  "which  she  would  not 
have  shown  to  any  other  State — that  Eng- 
land might  not,  I  say,  when  she  had  a 
force  in  the  Mediterranean  capable  of  im- 
mediately exacting  satisfaction,  proceed  to 
require  that  satisfaction,  for  all  demands, 
as  far  as  they  turned  out  to  be  consistent 
with  justice.  I  do  not  know  whether  the 
noble  Lord  included  in  his  catalogue  of 
complaints  the  employment  of  a  large 
force.  I  think  there  were  excellent  reasons 
for  employing  a  large  force,  though  the 
circumstance  of  such  a  force  having  been 
employed  has  attracted  a  great  deal  more 

VOL.  CXI.    [third  series.] 


attention,  and  perhaps  excited  more  sus- 
picion, than  the  presence  of  a  smaller  force 
would  have  done.  Still  the  fact  of  a  large 
force  being  present  in  those  seas  was  a 
temptation  that  was  very  great,  not  merely 
for  the  purpose  of  carrying  our  object  into 
effect,  but  for  acting  on  the  position  of  the 
Greek  Government;  for  if  the  Greek  Go- 
vernment was  compelled  to  yield,  it  was 
much  more  honourable  to  yield  to  Sir  Wil- 
liam Parker  in  his  three-deckers,  with  a 
number  of  other  ships  attending  him,  than 
it  would  have  been  to  a  frigate  and  a  sloop 
of  war.  I  think,  therefore,  the  employment 
of  such  a  force  was  not  only  justifiable,  but 
well-judged  for  its  purpose;  and,  as  your 
Lordships  have  seen,  it  did  not  fail  to  pro- 
duce the  wished-for  effect.  The  noble 
Lord  has  expressed  his  apprehension  that 
these  transactions  have  interrupted  our 
amicable  relations  with  the  Russian  Go- 
vernment. With  the  respect  which  I  en- 
tertain for  that  Government,  with  the  un- 
feigned desire  I  have  that  we  should  midn- 
tain,  on  all  subjects,  a  good  understanding 
with  that  great  Power,  I  deeply  regret  that 
any  difference  of  opinion — for  it  never  went 
further — should  have  indicated  itself  with 
reference  to  this  subject.  But  I  am  happy 
to  be  able  emphatically  to  deny  that  the 
transactions  in  question  have  disturbed  the 
amity  which  ought  to,  and  does,  exist  be- 
tween this  country  and  Russia.  I  afBrm  the 
contrary.  I  can  state,  that,  upon  many  sub- 
jects, the  relations  of  amity  between  Rus- 
sia and  this  country  never  subsisted  in 
greater  force  that  at  this  moment.  I  de- 
clare that,  with  respect  to  some  of  the 
most  important  questions  which  now  agi- 
tate Europe,  and  more  especially  affect  the 
interests  of  the  north  of  Europe,  the  com- 
munity of  feeling,  sentiment,  and  action 
between  Russia  and  this  country,  is  as 
perfect  as  it  ever  was  at  any  period  of  our 
history.  The  most  intimate  communica- 
tions with  respect  to  everything  that  oc- 
curs affecting  the  Powers  of  the  North,  and 
more  particularly  affecting  them  at  this 
moment,  are  constantly  taking  place  be- 
tween the  Russian  and  the  British  Govern- 
ment— ^we  availing  ourselves  of  the  sug- 
gestions of  Russia,  and  Russia  expressing 
her  confidence  and  reliance  in  our  views, 
and  advising  other  Powers  to  follow  the 
course  and  adopt  the  sentiments  suggested, 
by  us.  I  see  nothing,  I  expect  nothing, 
which  is  likely  in  the  least  degree  to  pre- 
vent the  cloud  from  passing  away  which 
has  for  a  moment,  and  only  for  a  moment, 
come    over    our    relations    with    Russia, 
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I  now,  my  Lords,  come  to  the  case  of 
France,  and  here,  adopting  the  declaration 
of  the  nohle  Lord,  and  repeating  it  in  still 
stronger  terms,  I  think  myself  bound  to 
say  nothing  and  to  do  nothing  that  can  in 
the  least  degree  preyent  that  cload  from 
passing  away  which  has  for  a  moment,  and 
but  a  moment,  and  that  arising  from 
purely  accidental  circumstances,  obscured 
the  relations  of  cordiality  which  subsisted 
between  that  country  and  this.  My  Lords, 
when  France  offered  her  mediation,  and 
when  her  good  offices  were  accepted,  they 
were  accepted  in  the  perfect  conviction 
that  they  were  frankly  and  sincerely  ten- 
dered, with  the  view  of  doing  justice  to 
our  demands,  and  of  obtaining  justice 
without  infraction  of  the  peace  of  the 
world.  Such  were  the  views,  as  we  under- 
stood them,  with  which  M.  Gros  went  to 
Greece.  But  after  a  great  variety  of 
notes  and  projects,  much  exceeding  the 
numbers  which  it  might  have  been  hoped 
Would  have  been  necessary  on  such  a  sub- 
ject, it  was  found  that  no  result  whatever 
ensued ;  and  then  M.  Drouyn  de  Lhuys, 
the  French  Ambassador  at  this  Court,  was 
authorised  by  his  Government  to  negotiate 
with  my  noble  Friend  a  convention,  the 
conclusion  of  which  was,  from  the  short 
time  it  occupied,  a  sufficient  pledge  of  the 
spirit  of  sincerity  in  which  the  negotiation 
was  undertaken.  Most  unfortunate  it  was 
that  that  convention  had  not  reached 
Athens  before  M.  Gros  thought  it  neces- 
sary to  withdraw  from  the  character  of  a 
negotiator,  and  left  it  to  Mr.  Wyse,  who 
waited  for  a  day  or  two  in  the  hope, 
though  a  vain  hope,  held  out  to  him  by 
M.  Gros,  that  he  might  have  something 
else  to  propose,  to  follow  out  his  own  in- 
structions, and  renew  the  measures  of  re- 
prisal to  which  he  found  himself  compelled 
to  resort.  I  say  found  it  necessary,  be- 
cause nothing  can  be  more  clear  to  those 
who  read  the  papers,  than  that  the  under- 
standing that  prevailed,  not  at  Athens, 
but  here,  between  M.  Drouyn  de  Lhuys 
and  Lord  Palmers  ton,  and  General  la  Hitte 
was,  that  if  differences  arose  between  M. 
Gros  and  Mr.  Wyse  touching  upon  any 
question  of  principle,  reprisals  should  be 
recommenced  ;  but  if  it  were  merely  one 
of  detail  and  degree,  reference  was  to  be 
made  to  the  Government  at  home.  When 
Mr.  Wyse  refused  to  grant  any  further 
delay  to  the  Greek  Government  (and  your 
Lordships  will  observe  that  he  has  thought 
it  necessary  to  vindicate  his  conduct  on 
tbia  point,  because  au  impte&^lou  to  the 


contrary  has  somehow  been  created),  lie 
had  no  knowledge  of  the  convention  bar* 
ing  been  entered  into  at  London.  Mj 
Lords,  it  was  physically  impossible  that 
we  should  have  had  such  knowledge  ;  that 
would  have  materially  altered,  as  he  him- 
self states,  the  position  in  which  he  stood, 
because  he  then  would  have  had  authentic 
grounds  to  stand  upon.  The  French  Min- 
ister for  Foreign  Affairs,  I  have  the  aatia- 
faction  of  seeing,  fairly  admits  that  Mr. 
Wyse  could  have  had  no  knowledge  of  the 
bases  of  any  such  convention  having  been 
concluded.  But  the  noble  Lord  says, 
when  a  convention  was  concluded  in  Lon- 
don, why  not  at  once  have  adopted  that 
^instead  of  the  agreement  made  at  Athens? 
My  Lords,  I  have  no  hesitation  in  saying 
that,  abstractedly  from  the  actual  circum- 
stances, such  a  course  would  hare  been 
most  fitting  and  desirable  ;  but,  nnfortn- 
nately,  the  treaty  of  Athens  had  been 
partially  executed,  and,  besides,  it  con- 
tained a  particular  clause,  having  refer- 
ence to  circumstances  which  were  not 
known  when  the  convention  was  concluded 
at  London  —  I  mean  certain  presumed 
claims  of  the  Greek  Government.  If  that 
convention  had  been  altogether  abrogated, 
without  communication,  and  the  other 
adopted,  it  might  have  been  supposed  that 
we  were  admitting  the  expediency  and  jus- 
tice of  those  most  unfounded  claims,  to 
which,  under  no  circumstances,  would  it 
have  been  possible  for  this  country  to  as- 
sent. A  desire  is,  I  believe,  nnfeignedly 
felt  on  both  sides  to  come  back  to  the 
terms  of  the  treaty  of  London,  as  far  as 
they  can  still  be  made  the  basis  of  a 
treaty.  Communications  upon  this  point 
have  been  taking  place  during  the  last 
two  or  three  weeks  between  the  two  Go- 
vernments, which  are  not  yet  brought  to  a 
conclusion,  but  I  have  satisfaction  in  sta- 
ting that  they  have  come  so  near  a  con* 
elusion,  that  not  many  days,  perhaps  I 
may  say  not  many  hours,  will  probably 
elapse  before  their  completion  takes  place. 
I  fully  concur  in  the  hope  expressed  by 
the  noble  Lord,  that  a  good  unaerstanding 
between  this  country  and  France  will  be 
completely  restored.  Whatever  may  be 
the  future  character  of  the  French  Go^ 
vernmont  there  is  no  character  it  may 
assume  in  which  it  will  not  be  the  interest 
of  this  country  to  maintain  friendly  rela- 
tions with  it.  I  know  of  nothing  —  I 
foresee  nothing — I  trust  there  is  nothing 
in  this  night's  discussion,  which  can  inter- 
pose an  obstacle  to  the  perfect  resomptioit 
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of  those  friendly  relations  with  France 
which  are  so  essential  to  the  peace  of  the 
world.  I  hope  and  trust,  also,  that  the 
delay  which  has  taken  place  in  the  settle- 
ment of  this  qaestion  will  not  prove  as 
injurious  as  he  supposes  to  the  interests  of 
Greece.  I  can  assure  the  nohle  Lord  that 
the  statements  which  have  reached  him  of 
the  pressure  on  Greek  commerce  are  as 
much  exaggerated  as  Don  Pacifico*s  claims. 
The  Government  is  in  possession  of  docu- 
ments relating  to  this  suhject,  which  I  will 
take  an  opportunity  of  producing,  hecause 
I  attach  great  importance  to  showing  the 
world  that,  so  far  from  its  heing  our  inten- 
tion to  pursue  a  course  which  would  press 
onerously  on  the  Greek  people  and  their 
commerce,  it  was  for  the  puroose  of  avoid- 
ing that  pressure  that  we  departed  from 
the  practice  usually  followed  on  such  occa- 
sions, and,  in  the  first  instance,  captured 
only  vessels  of  war.  It  was  only  when 
the  vessels  of  war  were  found  not  to 
amount  in  value  to  the  sum  required,  that 
Greek  merchant  vessels  were  detained.  I 
have  good  authority  for  helieving  that  the 
people  and  commerce  of  Greece  peculiarly 
appreciate  the  spirit  in  which  we  have 
acted  towards  them.  When  the  nohle 
Lord  contends  that  the  settlement  of  our 
claims  should  have  heen  left  to  the  adjudi- 
cation of  the  Greek  courts  of  law,  it  is 
necessary  I  should  remind  the  House  that 
all  the  Greek  judges  may  he  dismissed  at 
the  pleasure  of  the  Crown,  and  not  unfre- 
quently  the  pleasure  of  the  Crown  was 
exercised  in  that  way.  I  do,  therefore, 
consider  this  one  of  those  instances  in 
which  the  Government  of  this  country  was 
justified  in  having  recourse  to  the  proceed- 
ings hy  which  they  attempted  to  redress 
the  wrongs  done  to  British  suhjects;  and  I 
helieve  with  confidence  that  none  of  those 
demands,  disputed  in  amount,  hut  admitted 
in  principle,  would  have  heen  accredited, 
if  Her  Majesty's  Government  had  not 
taken  the  determination  of  sending  Sir 
William  Parker  and  a  fleet  to  support 
them.  I,  my  Lords,  call  on  the  House  to 
reflect  whether  the  adoption  of  a  resolu- 
tion in  the  terms  proposed  will  not  limit 
the  power  of  the  Government  to  redress 
the  grievances  of  British  suhjects  at  a 
future  time — whether  such  a  resolution 
passed  hy  this  House,  unaccompanied  and 
unfoUowed  though  it  may  he  hy  the  reso- 
lution of  any  other  assemhly  in  Great 
Britain,  may  not  cripple  the  power,  re- 
sources, and  energy  of  this  country,  act- 
ing through  its  representatives  in  foreign  j 


States.  Believing  myself  that  such  would 
he  the  result  of  the  adoption  of  the  nohle 
Baron's  resolution,  I  call  upon  your  Lord- 
ships to  reject  the  Motion. 

The  Earl  of  ABERDEEN:  My  Lords, 
at  the  outset  of  the  ohservations  which  I 
shall  venture  to  address  to  the  House  upon 
the  question  under  consideration,  I  cannot 
help  remarking  that  there  are  some  suh* 
jects  no  clear,  so  perfectly  level  to  every 
comprehension,  ana  which  come  home  bo 
directly  to  the  feeling  and  common  sense 
of  mankind,  as  in  a  great  measure  to  dis« 
pense  with  the  necessity  for  elahorate  de« 
monstration  or  argument.  It  is  all  very 
well  for  the  nohle  Marquess  to  assume  a 
tone  of  confidence  on  this  question,  and 
for  the  organs  and  partisans  of  the  Go- 
vernment to  lahour  in  their  defence;  hut 
I  maintain  that  when  we  know  that  a  Bri- 
tish  fleet  of  the  magnitude  descrihed  hj 
the  nohle  Baron — ^heing  equal  to  that  with 
which  Nelson  won  the  victory  of  the  Nile 
— appears  in  the  waters  of  Greece,  and, 
after  receiving  the  civilities  of  the  sove- 
reign of  the  country,  the  admiral  summons 
the  Greek  Minister,  and,  in  conjunction 
with  our  representative,  presents  to  him  a 
list  of  demands  which  are  to  he  acceded  to 
in  twenty-four  hours,  and  that  when  this 
unfortunate  functionary  ohserves  that  he 
has  heen  in  office  only  three  weeks,  and 
requires  time  to  enahle  him  to  inquire  into 
the  justice  of  the  claims,  he  is  told  that 
the  question  is  not  whether  the  claims  are 
just  or  unjust,  hut  whether  they  are  to  he 
discharged  in  twenty-four  hours ;  when  we 
know  these  facts,  it  appears  to  me,  thai 
the  character  of  the  transaction  is  suffi- 
ciently descrihed;  and  I  venture  to  say, 
that  the  proceedings  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment in  the  waters  of  Greece  have 
throughout  the  whole  of  Europe,  from  one 
end  of  it  to  the  other,  called  forth  a  cry  of 
indignation,  whilst,  in  England,  it  is  re- 
garded hy  every  impartial  and  reflecting 
man  with  regret  and  disapprohation.  When 
this  transaction  occurred,  it  appeared  to 
the  world  in  general  utterly  unintelligihle. 
Nohody  could  helieve  that  the  reasons  as- 
signed for  the  proceeding  were  the  true 
and  genuine  motives  hy  which  it  was 
prompted.  I  am  not  in  the  least  surprised 
that  such  incredulity  should  prevail.  In 
every  part  of  Europe  it  was  supposed  that 
some  deep  stroke  of  policy  was  concealed 
under  this  apparent  attack  on  Greece. 
No  one  could  helieve  that  the  satisfaction 
of  the  extraordinary  claims  set  up  hy  us 
was  the  end  and  ohject  of  our  great  arma^ 
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ment.  Unfortunately,  we  who  know  Utile 
more  of  the  reckless  mode  in  which  our 
foreign  affairs  are  conducted,  will  have 
less  difficulty,  perhaps,  in  helieving  the 
xnotiyes  assigned,  and  in  seeing  in  it  no 
policy  more  profound  t)ian  the  exercise  of 
certain  feelings  of  hostility  and  the  display 
of  overwhelming  force.  But,  my  Lords, 
I  feel  that  even  we  might  have  suspected 
that  other  consequences  might  ensue  from 
those  operations  which  took  place;  for  I 
am  sure  that  wheu  a  demonstration  of  this 
kind  was  made — a  demonstration  of  hos- 
tility of  this  description — many  persons  in 
Athens  and  out  of  Athens  fully  helieved 
that  the  destruction  of  the  Greek  Govern- 
ment was  intended  hy  it.  I  know  myself, 
that  in  urging  claims  against  the  Greek 
Government  1  have  hecn  over  and  over 
again  assured  hy  that  party  which  is 
usually  called  the  "  English  party  **  in 
Greece,  that  such  demonstrations  would 
inevitahly  overthrow  the  Ministry  and  pos- 
Bthly  the  King  himself.  My  Lords,  I  think 
we  may  ohserve  the  animus,  we  may  oh- 
scrve  the  spirit,  which,  in  a  great  measure 
permitted  this  mode  of  proceeding;  and  I 
observe  in  the  papers  an  illustration  of  it, 
to  which  I  will  refer,  because  I  think  it 
explains  the  feelings  which  existed  on  the 
part  of  the  Government,  and  that  it  is  also 
characteristic  of  that  double  dealing  which 
I  am  sorry  to  say  has  prevailed  of  late  in 
the  foreign  policy  and  conduct  of  this  coun- 
try. In  the  autumn  of  last  year  there  was 
a  revolt  in  the  island  of  Cephalonia.  After 
its  suppression  Sir  H.  Ward,  in  a  speech 
addressed  to  his  Senate,  referred  to  the 
share  which  he  said  the  Greek  Govern- 
ment had  in  the  stirring  up  of  the  disturb- 
ances in  that  country.  On  the  9th  of  Oc- 
tober he  made  a  speech  to  his  Senate,  in 
which  he  said  the  Greek  Government  were 
privy  to  the  troubles  that  had  taken  place 
m  Cephalonia.  The  Greek  Minister  lost 
no  time  in  remonstrating,  in  protesting 
against  the  truth  of  any  such  accusation ; 
and  Sir  11.  Ward,  in  the  next  month — the 
November  following — expressed  also  in  a 
public  address  his  great  regret  that  his 
speech  should  have  been  so  much  misunder- 
stood, for  that  he  never  intended  to  insinu- 
ate any  such  imputations.  [The  Marquess 
ofLANSDOWNE:  Hear,  hear!]  The  noble 
Lord  cheers  that,  and  I  was  very  glad  to 
Bee  such  was  the  case;  but  what  does  the 
Secretary  of  State  say  ?  M.  Drouyn  de 
Lhuys,  in  giving  an  account  of  his  conver- 
aation  with  the  Secretary  of  State,  in 
wbioh  he  mode  his  remarka  ou  o^  \fro- 


ceedings  in  Crreece  said,  ''  that  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  replied  that  the  English  Go- 
vernment had  other  complaints  against  the 
Hellenic  Government;  that,  for  example, 
in  spite  of  the  contrary  assurances  which 
policy  had  determined  Sir  H.  Wood  to  give 
at  Corfu,  it  was  very  certain  that  the  hand 
of  the  Greek  Cabinet  had  been  found  in 
the  agitation  which  had  recently  broken 
out  among  the  people  of  the  Ionian  la- 
lands."  Now,  which  of  these  two  func- 
tionaries speaks  the  truth  I  know  not ;  but 
this  I  know,  that  their  difference  is  not 
creditable  to  the  character  of  this  country. 
My  Lords,  my  noble  Friend  has  so  fully 
entered  into  all  the  claims,  one  after  an- 
other, which  have  been  put  forward  by 
Her  Majesty's  Ministers — ^he  has  exposed 
so  completely  the  doubtful  character  of 
some,  and  the  exaggerated  nature  of  others, 
that  it  is  not  possible  for  me,  even  were  it 
desired,  to  lay  them  more  clearly  before 
your  Lordships;  but  I  would  make  two  or 
three  observations  upon  one  part  of  this 
subject;  and,  first,  I  would  say  that,  as 
the  noble  Marquess  has  truly  stated,  the 
claims  of  Mr.  Fiulay  arose  before  the  con- 
stitution of  Greece  was  established,  and, 
therefore,  when  he  was  living  under  an  ar- 
bitrary Government.  Mr.  Finlay,  when  I 
was  in  office,  made  his  claims  to  me;  bat 
what  did  he  do  then  ?  He  demanded  the 
good  offices  of  Her  Majesty's  Government. 
No  doubt  he  had  made  a  claim  for  compen- 
sation, and  a  claim  to  the  good  offices  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government;  but  he  never 
made  a  claim  for  reprisals  against  the 
Greek  Government,  and  he  would  have  had 
no  ground  for  any  such  claim,  had  he  made 
it.  The  Greek  Government  never  denied 
he  had  an  equitable  claim  for  compensa- 
tion— it  was  a  question  always  of  amount. 
Many  persons  were  in  his  situation.  Among 
others  was  one  of  the  most  respectable 
men,  who  had  lived  many  years  in  Athens, 
Mr.  Hill,  the  American  missionary.  That 
gentleman  was  possessed  of  half  the  yery 
field  for  which  Mr.  Finlay  made  his  claim. 
Mr.  Hill  was  settled  with,  was  satisfied, 
and  contented.  Mr.  Finlay  continued  his 
claim,  and  at  last,  his  claim  never  having 
been  refused,  never  having  been  denied  by 
the  Greek  Government,  but  the  difficulty 
always  having  been  the  amount,  the  mat- 
ter was,  as  my  noble  Friend  stated,  re- 
ferred to  arbitration,  although  the  fact  of 
that  having  been  done  was  not  communi- 
cated to  this  House;  and  your  Lordships 
are  called  upon  to  believe  that  this  claim 
.of  Mr.  Finlay  was  not  disposed  of,  and 
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had  not  been  actually  adjusted  at  the  time 
Mr.  Wyse  made  hiM  demand  on  the  Greek 
Government.  And  so  as  to  the  claim  of 
M.  Pacifico.  So  far  from  denying  he  had 
a  just  claim  in  equity  for  losses  he  had 
sustained,  undoubtedly  he  had  a  claim ;  but 
his  course  was  different  from  that  of  Mr. 
Finlay.  He  had  no  right  to  apply  to  the 
representative  of  his  Court  to  obtain  com- 
pensation for  them  until  he  had  endeavour- 
ed to  obtain  such  relief  by  the  ordinary 
mode  of  proceeding  according  to  the  laws 
of  the  country.  Now,  that  I  take  to  be 
unquestionably  the  case  here.  But  this  is 
a  case  in  which  a  demand  was  made,  and 
in  which  an  order  for  reprisals  was  given ; 
but  an  order  for  reprisals  is  a  sort  of  de- 
claration of  war.  Now,  in  order  to  justify 
the  issuing  of  reprisals,  you  must  have 
exhausted  every  means  afforded  to  you  by 
the  laws  and  the  tribunals  of  the  country. 
A  short  extract  from  a  very  high  authority 
will  confirm  this.  Vattel  says,  with  re- 
ference to  persons  living  in  a  foreign  coun- 
try, that— 

"  The  prince,  therefore,  ought  not  to  interfere 
in  the  causes  of  his  subjects  in  foreign  countries, 
and  to  grant  them  bis  protection,  excepting  in 
cases  where  justice  is  refused,  or  palpable  and 
evident  injustice  done,  or  rules  and  forms  openly 
TioUted,  or,  finally,  an  odious  distinction  made  to 
the  prejudice  of  his  subjects,  or  of  foreigners  in 
general.  The  British  Court  established  this  maxim 
with  great  strength  of  evidence  on  occasion  of  the 
Prussian  vessels  seixed  and  declared  Uwful  prixes 
during  the  late  war." 

Now  here  no  justice  was  refused,  no  jus- 
tice was  denied,  no  rules  or  forms  were 
openly  violated,  and  no  odious  distinction 
was  made  on  the  part  of  the  Greek  Govern- 
ment against  M.  Pacifico.  The  matter  to 
which  Vattel  refers  in  this  extract  is  cele- 
brated as  The  Sileeian  Loan.  That  is  a 
production  which  has  settled  the  law  upon 
the  subject,  1  believe,  to  the  satisfaction  of 
all  Europe.  It  has  been  referred  to,  it 
has  been  the  standard  authority  upon  all 
matters  connected  with  such  subjects  from 
that  day  to  this.  It  was  drawn  up,  as  is 
known,  by  Lord  Mansfield,  although  united 
with  the  law  authorities  of  the  time,  in- 
cluding Sir  Dudley  Ryder,  the  Judge  of 
the  Prerogative  Court,  and  the  King's  Ad- 
vocate of  that  day.  The  noble  and  learn- 
ed Lord  now  sitting  on  the  Woolsack,  the 
Lord  Chief  Justice,  in  his  life  of  Lord 
Mansfield,  has  observed  and  has  recorded 
his  opinion  of  that  production  to  which  I 
have  thus  referred.  He  says,  having  been 
often  employed  to  draw  papers  of  a  similar 
nature,  he  had  never  perused  it  but  with 


mixed  sensations  of  admiration  and  de- 
spair. Therefore,  this  may  be  taken  to 
be  wisdom  and  truth  itself.  Now,  let  the 
House  hear  what  this  production,  so  de- 
scribed, says — 

"  The  law  of  nations,  founded  upon  justice, 
eqnitj,  conrenience,  and  the  reason  of  the  thing, 
and  confirmed  by  long  usage,  does  not  allow  of 
reprisals  except  in  case  of  violent  injuries  directed 
or  supported  by  tbo  State,  or  justice  absolutely 
denied  tn  rt  minime  dubia  by  all  the  tribunals, 
and  afterwards  by  the  prince.  Where  the  judges 
are  left  free,  and  give  sentence  according  to  their 
conscience,  though  it  should  be  erroneous,  that 
would  be  no  ground  for  reprisals.  Upon  doubtful 
questions  di&rcnt  men  think  and  judge  difier- 
ently;  and  all  a  foreigner  can  desire  is,  that  jus- 
tice should  be  impartially  administered  to  him,  as 
it  is  to  the  subjects  of  that  prince  in  whose  courts 
the  matter  is  tried." 

Does  not  this  appear  to  have  been  written 
precisely  to  meet  a  case  like  tho  present  ? 
Had  M.  Pacifico  tried  all  the  courts  ?  Had 
the  prince  and  all  the  tribunals  refused 
him  justice  ?  He  immediately  repaired 
to  the  Minister  of  his  Court,  and  made  that 
a  diplomatic  question  which  ought  entirely 
to  have  been  a  judicial  question;  and  the 
Greek 'Minister,  over  and  over  again — I 
will  not  trouble  your  Lordships  by  reading 
the  passages — lays  down  maxims  as  sound 
as  those  of  Lord  Mansfield  himself.  What 
did  he  say  ?  He  said,  *'  Let  M.  Pacifico 
come  into  court  and  prove  his  loss — let 
him  furnish  the  Government  with  the 
means  of  repairing  his  loss;  and,  although 
the  Greek  Government  may  not  allow  the 
enormous  and  exaggerated  amount  he 
claims,  he  will  undoubtedly  receive  all  that 
is  due.'*  Therefore  I  think  the  case  of 
M.  Pacifico  is  not  one  in  which  to  apply  to 
the  Government  to  issue  reprisals,  and  in- 
duce such  consequences  as  those  which  have 
unfortunately  taken  place.  But  even  if 
all  these  claims  were  as  clear  and  certain 
as  many  of  them  are  doubtful  and  equi- 
vocal, still  I  would  say  your  mode  of  pro- 
ceeding was  most  rash,  impolitic,  and  un- 
justifiable. The  noble  Marquess  has  spent 
a  great  deal  of  time  in  showing  that  all 
Powers  redressed  their  grievances  without 
applying  to,  or  asking  the  consent  of,  any 
other  State;  and  that  the  point  at  issue 
being  one  in  which  Greece  and  England 
were  alone  concerned,  there  was  no  neces- 
sity for  acting  in  combination  with  the 
other  Powers  of  Europe.  No  doubt, 
under  ordinary  circumstances,  we  should 
never  think  of  asking  the  permission  or 
consent  of  France  or  Russia  for  any  in- 
jury we  might  think  it  our  duty  to  re- 
dress; and  I  do  not  deny  there  may  be  in- 
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juries  which  call  for  the  issue  of  reprisals, 
or  even  a  declaration  of  war  itself.  Of 
that,  of  coarse,  every  country  must  itself 
be  the  judge.  But  your  Lordships  must 
recollect  that  Greece  was  differently  situ- 
ated with  respect  to  France  and  Russia 
from  other  countries,  because  we,  the  three 
Powers,  had  united  to  make  this  very  State 
—we  had  founded  that  State — wo  had 
guaranteed  its  territory,  and  a  blow  struck 
in  this  manner  by  one  of  these  Powers, 
might,  in  its  effect,  be  a  blow  struck  at  her 
▼ery  existence  as  well  as  her  independence. 
Let  mo  put  a  case.  Suppose  we  had  a 
quarrel  with  Belgium — a  very  improbable 
supposition,  but  still,  with  the  ingenuity  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  not  a  case  be- 
yond the  bounds  of  possibility,  suppose,  I 
•ay,  we  had  a  quarrel  with  Belgium — the 
integrity  and  independence  of  Belgium  are 
guaranteed  by  the  five  great  Powers  of 
Europe— in  the  event  of  such  a  dispute  as 
that  of  M.  Pacifico  arising  with  Belgium — 
would  you  send  a  squadron  into  the  Scheldt 
and  blockade  Antwerp  without  communica- 
tion with  the  other  great  Powers  of  Europe? 
Tou  know  very  well  you  would  not;  but 
Greece  was  a  corpus  vile  upon  which  you 
might  try  your  experiments,  without  com- 
municating with  the  other  Powers,  and  you 
would  not  have  ventured  to  do  anything  of 
the  same  sort  in  a  country  similarly  situ- 
ated as  Belgium  is.  When  I  view  this 
Juestion  in  all  its  bearings,  I  confess  I 
nd  the  greatest  difficulty  in  bringing 
myself  to  believe  that  it  is  possible  that 
•uch  a  course  as  has  been  adopted  with  re- 
ference to  it  by  Her  Majesty's  Government 
lean  have  been  pursued  without  previous 
communication  with  France  and  Russia. 
The  thing  appears  to  me  so  monstrous  as 
to  be  almost  incredible,  and  yet  so  it  is. 
I  could  not  believe  such  was  tho  case,  until 
I  found  it  stated  in  the  papers  in  tho  first 
letter  of  the  French  Minister  to  his  Govern- 
ment. Great  sensation  having  been  created 
in  France  by  the  whole  affair,  M.  Drouyn 
de  Lhuys  was  despatched  to  England  with- 
out delay  to  get  an  explanation.  Accor- 
dingly, on  the  very  first  day  after  his  arri- 
val in  London — that  is  to  say,  on  the  5th 
of  February — he  wrote  to  his  Government 
a  letter,  in  which  he  stated — 

♦*  I  laid  before  Lord  Palmerston  a  very  ani- 
mated picture  of  the  bad  impression  which  the 
news  from  Athens  had  produced  upon  the  Presi- 
dent, the  Council,  the  diplomatic  body,  tho  whole 
Assembly,  and  upon  public  opinion.  I  dwelt  upon 
all  that  was  offensive  for  us  in  these  sudden  and 
violent  resolutions  taken  without  our  knowledge 
a^fainst  an  allied  i)atioQ|  all  that  was  ej(treme  in 


the  means  of  execution, '  all  that  was  strange  and 
contradictory  in  the  new  situation  which  theae 
events  were  about  to  create  in  the  East.  .  .  . 
Lord  Palmerston,  diminishing  the  importance  of 
what  had  passed  at  Athens,  replied  that  this  aflBur 
appeared  to  him  so  simple  and  of  so  little  conse- 
quence, that  he  had  not  thought  it  necessary  to 
speak  to  the  French  Government  about  it." 

It  might  suit  the  purpose  of  the  noble  Lord 
to  treat  the  question  in  this  light;  but  cer- 
tainly I  do  not  remember  to  have  ever 
heard  of  a  case  which  was  less  deserving 
than  this  of  being  characterised  as  trivial, 
simple,  and  unimportant.  The  original 
question  might  be  very  simple,  but  it  would 
be  difficult  to  exaggerate  the  importance  of 
the  results  which  may  flow  from  the  course 
that  has  been  pursueid  with  reference,  to  it. 
It  is  all  very  well  to  say  that  the  question 
is  one  between  England  and  Greece,  that 
France  and  Russia  have  nothing  to  do  with 
it,  and  that  therefore  there  was  no  neces- 
sity for  consulting  them  or  communicating 
with  them  on  the  subject;  but,  even  8up> 
posing  this  to  be  true  with  respect  to  the 
original  point  in  dispute — the  mere  claim 
for  pecuniary  compensation — surely  it  can- 
not be  denied  that  the  matter  assumed  a 
very  different  aspect  indeed  when  it  was 
found  to  involve  a  question  of  territory.  It 
was  by  the  joint  co-operation  of  England, 
France,  ana  Russia,  that  Greece  was  erect- 
ed into  a  free  State,  and  that  her  territory 
was  definitely  prescribed ;  and  when  a 
question  arose  which  affected  the  integrity 
of  that  territory,  surely  it  could  not  be 
doubted  that  England  was  debarred,  by 
every  consideration  of  common  justice 
and  common  courtesy,  from  taking  a  step 
with  reference  to  it,  without  previously 
communicating  with  those  Powers  which 
were  co-guarantees  with  herself  for  pre- 
serving intact  the  integrity  of  the  territory 
of  Greece,  It  was  not  very  clear  to  whom 
they  belonged.  No  doubt,  in  the  absence 
of  all  distinct  evidence  of  particular  owner- 
ship, it  appeared  rational  enough  to  con- 
clude with  the  Greek  Government  that  th^ 
desert  islands  nearest  to  the  mainland 
should  belong  to  Greece,  and  that  the 
others  nearest  the  Ionian  Islands  should 
appertain  to  the  Ionian  Islands,  But  the 
question  had  not  been  decided  with  such 
preciscness  as  to  preclude  controversy.  It 
should  be  remembered,  moreover,  that  no 
legal  right  or  ownership  could  be  put  for- 
ward on  behalf  of  the  Ionian  Islands  be- 
yond that  which  they  professed  to  derive 
from  an  Act  of  the  Ionian  Legislative  As- 
sembly bearing  date  so  far  back  as  Jan- 
uary,  1804.     Ho  wfui  in  Corf^i  at  thaf 


1367 


Again  of 


{ JroiB  17} 


Oreeee, 


1358 


time,  and  was  preKent  at  the  discussion  of 
the  Legislative  Assemblj,  though  he  did 
not  profess  to  remember  a  single  word  of 
what  thej  decided  or  debated  upon.  Of 
thisi  however,  he  had  a  distinct  recollec- 
tion, that  no  Turkish  authority  (and  the 
Turks,  be  it  remembered,  were  at  that 
time  the  owners  of  Greece)  was  present  at 
the  debate;  so  that  the  decision,  even  sup- 
posing it  valid  in  all  other  respects,  might 
perhaps  be  impugned  as  ex  parte.  But  the 
real  question  turned  upon  the  extent  of  the 
Venetian  territory  before  the  French  Re- 
volution, for  the  decision  of  the  Legislative 
Assembly  did  not  profess  to  have  any  ef- 
fect except  with  regard  to  such  regions  as 
had  beloDged  to  Venice.  It  was  only 
owing  to  the  forbearance,  or  doubt  rather, 
of  Mr.  Wyse,  who  thought  the  note  of  the 
Greek  Minister  had  more  truth  and  justice 
in  it  than  appears  to  be  thought  here,  that 
he,  of  his  own  mere  motion,  without  in- 
structions, suspended  the  execution  of  the 
orders  that  had  been  given;  for  in  the  early 
stages  of  this  transaction  I  recollect  the 
noble  Marquess,  with  great  apparent  tri- 
umph, said,  that  the  demand  for  these 
islands  formed  no  part  of  the  list  given  in 
by  Mr.  Wyse;  but  the  noble  Marquess  did 
not,  with  his  usual  candour,  say  that  at  the 
very  moment  the  islands,  if  the  instruc- 
tions had  been  acted  upon,  would  have  been 
actually  in  our  possession,  and  therefore 
that  was  a  very  good  reason  for  their  form- 
ing no  part  of  the  claims  sent  in  by  Mr. 
Wyse.  But  the  noble  Marquess  took  no 
notice  of  that  part  of  my  noble  Friend's 
speech — he  took  no  notice  of  that  part  of 
the  question  which  related  to  the  situation 
in  which  these  islands  stood;  but  I  look 
upon  that  as  a  very  important  part  of  this 
question;  because  it  is  that  upon  which  you 
are  obliged  to  abandon  the  ground  you 
have  asserted,  and  yon  are  obliged  to  settle 
with  other  Powers  after  you  have  avowed 
your  determination  to  take  the  whole  set- 
tlement of  this  question  into  your  hands. 
I  do  not  deny  it  is  a  question  that  admits 
of  doubt.  I  admit  it  does;  but  at  the 
same  time  when  I  look  to  that  admirable 
specimen  of  peremptory  style  in  which  the 
Secretary  of  State,  in  a  very  inadequate 
answer  to  the  Greek  note,  says,  it  is  indis- 
putably proved  they  belong  to  the  Ionian  Is- 
lands, I  must  say,  I  think  Russia  and  France 
would  require  some  better  arguments  than 
those.  I  utterly  deny  that  the  treaty  between 
Russia  and  the  Porte  in  1800,  and  still 
less  the  treaty  of  Paris  in  1815,  recognise 
\u  tb9  slightest  degree  the  |[>os8e8sion  of 


these  islands  by  the  Ionian  States.  Not 
the  least;  they  only  refer  to  such  territory 
as  belonged  to  Venice,  raising  the  question 
— as  I  have  said — what  did  belong  to 
Venice.  This  is  a  question,  I  admit, 
doubtful,  and  very  proper  to  be  discussed; 
but  discussed  with  those  Powers  which 
have  guaranteed  the  integrity  of  the  terri- 
tory of  Greece.  In  the  whole  of  this  mat- 
ter I  think  that  what  has  pained  the  feel- 
ings of  all  persons  in  this  country  most  hai- 
been  the  part  which  our  naval  force  has 
been  obliged  to  play.  It  is  not  only  in  the 
instance  of  Greece,  but  I  must  say  that 
since  the  departure  of  that  fleet  from  Eng- 
land, there  has  been  much  in  which  it  has 
been  employed,  little  conducive  to  the 
honour  and  the  credit  of  this  country. 
First,  in  the  Tagus.  At  Lisbon  what  did 
it  do  ?  It  excited  the  complaints  and 
suspicions  of  the  Government,  at  the  same 
time  that  the  opposition  party  loudly  re- 
monstrated against  the  proceeding.  It 
was  next  seen  at  Naples,  where  it  con- 
trolled, threatened,  and  thwarted  the  oper- 
ations of  the  King :  you  encouraged,  but 
then  you  deserted,  abandoned,  and  betray- 
ed the  Sicilian  insurgents,  offending  both 
parties.  Its  next  appearance  was  at  the 
Ionian  Islands;  but  the  fact  of  its  taking 
no  part  in  suppressing  the  etneute  was 
probably  to  be  accounted  for  by  the  cir- 
cumstance that  that  affair  was  suppressed 
before  its  arrival.  I  believe  the  only  ser- 
vice attributed  to  that  fleet  in  the  case  of 
the  Ionian  Islands,  was  the  furnishing  Sir 
H.  Ward  with  implements  of  punishment 
for  the  rebels.  I  do  not  mean  to  blame 
Sir  H.  Ward;  though  his  measures  wer» 
very  severe,  it  is  possible  he  may  have 
been  justified.  It  is  possible  that  the  mild 
government  of  a  military  Conservative 
might  be  advantageously  succeeded  by  th« 
stem  rule  of  a  Whig  civilian.  But  still  I 
think  it  rather  an  odd  requisition  to  make 
from  the  admiral's  ship  —  a  supply  of 
"cats"  to  flog  the  rebels.  That  is  all 
that  I  find  of  the  performance  of  the  fleet 
at  the  Ionian  Islands.  Then  comes  this 
last  brilliant  affair  in  the  waters  of  Salamis. 
I  may  be  told  that  it  has  also  appeared  in 
the  Dardanelles;  that  it  did  wonders  m  the 
Dardanelles;  that  it  brought  the  Emperor 
of  Russia  to  his  senses,  and  did  wonders 
for  the  Polish  refugees.  I  believe  your 
fleet  entered  the  Dardanelles  on  the  5th  of 
November,  and  I  think  in  the  middle  of 
October  the  Emperor,  in  answer  to  an  ap- 
plication from  the  Sultan,  had,  without  the 
interference  of  anv  foreign  Power|  a^r 
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quiesced  in  the  interpretation  given  bj  the 
Sultan  of  the  treaty  under  which  the  Em- 
peror had  claimed  the  delivery  of  the  re- 
fugees. Therefore  their  condition  was 
neither  better  nor  worse  for  it.  But  the 
fact  was  that  you  were  obliged  to  apologise 
to  the  Emperor  for  entering  the  Darda- 
nelles at  all;  you  disavowed  your  admiral; 
and  you  promised  to  do  so  no  more.  You 
went  further;  you  brought  yourselves  to  de- 
-  clare  that  he  had  been  driven  in  by  stress 
of  weather.  Now,  I  say  that  is  a  decep- 
tion ;  that  is  the  thing  which  is  not. 

My  Lords,  I  have  very  little  to  say  upon 
the  latter  part  of  the  subject  on  which  my 
noble  Friend  has  addressed  you.  I  really 
do  not  know  exactly  in  what  state  the 
transaction  with  France  is  at  this  moment. 
It  is  astonishing  to  me  that  a  negotiation 
should  have  been  going  on  for  three  weeks 
upon  such  a  subject.  I  can  only  say,  it 
appeared  to  me  that  the  proposal  of  the 
French  Government  was  perfectly  simple, 
and  ought  to  have  been  accepted  at  once. 
It  seems  to  me  that  you  have  gone  on 
haggling,  like  your  own  Paciiico,  when 
you  might  have  settled  the  whole  matter 
m  a  single  hour.  You  had  agreed  to  a 
convention  in  London,  and  you  had  stipu- 
lated that,  if  any  other  agreement  had 
taken  place  at  Athens,  that  agreement 
should  stand,  and  the  London  convention 
fall;  but  it  turned  out  that  no  agreement 
had  taken  place  at  Athens,  but  a  forced 
and  compulsory  settlement  had  been  come 
to.  The  convention  of  London,  therefore, 
should  be  taken.  At  all  events,  you  knew 
the  undoubted  good  faith  of  the  French 
Government,  their  desire  to  be  of  service 
to  you;  for  really  it  is  marvellous,  if  you 
look  to  the  conduct  of  the  French  Govern- 
ment throughout,  the  anxious  wish  that 
they  have  exhibited  to  stretch  even  justice 
in  your  favour;  in  the  instructions  of  Ge- 
neral Lahitte  to  M.  Gros,  h&- tells  him 
what,  interpreted  in  plain  English,  amounts 
to  this,  "Be  as  unjust  as  is  decent,  but 
there  are  limits  beyond  which  you  cannot 
possibly  go;*'  but  he  says,  *'  these  claims, 
whether  just  or  unjust,  are  claims  of  a 
great  nation,  which  must  not  be  humi- 
liated, and  which  we  wish  to  serve;"  and 
it  is  quite  clear  that  M.  Gros  acted  upon 
those  instructions,  and  did  his  best  to  fulfil 
in  the  spirit  of  his  Government  the  mission 
with  which  he  was  entrusted.  But  you  are 
not  to  suppose  that  M.  Drouyn  de  Lhuys, 
who  seems  to  be  almost  the  only  French 
agent  with  whom  we  have  not  been  dis- 
BaiiB&ed,  did  not  feel  very  strongly  the  na- 


ture of  the  engagement  into  which  they 
had  entered.  Farh*om  it;  and  I  think  that 
the  misunderstanding  originated  in  this : 
When  France  offered  mediation,  of  course 
it  was  impossible  for  us,  in  the  odious  posi- 
tion in  which  we  stood  in  the  face  of  the 
world,  to  refuse;  but  if  we  had  wished  to 
make  it  fail,  I  rather  think  the  course  we 
took  seems  well  calculated  to  produce  such 
a  result.   It  was  clearly  in  the  mind  of  the 
Secretary  of  State,  that  we  were  to  employ 
M.  Gros  to  execute  our  demands.     In  di- 
plomatic language  we  said,  it  will  give  us 
greater  satisfaction  to  receive  justice  by 
means  of  French  intervention  rather  than 
by  our  force;  that  meant  that  he  was  to  be 
our  sheriff's  officer,  to  levy  our  debt  and 
do  our  bidding.     But  that  was  not  the  un- 
derstanding of  M.  Gros  or  of  the  French 
Government,    because    the   Secretary   of 
State  had  said,  "  You  will  do  something 
like  what  was  the  case  in  your  mediation 
between  us  and  Naples  in  the  sulphur  ques- 
tion, and  ours  in  the  case  of  Mexico. "  Now, 
the  French  diplomatists  knew  well  what 
that  was,  and  that  both  they  and  we  exer- 
cised a  great  discretion  in  that  mediation, 
and  they  naturally  took  these  terms,  de- 
scribing the  functions  of  M.  Gros  to  mean 
a  bond  fide  mediation,  such  as  was  exer- 
cised in  those  two  cases.     In  both  those 
cases  the  mediation  finally  became  an  arbi- 
tration, as  all  mediations  must  if  the  parties 
have  any  common  sense,  because  the  me- 
diating Power  is  sure  to  propose,  if  he  has 
any  fairness  or  justice  in  him,  that  which 
is  preferable  to  the  continuation  of  the 
quarrel.     That  was  the  case  with  us  when 
the  French  settled  our  dispute  with  Naples, 
by  arbitration;  and  I  myself,  in  the  case 
between  France  and  Mexico,  exercised  the 
part  of  mediator  at  the  conclusion  of  that 
dispute,  which  had  not  been  finally  settled 
when  I  came  into  office.     The  French  na- 
turally thought  they  were  to  exercise  simi- 
lar powers;  but  that  was  not  your  inten- 
tion, and  hence  arose  the  misunderstand- 
ing, M.  Gros  struggling  to  exercise  some 
discretion,  and  to  act  in  some  degree  ac- 
cording to  his  sense  of  what  was  just»  and 
we  binding  him  to  what  we  called  "  the 
principle  "  of  the  claim.     But  we  ought  to 
have   said — "Take  the  two  agreements; 
make  out  of  them  what  you  think  just;  we 
shall  be  satisfied  with  what  you  think  just.'* 
The  complaint  they  made  was,  that  you 
had  committed  a  breach  of  engagement 
with  them.     They  recalled  their  Ambassa- 
dor in  terms  unprecedented  not  to  be  fol- 
lowed by  the  most  serious  consequences. 
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Yet  yoo  go  on  haggling  for  three  weeks 
with  the  danger  of  making  that  more  diffi- 
cult which  at  the  first  moment  was,  I  be- 
lieve, easy. 

I  cannot  think  that  our  relations  with 
Russia  are  as  friendly  as  they  were.  It  is 
perhaps  the  freedom  of  friendship  which 
they  used  in  writing  that  despatch  which 
has  been  quoted;  but  I  should  humbly 
think  the  person  who  dictated  that  despatch 
must  have  entertained  feelings  not  altoge- 
ther of  the  most  friendly  character.  Though 
I  hope  this  will  pass  away,  and  leave  no 
permanent  bad  consequences,  yet  it  is  un- 
doubted that  it  will  not  leave  us  where  it 
found  us.  The  feeling  between  the  two 
countries  may  be  such  as  to  get  over  any 
soreness  which  may  remain  behind;  but  all 
these  transactions  cannot  have  taken  place 
without  more  or  less  injuring  that  good  un- 
derstanding which  previously  existed.  1 
must  say,  in  looking  to  the  state  of  our  rela- 
tions with  the  whole  of  Europe,  I  cannot  see 
great  cause  for  satisfaction.  We  may  be- 
come used  to  anything;  but  our  relations 
with  the  great  Powers  of  Europe  are  un- 
precedented, and  cannot  continue  long 
without  danger.  When  I  look  back  but 
four  short  years,  and  recollect  that  this 
country  was  then  honoured,  loved,  and  re- 
spected by  every  State  in  Europe,  with  an 
intimate,  a  cordial  good  understanding  with 
France,  and  without  the  slightest  diminu- 
tion of  our  intimacy  and  friendship  with  all 
other  Powers,  I  confess  I  do  not  look  with 
any  very  great  satisfaction  even  at  this 
new  species  of  friendship  which  the  noble 
Lord  has  discovered  to  exist  between  us 
and  other  countries.  You  cannot  wonder 
at  the  feeling  existing  towards  this  country. 
We  have  deeply  injured  Austria.  It  is  not 
only  that  abominable  transaction  to  which 
I  have  more  than  once  referred  in  this 
House,  in  which  we  exhibited,  most  falsely 
exhibited,  to  Europe  and  to  Italy  the  policy 
of  A  ustria  with  respect  to  Italy,  and  made 
it  believed  that  Austria  entertained  views 
of  conquest  of  Sardinia — an  offence  of  the 
most  crying  description — but  we  have  been 
the  main  cause  of  a  great  part  of  the  mis- 
fortunes and  difficulties  of  Austria.  You 
might  have  stopped  the  Piedmontese  war; 
not  by  the  advice  which  you  gave,  and  for 
which  you  took  credit,  in  telling  the  King 
of  Sardinia  he  had  better  not  go  to  war 
with  Austria,  because  he  had  a  good  chance 
of  being  beaten;  but  if  you  had  told  him 
that  he  would  have  been  guilty  of  an  act  of 
perfidy — that  he  would  have  broken  a 
solemn  engagement  with  bis  benefactor  and 


creator;  if  you  had  told  him  that  he  would 
have  broken  a  solemn  engagement  entered 
into  with  Great  Britain,  and  that  if  he  per- 
severed you  would  protest  in  the  face  of 
Europe,  and  recall  your  Minister  from  his 
Court — if  you  had  done  this,  you  would 
have  had  no  Russians  in  Hungary;  and  I 
look  upon  the  entry  of  the  Russians  into 
Hungary  as  a  great  misfortune,  not  only  to 
Austria,  but  to  Europe,  for  if  the  Sardinian 
war  had  not  occurred,  Austria  by  herelf 
would  have  been  able  to  put  down  the 
Hungarian  insurrection.  Unfortunately, 
it  is  a  melancholy  characteristic  of  human 
nature,  that  we  are  apt  to  hate  those  whom 
we  have  much  injured.  I  see  symptoms  of 
hate  on  the  part  of  this  country.  We  had 
no  cause  of  collision,  and  it  required  all  the 
fertility  of  invention  on  the  part  of  Her 
Majesty's  Govenrnment  to  court  a  quarrel 
with  Austria.  But,  after  all  that  has 
passed,  I  cannot  persuade  myself  that  it 
can  long  continue.  And  it  is  so  far  satis- 
factory, that  with  all  the  ill-will  existing 
towards  us  throughout  Europe — for  I  have 
named  two  or  three  great  Powers,  but  I 
might  go  through  the  whole  list,  or  vei^ 
nearly  so,  with  one  or  two  exceptions — the 
people  of  this  country  are  not  the  object  of 
suspicion  or  dislike  to  these  nations.  Thej 
separate  the  country  from  the  Government; 
all  their  complaints  and  all  their  sufferings 
are  attributed  to  the  Government  alone, 
and  they  do  justice  to  the  private  feeling 
of  the  people  of  England.  I  can  only  say 
that,  looking  to  the  Motion  of  my  noble 
Friend,  and  recollecting  the  manner  in 
which  he  has  pressed  every  part  of  the 
subject  upon  you,  I  doubt  much  if  any 
man  in  this  House  or  out  of  it,  can  lay  his 
hand  upon  his  heart,  and  deny  that  every 
word  of  it  is  strictly  and  literally  just  and 
true. 

The  Earl  of  CARDIGAN :  My  Lords,  in 
rising  to  address  a  few  observations  to  your 
Lordships  upon  the  important  subject  under 
your  consideration,  I  beg  to  assure  you 
that  when  I  rose  at  an  early  period  of  the 
night,  I  did  not  do  so  for  the  purpose  of 
presuming  to  reply  to  the  noble  Marquess, 
the  leader  of  Her  Majesty's  Government  in 
this  House;  and  my  sole  object  now  is,  to  ex- 
plain to  your  Lordships  the  grounds  upon 
which  I  intend  to  give  my  vote  this  even- 
ing, for  which  purpose  I  shall  trespass 
upon  your  Lordships*  attention  for  a  very 
short  time.  My  Lords,  although  I  am 
well  aware  that  the  foreign  policy  of  this 
country  ought  not  to  be  lightly  or  unneces- 
sarily discussed  in  either  House  of  Parlia- 
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ment,  yet,  my  Lords,  I  do  feel  that  we 
are  now  placed  in  that  position  of  danger 
with  regard  to  our  relations  with  foreign 
Powers,  that  I  cannot  but  think,  that  it  is 
justifiable  for  your  Lordships  collectively, 
or  any  of  your  Lordships  individually,  to 
express  your  sentiments  upon  the  present 
state  of  affairs.  My  Lords,  I  shall  not  for 
the  moment  further  advert  to  the  transac- 
tions which  have  recently  occurred  in 
Greece,  than  to  say,  that  I  do  not  think 
that  either  the  claims  or  complaints  we  had 
against  the  Government  of  that  country 
were  of  sufficient  magnitude  and  import- 
ance to  justify  the  risk  which  you  have 
just  incurred  of  bringing  on  a  general  war 
m  Europe;  for  although  your  Lordships 
may  probably  consider  yourselves  warrant- 
ed in  congratulating  yourselves  and  the 
eountry  at  largo  in  having  for  the  present 
escaped  the  impending  danger ;  yet,  my 
Lords,  there  are  none  of  your  Lordships 
who  are  ignorant  of  the  circumstance,  that 
scarcely  a  fortnight  since  the  French  Am- 
bassador was  suddenly  recalled  from  this 
eountry,  in  a  manner  which  is  the  usual  pre- 
lude to  a  declaration  of  war ;  and  none  of 
your  Lordships  are  unaware  of  the  exult- 
ing cheers  with  which  the  announcement 
of  that  circumstance  was  received  by  a 
large  majority  of  the  National  Assembly  of 
that  Republic,  supposed  up  to  that  mo- 
pient  to  be  our  faithful  ally.  My  Lords, 
the  state  of  our  relations  with  Russia  have 
been  recently  explained  to  your  Lordships, 
and  to  the  world  at  large,  in  a  letter  not 
long  since  addressed  by  Count  Nesselrode, 
to  the  Foreign  Department  of  this  country; 
80  that,  my  Lords,  it  appears,  by  this  public 
declaration  on  the  one  hand,  and  this  public 
official  letter  on  the  other,  that  we  have, 
with  the  most  extraordinary  ingenuity, 
succeeded  in  arraying  against  us,  if  not  in 
open  hostilities,  yet  with  the  most  hostile 
feelings,  two  of  the  most  powerful  nations 
of  Europe,  directly  opposed  to  each  other, 
in  all  their  national  and  political  institu- 
tions, those  of  the  one  being  founded  upon 
republican  and  democratic  principles,  those 
of  the  other  upon  arbitrary  and  despotic 
government.  My  Lords,  1  must  say,  I 
consider  the  whole  course  of  the  foreign 
policy  of  Her  Majesty's  Government,  when 
viewed  in  connexion  with  the  measures 
they  adopt  upon  other  points,  as  one 
of  the  most  extraordinary  anomalies,  and 
one  of  the  most  extraordinary  inconsis- 
tencies ever  heard  of.  My  Lords,  we  have 
in  this  country  a  Manchester  school  of  re- 
formers,  iflih.  a  very  influential  and  talented 


leader  at  their  head — to  whose  advice,  and 
to  whose  dictates,  Her  Majesty's  Goyem« 
ment  often  pay  the  greatest  attention. 
My  Lords,  you  are  annually  cutting  and 
paring  down  your  naval  and  your  military 
establishments :  each  succeeding  year  sees 
a  reduction  in  your  Army,  your  Navy,  or 
your  marines  ;  so  that,  my  Lords,  yoa 
have  not  a  sufficient  force  left  to  defend 
even  your  own  shores  against  any  violent 
attack  or  aggression,  on  the  part  of  any 
powerful  foreign  nation  ;  and  yet  during 
the  whole  of  this  time  you  are  unceasingly 
quarelling  with  every  other  nation  in  Eu« 
rope. 

No  doubt,  my  Lords,  the  resources  of 
this  country  are  such,  and  the  gallantry  of 
its  people  is  such,  that  this  country  would, 
as  it  has  heretofore  done,  make  a  gallant 
stand  against  foreign  Powers  allied  against  it 
in  any  case  where  the  national  honour  or  the 
permanent  interests  and  welfare  of  the  coun- 
try were  concerned.    But  I  ask,  my  Lords, 
whether  the  national  honour  or  the  perma- 
nent interests  of  the  country  rendered  it  re- 
quisite that  we,  forgetful  of  the  circum- 
stances under  which  we  were  ourselves 
placed — forgetful,  my  Lords,  of  the  insur- 
rection which  recently  occurred  in  Ireland — 
forgetful  of  the  sununary  manner  in  which 
we  put  down  with  the  strong  arm  of  the 
sword  in  our  distant  Eastern  possessions  the 
slightest  opposition  to  our  authority,  and  in 
so  doing  added  fresh  kingdoms  to  those  our 
distant  possessions — unmindful  also  of  the 
manner  in  which  we  put  down  in  other  parts 
of   our  possessions — I  speak  of  the  Io- 
nian Islands  and  Ceylon — the  insurrections 
which   there   occurred  —  in  doing  which 
neither  priest  nor  peasant  were  allowed  to 
escape  from  summary  military  trial,  and 
consequent  speedy  and  summary  execu- 
tion :  I  ask,  my  Lords,  whether,  forget- 
ting all  these  circumstances  under  which 
we  ourselves  were  placed,  it  was  either 
wise  or  prudent,  or  requisite  for  the  na^ 
tional  honour  or   the   national  interests, 
that  we  should  afford  indirectly,  if  not  di* 
rectly,  encouragement  to  the  Sicilians,  bj 
the  presence  of  our  fleet,  and  the  language 
held    by   our   resident    Minister  in  that 
country,  in  open  revolt  against  that  coun- 
try, to  which  they  as  lawfully  belonged  as 
nine- tenths  of  the  possessions  of  this  coun- 
try, in  different  parts  of  the  world,  be- 
long to  the  dominion  of  this  country.   Was 
it  wise  or  was  it  prudent  to  estrange  from 
us  the  friendly  feelings  of  one  of  our  oldest 
allies   the  kingdom  of  Naples,   although 
perhaps  no^  one  of  the  most  nowerful  na* 
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tions  of  Europe  ?     I  ask,  my  Lords,  whe- 
ther it  was  requisite  for  the  honour  and 
permanent  interests  of  the  country  that 
we  should   have  given  every  encourage- 
ment to   the   Sardinians  in  their  hostile 
and  aggressive  proceed ingis  against  Aus- 
tria ;  and  I  ask  whether  it  was  wise  or 
prudent  to  alienate  from  us  the  friendly 
feelings  of  one  of  the  oldest  and  best  allies 
this  country  ever  had — I   speak  of   the 
Empire  of  Austria — by  the  manner  in  which 
we  thought  proper  to  interfere  in  the  in- 
ternal affairs  of  that  nation,  and  by  the 
offensive  advice  which  we  thought  proper 
to  obtrude  upon  their  Government  ?   And, 
my  Lords,  although  the  dictates  of  good 
feeling  and  of  mercy  might  have  induced 
Her  Majesty's   Government  to  use  their 
best  influence  to   save  from  unnecessary 
severity  those  unfortunate  refugees  who 
had  escaped  from  the  Hungarian  rebellion 
-^I  ask  whether,  in  the  present  state  of 
this  country,  it  was  either  wise  or  prudent 
to  send  a  British  fleet  in  a  hostile  and  me- 
nacing manner  to  the  confines  of  Russia, 
and  afterwards  even  to  have  permitted  that 
fleet  to  anchor  within  the  precincts  of  the 
Dardanelles  in  direct  breach  of  existing 
treaties  ?  In  making  this  statement  to  your 
Lordships,  I  omitted  to  refer  to  the  original, 
but  most  serious  difference  with  the  Span- 
ish nation,  or  to  allude  to  the  undue  in- 
terference   which   we  are    generally    be- 
lieved to  have  exercised  with  the  affairs 
of  the  Italian  States  previous  to  the  gene- 
ral disorganisation  of  those  States.     So 
that,  my  Lords,  adding  the  case  of  Spain  to 
others  which  I  have  quoted,  I  have  con- 
ducted  your   Lordships    from  the  capital 
of    Spain   over    the  whole   face  of    Eu- 
rope, in  narrating  to  you  these  bickerings, 
these  quarrellings,  and  these  undue  inter- 
ferences with  the  affairs  of  other  nations. 
And  now,  my  Lords,  I  will  ask  your  Lord- 
ships, whether  it  would  not  have  been  much 
wiser  and  more  prudent  to  have  allowed 
the  fleet  to  return  from  its  unlawful  an- 
chorage within  the  Dardanelles,  to  have 
taken  its  homeward-bound  course  direct  to 
its  usual  station  in  the  neighbourhood  of 
Malta,   without  permitting  it  to  deviate 
from  its  course,  for  the  purpose  of  making 
a  violent  and  a  hostile  attack  upon  a  smdl 
and  insignificant  kingdom,  on  account  of 
claims  which  it  is  evident,  up  to  that  time, 
had  not  been  very  clearly  defined  ?     I  ask 
whether  it  would  not  have  been  much  more 
prudent  to  obtain  redress  for  those  claims 
and  those  complaints  with  the  concurrence 
^ni  by  the  assistftQce  of  the  MiniAt^n  of 


our  allies,  France  and  Russia,  our  co- 
guarantees  for  the  integrity  of  the  Greek 
nation ;  more  particularly,  my  Lords,  as  it 
appears  that  those  Ministers  came  forward 
readily  to  offer  their  friendly  offices  and 
their  assistance  ? 

I  cannot  but  think  that  it  is  much  to  be 
regretted  that  Her  Majesty's  present  Go- 
vernment,  which,   as  well  as    preceding 
Governments,  have  paid  so  much  deference 
to  the  opinions  of  an  influential  leader  of  a 
large  Radical  party  in  this  country,  whose 
"unadorned  eloquence'*  is  said  to  have 
been  the  sole  cause  of  all  those  great 
changes  which  not  long  since  took  place  in 
the  domestic  policy  of  this  country,  either 
for  good  or  for  evil,  but  which  I  humbly 
think  were  effected  to  the  permanent  injury 
and  ruin  of  this  countrjr.     But  be  that  as  it 
may,  I  cannot  but  think  it  is  much  to  be 
lamented  that  Her  Majesty's  Government 
have  not  paid  attention  to  the  advice  of  that 
influential  leader  upon  the  only  point  in 
which  I  humbly  thmk  he  ever  gave  good 
advice,  namely,  to  refrain  from  quarrelling 
with  our  neighbours ;  to  abstain  from  un- 
due interference  with  the  internal  affairs 
of  other  nations;    and  to  cultivate   the 
friendly  feelings  and  the  goodwill  of  all  the 
other  nations  of  Europe.     My  Lords,  I 
think  it  very  unfortunate  that  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  have  not  paid  a  greater 
observance  of  that  most  useful  and  salu- 
tary maxim,  of,  "  Do  unto  others  as  you 
would  wish  to  be  done  by  yourselves;" 
and,  as   your  Lordships  well    know  that 
this  country  would  ill  brook,  indeed  would 
not  tolerate,  the  slightest  advice  or  inter- 
ference from  any  foreign  Power  with  our 
internal  concerns,  it  is  much  to  be  regret- 
ted that  we  do  not  refrain  from  interfering 
with  the  internal  affairs  of  other  nations. 
My  Lords,  it  is  with  these  feelings,  and 
deeply  impressed  with  the  extent  of  the 
danger  of  our  present  situation  with  regard 
to  our  relations  with  foreign  Powers,  and 
I  do  assure  your  Lordships,  without  any 
personal  or  hostile  feeling  towards    the 
noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Foreign  De- 
partment of  this  country,  for  whose  talents, 
for  whose  firmness,  and  whose  courage  I 
may  be  permitted  to  say  I  feel  a  very 
great  respect;  but,  my  Lords,  feeling  that, 
in  the  present  circumstances  of  this  coun- 
try, it  is  most  requisite  that  the  affairs  of 
the  Foreign  Department  should  be  carried 
on  upon  principles  pre-eminently  pacific-— 
deeply  feeling,  my  Lords,  the  danger  of 
the  position  in  which  we  are  placed  with 
regard  to  all  the  ^tioni  of  Enropei  having 
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Alienated  from  us  the  friendly  feelings  of 
every  one  of  them,  being  almost  without  a 
friend  or  an  ally  upon  the  whole  Continent 
of  Europe — it  is,  my  Lords,  deeply  im- 
pressed with  these  feelings,  that  I  shall 
consider  myself  in  duty  bound  to  give  my 
cordial  support  to  the  Motion  of  the  noble 
Lord. 

Lord  WARD  regretted  that  this  mat- 
ter should  have  been  made  a  party 
question;  and  he  could  not  help  think- 
ing that  the  object  of  the  noble  Lord, 
in  moving  his  resolution,  was  to  give 
the  Government  an  opportunity  of  ex- 
plaining the  course  they  had  adopted  to- 
wards Greece,  rather  than  to  create  a  fac- 
tion fight  on  such  a  subject.  It  would 
have  been  much  fairer  to  the  noble  Lord  at 
the  head  of  the  Boreign  Department  to 
have  brought  the  subject  forward  in  the 
other  House  of  Parliament,  when  he  could 
have  gone  fully  into  detail,  and  have  an- 
swered the  noble  Lord's  statements  by  a 
reference  to  all  the  facts  of  the  case. 
From  personal  experience  he  could  say, 
that  a  strong  feeling  had  existed  in  the 
minds  of  preceding  Administrations,  in 
favour  of  the  line  of  policy  which  noble 
Lords  opposite  now  so  severely  condemned, 
and  that  several  successive  Ministers  had 
pressed  these  claims  upon  the  Greek  Go- 
vernment, without  obtaining  any  satisfac- 
tory arrangement.  When  measures  were 
first  taken  against  Greece  on  this  subject, 
there  was  one  general  feeling  in  favour  of 
the  steps;  but  the  moment  redress  was  af- 
forded by  the  Greek  Government,  and  not 
until  then,  they  heard  the  voice  of  com- 
plaint. The  constitution  of  Greece  was 
but  a  name;  it  was  null  and  void,  in  point 
of  fact,  and  the  King  of  Greece  was  as 
much  a  despot  as  the  Emperor  of  Russia. 
When  he  (Lord  Ward)  was  in  Greece,  the 
general  feeling  of  the  people  of  that  country 
was,  that,  however  just  the  demands  might 
be,  not  one  of  them  would  be  conceded 
until  this  country  resorted  to  force.  The 
British  Government  were  never  desirous  of 
adopting  such  a  step  against  so  weak  a 
State  as  Greece,  and  had  delayed  the  en- 
forcement of  their  demands  as  long  as  they 
could,  in  tho  hope  that  one  of  the  other 
great  Powers  would  interfere,  and  counsel 
the  Greek  Government  to  do  justice;  and 
their  Lordships  had  seen  how  readily  the 
offered  mediation  of  France  was  accepted 
by  Her  Majesty's  Ministers;  but  when 
that  functionary  retired  from  the  negotia- 
tion, the  British  Minister  had  no  alterna- 
te but  to  resume  the  application  of  force, 


for  the  enforcement  of  the  just  claims  of 
those  whom  he  represented. 

LoBD  BEAUMONT   would  not   follow 
the  noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of  Aberdeen)  in 
his  tour  round  Europe,  nor  enter  into  tho«e 
subjects  which  the  noble  Earl  had  intro- 
duced, but  which  were  quite  foreign  to  the 
question  before  the  House,  and  which  had 
been  represented  by  the  noble  Earl  in   a 
light  which  their  true  history  by  no  means 
justified.      His  (Lord  Beaumont's)  object 
in  rising  on  the  present  occasion,  was  to 
protest  against  the  docrines  put  forward 
in  the  speech  of  the  noble  Lord  who  made 
the  Motion,  as  well  as  to  record  his  vote 
against  the  resolution  itself.      While  the 
noble  Lord  was  speaking,  it  was  with  some 
difficulty  that  he  (Lord  Beaumont)  could 
keep  present  to  his  mind  the  fact,  that  a 
Member  of  the  House  of  Lords  was  dis- 
cussing in  an  English  House  of  Parlia- 
ment a  question  of  public  policy;  for  he 
could  not  refrain  from  thinking  frequently 
during  the  course   of  the   noble   Lord's 
speech,  that  some  able  advocate,  engaged 
by  a  foreign  enemy,  was  anxiously  trying 
to  cripple  the  operations  of  the  British  Go- 
vernment,  to   place   impediments   in  the 
way  of  the  free  action  of  the  nation,   to 
diminish  her  influence  as  a  great  European 
Power,  and  to  reduce  her  to  the  level  of  a 
second-rate  State.      If  the  noble  Lord*s 
views  were  correct,  and  his  doctrines  with 
respect  to   international   law   adopted,  it 
would  be  futile  for  us  to  keep  fleets  afloat, 
or  to  maintain  ambassadors  abroad,  for  we 
should  not  be  entitled  to  employ  the  one 
in  the  protection  of  our  commerce,  or  the 
other  in  enforcing  the  law  of  nations   in 
vindication  of  our  national  rights.      The 
noble  Lord  went  the  length  of  laying  it 
down  as  a  pinciple,  that  whenever  a  British 
subject,  abroad,  suffered  a  wrong  at  the 
hands  of  a  foreign  Government,  he  mnst 
rely  on  the  tribunals  which  administer  the 
law  in  the  country  in  which  the  wrong  was 
done,  and  abandon  all  right  to  that  pro- 
tection which  sojourners  in  a  foreign  land 
have  hitherto  claimed  from  respect  to  the 
flag  of  their  own  country.     Carried  to  that 
extent,  the  principle  would  justify  the  most 
barbarous   cruelties   inflicted  by  despotic 
monarchies  on  strangers  in  their  land;  and 
prevent  all  remonstrances  on  the  part  of 
the  country  of  which  the  sufferer  was  the 
subject,  because  the  torturer  might  argue 
that  he  only  treated  the  stranger  as  he 
treated  his  own  people,  and  that  the  local 
tribunals  alone  could  interfere  in  the  case. 
There  were  countries  whore  what  law  did 
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exist  was  revolting  to  humanity ;  there 
were  others  where,  though  the  laws  were 
not  had»  the  tribunals  were  corrupt;  in 
both  cases  a  foreign  merchant  might  suffer 
wrong,  and  in  neither  case  could  he,  ac- 
cording to  the  noble  Lord*8  doctrine,  claim 
redress  through  the  intervention  of  his 
own  Minister.  Such  a  doctrine  would  be 
subversive  of  all  international  intercourse, 
and  a  total  abandonment  of  that  just  prac- 
tice which  gives  foreigners  confidence  that, 
if  they  do  not  violate  the  law  of  the  land, 
they  shall  have  the  full  protection  of  the 
peaceful  relations  between  their  own  coun- 
try and  that  in  which  they  happen  to  be. 
Again,  the  noble  Lord  laid  down  the  prin- 
ciple that  in. the  disagreements  with  foreign 
States,  we  were  bound  to  consult  the  other 
great  Powers  of  Europe,  previous  to  de- 
manding satisfaction.  At  any  rate,  the 
noble  Lord  maintained,  we  were  bound  to 
consult  France  and  Russia  before  enforcing 
our  claims  against  Greece.  That  was  a 
proposition  to  which  he  (Lord  Beaumont) 
could  in  no  way  subscribe.  England, 
France,  and  Russia  guaranteed  the  inde- 
pendence of  Greece,  and  from  that  moment 
Greece  was  placed  on  the  footing  of  every 
other  independent  State.  The  very  act 
which  guaranteed  the  independence  of 
Greece,  made  any  quarrel  arising  between 
her  and  another  country  a  matter  to  be 
settled  by  her  and  that  other  country, 
without  the  necessity  of  either  consult- 
ing or  informing  other  Powers  respecting 
the  matter  in  dispute.  He  (Lord  Beau- 
mont) did  not  deny  that  there  might  l^o 
cases  in  which  it  would  be  politic  and  wise 
to  consult  other  countries  before  proceed- 
ing to  extremities;  but  he  disclaimed  the 
abstract  proposition  that  there  was  any 
obligation  so  to  do.  In  the  case  of  Greece, 
it  was  as  well  to  inform  France  and  Russia 
of  our  intentions  to  claim  reparation  for 
wrongs,  inasmuch  as  the  three  Powers 
were  interested  in  obliging  that  country  to 
fulfil  its  engagements;  but  he  had  yet  to 
learn  that  such  information  had  not  been 
given  in  this  case,  or  that  the  other  two 
guaranteeing  Powers  were  not  fully  aware 
of  our  reclamations.  These  claims  were 
of  no  recent  date;  but  the  ease  with  which 
Goletti  had  set  at  nought  the  demands  of 
England  when  the  noble  Earl  (Lord  Aber- 
deen) was  in  office,  encouraged  Otho's  Go- 
vernment to  think  that  they  could  still  con- 
tinue to  set  us  at  defiance.  The  noble  Earl 
wrote  despatch  after  despatch,  used  first 
advice,  then  threats,  but  all  to  no  purpose. 
Coletti  disregarded  his  threats  and  advice 
alike. 


Lord  ABERDEEN:  Coletti  was  not 
Minister  when  I  was  in  office. 

Lord  BEAUMONT :  Not  Minister!  He 
was  two  years  Minister  while  the  noble 
Earl  was  in  office,  and  the  noble  Earl  had 
kindly  shown  him  (Lord  Beaumont)  the 
correspondence  which  took  place  at  that 
time.  He  (Lord  Beaumont)  would  recall 
to  the  noble  Earl's  recollection  the  con- 
versation which  passed  on  the  occasion. 
On  the  noble  Earl's  asking  what  he  could 
do  more,  he  (Lord  Beaumont)  replied, 
you  have  exhausted  the  strength  of  diplo- 
matic language,  nothing  now  remains  but 
force.  The  noble  Earl  further  asked  him, 
if  he  wished  force  to  be  employed;  to  which 
he  (Lord  Beaumont)  replied,  he  would 
be  sorry  to  see  force  used  against  Greece. 

The  Earl  of  ABERDEEN  explained, 
that  with  the  exception  of  the  interest  on 
the  Greek  loan,  he  had  left  no  claims  un- 
settled when  he  left  office.  Mr.  Finlay's 
claim  had  only  just  commenced,  and  he 
(the  Earl  of  Aberdeen)  had  been  requested 
to  use  his  good  offices,  which  certainly, 
whatever  they  might  mean,  did  not  mean 
force.  Many  individual  claims  had  been 
brought  before  him,  the  whole  of  which  had 
been  satisfied  by  the  Greek  Government. 

LoRDBEAUMONTcontinued:  He  would 
take  the  principle  laid  down  in  the  noble 
Lord's  proposition,  and  show  that  even  on 
that  ground  the  late  proceedings  were  jus- 
tifiable. He  would  allow  for  the  moment 
that  none  of  the  claimants  were  entitled  to 
more  than  the  laws  of  Greece  would  give 
them ;  and  that  they  were  bound  to  apply 
to  the  tribunals  of  Greece  for  justice.  In 
the  first  place,  ho  would  further  allow  that 
it  was  only  on  the  tribunals  failing  to  afford 
justice,  and  the  Government  refusing  to 
enforce  the  law,  that  England  had  a  right 
to  interfere.  He  would  argue  the  case  of 
Mr.  Finlay  first:  that  gentleman's  land 
had  been  taken  from  him  without  notice 
and  without  compensation;  and  the  noble 
Earl  himself  had  allowed  that  it  was  an 
act  of  injustice.  In  this  case  of  Mr.  Fin- 
lay,  the  spirit  of  the  Greek  constitution 
had  been  violated,  and  the  law  of  the  land 
refused  to  be  put  in  force.  The  Twelfth 
Article  of  the  Constitution  says,  in  refer- 
ence to  land  taken  against  the  will  of  the 
owner  for  public  uses,  that  indemnity  must 
be  accorded  previous  to  seizure.  Now,  in 
the  case  of  Mr.  Finlay,  the  land  was  seized 
without  either  notico  or  offer  of  indemnity. 
In  England,  a  landowner  is  entitled  to  more 
than  the  actual  value  of  the  land  if  the 
sale  is  compulsory:  in  all  countries  the 
law  awards  hiiu  the  CuJlL  "lUsx^x  Vi?^  xsk 
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Greece  the  Government  took  possesBion 
without  either  asking  the  owner  his  price, 
or  offering  him  one  for  it.  Mr.  Fin- 
lay  protested  against  this  yiolation  of  the 
common  law  of  all  civilised  countries;  hut 
instead  of  insisting  on  an  exorbitant  re- 
muneration, he  declared  himself  willing  to 
submit  to  arbitration.  The  rules  of  arbi- 
tration are  the  same  in  Greece  as  in  all 
other  countries  :  an  arbitrator  selected  by 
each  party,  and  an  umpire  selected  by  the 
two  arbitrators.  This  was  refused  him. 
Colacotroni  actually  proposed  that  if  the 
two  arbitrators  should  aisagree,  the  pre- 
sident should  name  a  third,  and  that  his 
award  should  be  final ;  in  other  words, 
that  one  of  the  parties  concerned  should 
appoint  two  out  of  the  three  arbitrators, 
and  that  the  other  party  should  appoint 
only  one.  It  was  useless  to  say  that  such 
arbitration  was  a  mockery  of  justice.  Thus 
the  law  of  Greece  was  first  violated  by  the 
manner  of  seizing  the  land,  and  next  by 
the  sort  of  arbitration  proposed.  It  was 
not  until  the  law  had  been  thus  actually 
violated,  and  the  reparation  which  the  law 
offers  positively  refused,  that  Mr.  Finlay 
applied  for  protection  to  his  own  Govern- 
ment, and  refused  to  be  any  longer  at  the 
mercy  of  the  Greek  Ministers.  The  Go- 
vernment of  this  country  had  previously 
offered  its  good  offices,  but  its  good  offices 
were  of  no  avail.  It  now  claimed  justice 
for  an  English  subject  as  a  right,  but  with 
no  better  effect.  The  claim  was  repeated 
again  and  again;  but  no  inclination  was 
shown  on  the  part  of  the  Greek  Govern- 
ment to  settle  this  or  any  other  demand  of 
justice  at  its  hands.  He  came  next  to  the 
claim  of  M.  Pacifico.  He  agreed  with 
the  noble  Lord  in  not  entertaining  any  very 
high  respect  for  the  character  of  M.  Pa- 
cifico; and  he  thought  moreover  that  M. 
Pacifico 's  claim  was  in  regard  to  its  amount 
monstrous,  or  at  least  ridiculously  exag- 
gerated; but  neither  the  character  of  the 
claimant,  nor  the  preposterous  magnitude 
of  the  sum  claimed,  had  any  thing  to  do 
with  the  principle  for  which  he  (Lord  Beau- 
mont) was  contending.  For  how  stood 
the  case  ?  A  fanatical  mob,  encouraged, 
if  not  led  by  persons  connected  with  the 
Government  of  Greece,  break  into  M. 
Pacifico 's  dwelling,  destroy  his  furniture, 
insult  the  females  of  his  family,  injure 
him  in  his  own  person,  and  finally  set 
fire  to  the  house  itself.  There  was  an 
outrage  which  violated  the  criminal  law 
of  the  country,  and  annihilated  the  pro- 
pertj  of  an  Engliah  subject.  Now  ttere 
Wm9  a  difference  between  demAiDda&s  com? 


pensation  for  mere  damages  done  to  pro- 
perty, and  demanding  reparation  for  in* 
juries  done  to  person  as  well  as  property  : 
this  last  element  had  been  lost  sight  of  al- 
together in  estimating  the  justice  of  M. 
Pacifico's  claims.  After  receiving  this 
double  injury  from  a  mob  in  open  day,  how 
did  M.  Pacifico  proceed  to  obtain  redress  ? 
He  informed  the  Procureur  du  Roi,  he 
stated  to  him  in  evidence  all  that  had 
taken  place ;  but  that  functionary,  al- 
though he  knew  the  circumstances  of  the 
outrage,  and  was  acquainted  with  the  au- 
thor of  it,  refused  to  take  any  steps  to- 
wards obtaining  an  indemnity  for  the  mis* 
chief  done,  or  any  proceeding  to  punish 
the  offenders.  It  was  the  duty  of  the 
Procureur  du  Roi  to  have  instituted  pro- 
ceedings against  the  parties  for  breach  of 
the  peace,  and  for  damage  done  to  an  un- 
offending stranger;  nor  was  it  until  after 
that  Minister  had  declined  to  act,  and  the 
protection  of  the  law  of  Greece  been  thns 
withheld,  that  M.  Pacifico  applied  to  Sir 
E.  Lyons  for  his  interference.  Now  what 
did  Sir  E.  Lyons  do?  Why,  he  urged  M. 
Pacifico  to  appeal  again  to  the  Procureur 
du  Roi.  After  three  weeks  waiting  in 
vain  for  the  Greek  Government  to  act 
spontaneously.  Sir  E.  Lyons  addressed  the 
Greek  Government.  And  in  what  terms 
did  he  address  it  ?  Why,  he  expressed  a 
hope  that  the  Greek  Government  would 
act  according  to  the  Greek  law  in  the 
matter;  and  would  of  its  own  accord  see 
justice  ultimately  done.  This  appeal  was 
in  vain,  and  for  six  months  Sir  E.  Lyons 
lived  upon  hope,  and  went  no  further  than 
to  express  his  expectation  that  the  Greek 
Government  would  settle  the  matter  with- 
out his  interference.  Had  the  same  thing 
happened  in  England,  what  would  the  au- 
thorities here  have  done  ?  Suppose  that  in 
the  Nottingham  riots,  Nottingham  Castle 
had  been  the  property  of  a  foreign  resident 
instead  of  an  English  nobleman,  would  not 
the  hundred  have  had  to  pay  equally  for 
the  damage  done,  and  the  sufferer  have 
been  equally  compensated?  Would  the 
Government  here  have  refused  or  even  de- 
layed to  acknowledge  the  claims?  Would 
they  not,  if  they  had  done  so,  have  ren- 
dered themselves  liable  to  have  been  called 
upon  to  make  reparation  by  the  Govern- 
ment of  which  the  foreign  sojourner  was  a 
subject  ?  Sir  E.  Lyons  allowed  ample  time 
for  the  Greek  Government  to  act;  and  he 
(Lord  Beaumont)  contended  that  it  was 
only  when  all  hope  of  obtaining  justice  by 
I  other  means  had  completely  vanished,  thai 
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Beanmont)  did  not  mean  to  defend  the 
amount  of  the  claim :  on  the  contrary,  he 
agreed  that  it  was  ridiculous;  hut  the  let- 
ter of  Glorokis,  although  ingeniously  writ- 
ten, was  a  perfect  denial  of  all  justice,  and 
a  refusal  to  acknowledge  any  claim  what- 
ever. The  Greek  Government  would  not 
even  investigate  the  matter,  so  that  in 
hoth  cases — m  that  of  M.  Pacifico  as  well 
as  in  that  of  Mr.  Finlay — the  law  of  the 
land  was  first  violated  and  then  denied  to 
the  sufferers;  and  therefore  he  (Lord  Beau- 
mont) contended  that  the  English  Govern- 
ment had  acquired  a  full  right  to  interfere. 
With  respect  to  the  next  case,  that  of  the 
hoat  of  the  Fantome — that  the  nohle  Lord 
should  have  treated  Mr.  Finlay's  case 
lightly,  and  have  turned  M.  Pacifico  into 
ridicule,  was  what  might  have  been  expect- 
ed; but  that  he  should  have  thought  so 
little  of  a  British  officer  and  a  boat's  crew 
on  duty,  was  more  than  he  (Lord  Beaumont) 
had  anticipated.  The  case  presented  a 
series  of  studied  insults  to  Her  Majesty's 
officers;  and  it  must  be  remembered  that 
nothing  ha^  been  done  to  provoke  such 
offensive  conduct.  A  boat  of  the  Fantome 
lands  the  son  of  a  Consul  opposite  the  Con- 
buVa  house,  when  the  cockswain  is  arrested 
by  a  Greek  patrol  between  the  boat  and 
the  Consul's  door.  The  midshipman  and 
boat's  crew  are  forcibly  taken  to  the  guard- 
house. It  might  have  been  a  mistake  of 
the  Greek  soldiers;  and  if  the  local  autho- 
rities had  apologised,  the  subject  would 
have  dropped.  But  this  the  Nomarch  re- 
fused to  do.  He  on  the  contrary  trumped 
up  some  false  accusations  against  the  Eng- 
lish officers,  not  only  of  the  Fantome  but 
of  the  Spitfire,  When  called  upon  to  ex- 
plain, he  refused  all  investigation,  except 
the  proceedings  were  conducted  by  the  Pro- 
cureur  du  Roi,  as  if  his  charge  against  the 
officers  had  been  founded  on  fact.  If  such 
doings  were  permitted  to  go  unpunished, 
our  officers  in  a  country  like  Greece  would 
be  insulted  on  any  trifling  occasion.  What 
he  (Lord  Beaumont)  complained  of  in  re- 
ference to  this  matter  was,  that  the  de- 
mand for  reparation  had  been  so  long  de- 
layed. He  would  fain  have  seen  a  ques- 
tion of  this  kind  righted  at  the  moment 
and  on  the  spot.  But,  after  all,  the  primary 
outrage  was  not  the  worst.  Lieutenant 
Macdonald  of  the  Spitfire  had  been  er- 
roneously alluded  to,  and  his  word,  as  well 
as  that  of  other  English  officers,  disputed 
by  the  Greek  Government.  Captain  Le 
Hardy  had  instituted  an  investigation  into 
the  whole  affair,  and  the  result  of  that  in- 
restigation  was  laid  before  the  authorities 


at  Athens;  but  instead  of  acknowledging 
that  their  agents  had  been  mistaken,  and 
the  Nomarch  of  Patros  in  the  wrong,  they 
pretended  to  believe  the  statements  of 
these  latter,  and  declined  to  take  the  word 
of  honour  of  a  British  officer.  Such  a 
matter  ought  to  have  been  cut  short  at 
once ;  but  the  pliancy  of  the  British  Go« 
vemment  seems  to  have  been  in  this  in* 
stance  extraordinary.  The  event  occurred 
in  January  ;  May  came,  and  no  communi- 
cation from  the  Greek  Government ;  De« 
cember  came,  and  no  answer  to  the  many 
letters  of  the  English  Minister.  Could  we 
brook  it  any  longer?  He  (Lord  Bean* 
mont)  thought  this  subject  should  have 
been  separated  from  the  other  claims.  It 
stood  on  different  grounds,  and  affected  all 
maritime  nations.  He  might  add,  that  the 
French  naval  officers  upon  the  station  were 
as  anxious  as  we  were,  that,  for  the  sake 
of  the  precedent,  full  reparation  should  be 
demanded  and  made  on  this  occasion.  The 
next  case  was  that  of  the  Ionian  boats  at 
the  custom-house  at  Salcina.  This  was 
not  a  mere  case  of  plunder  committed  by 
brigands;  but  the  custom-house  officers,  if 
they  were  not  in  alliance  with  the  thieves, 
were  the  means  of  drawing  the  lonians 
into  their  power.  It  had  been  stated  that 
the  custom-house  officers  connived  at  the 
whole  affair;  but  there  was  nothing  in  the 
blue  books  to  affirm  this  assertion.  Let 
that,  however,  be  as  it  might,  Ionian  tra* 
ders  had  been  tortured  in  one  place,  robbed 
in  another,  and  no  redress  obtained  for  the 
wrong.  Such  was  the  summary  of  our 
present  claims.  They  were  known  both 
to  France  and  to  Russia ;  they  had  been 
pressed  again  and  again  on  the  attention 
of  the  Greek  Government ;  we  had  been 
calm  and  patient,  even  to  a  fault.  Thev 
were  all  of  long  standing.  Mr.  Finlay  s 
claim  dated  from  1842,  M.  Pacifico 's 
from  1847,  the  Ionian  boats  at  Patros 
from  1846,  and  those  at  Salcina  from  Oc- 
tober in  the  same  year.  After  all,  what 
was  to  be  done  ?  We  had  used  every  pos- 
sible means  to  obtain  a  peaceful  settlement. 
In  December  1848,  Sir  E.  Lyons  demand- 
ed redress ;  in  July  1849,  Mr.  Wyse  did 
the  same.  Sometimes  we  received  most 
unmeaning  replies,  sometimes  we  received 
no  answer  at  all  to  our  representations. 
At  last  it  became  evident  that  something 
decided  must  be  done.  A  final  claim  was 
put  in  ;  and  this  not  having  been  attended 
to,  there  was  nothing  left  for  it  but  force. 
Force,  therefore,  was  to  be  opplied ;  but 
how?  Mr.  Wyse,  without  making  the  matter 
public,  irithfli^^  ^icinisBK«D\<QAiQa^  ^^ic^ 
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eolleagaes  at  Athens,  but  in  a  private  in- 
terview, as  a  friend,  laid  his  intentions 
before  the  Greek  Minister.  He  did  all  he 
could  to  save  the  feelings  of  the  Greeks, 
and  not  to  wound  their  pride.  He  gave 
them  four-and-twentj  hours  before  any  of- 
ficial announcement  was  made,  in  the  hope 
that  they  would  take  the  initiative,  and 
thus  preclude  any  demonstration  of  force. 
Had  the  Government  adopted  his  advice, 
they  would,  by  acknowledging  the  claims, 
have  raised  the  national  character  of 
Greece  for  honesty,  and  prevented  the  loss, 
both  in  honour  and  in  wealth,  their  refusal 
to  pay  a  just  debt  had  entailed  upon  them. 
The  principle  once  adopted,  there  would 
have  been  no  difficulty  in  arranging  the 
amount;  for  Mr.  Wyse  was  as  anxious  as 
they  were  that  it  should  not  exceed  the 
justice  of  the  case.  Bad  counsellors,  how- 
ever, induced  them  to  take  another  course; 
they  set  us  at  defiance,  and  found,  to  their 
cost,  that  they  could  not  do  it,  this  time  at 
least,  with  impunity.  What  had  been 
asked  privately  was  now  demanded  offici- 
ally, and  another  four-and-twenty  hours 
allowed.  Under  all  these  circumstances, 
he  thought  that  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment were  justified  in  the  whole  course  of 
their  proceedings,  and  that  the  noble  Lord 
opposite  had  failed  to  make  out  any  case 
against  them.  He  had  failed  in  showing 
that  they  had  acted  precipitately;  he  had 
also  failed  in  showing  that  they  had  acted 
harshly ;  he  had  failed  in  showing  that 
they  acted  in  violation  of  the  law  of  na- 
tions ;  and  he  had  also  failed  in  showing 
that  they  had  acted  contrary  to  the  laws  of 
Greece  itself.  Taking  even  the  principle 
of  his  own  resolution,  he  had  failed  to  show 
that  they  had  in  anyway  violated  it.  So 
much  for  the  first  part  of  the  question  :  he 
would  now  proceed  to  the  second  part, 
which  referred  to  the  negotiations  with 
France.  When  two  great  countries,  like 
France  and  England,  had  dealings  with 
each  other,  he  (Lord  Beaumont)  believed 
that  all  finesse  or  diplomatic  intrigue  were 
out  of  place,  and  that  a  course  of  straight- 
forward, open,  candid  conduct  alone  be- 
came the  dignity  of  either  party.  In  the 
lato  transactions,  he  (Lord  Beaumont)  was 
convinced  that  there  was  no  deceit  either 
intended  or  practised  by  the  representative 
of  France  in  this  country.  In  his  (Lord 
Beaumont's)  opinion,  the  conduct  of 
France,  as  represented  by  that  most 
honourable  and  distinguished  man,  M. 
Drouyn  de  Lhuys,  had  been  fair  and  can- 
d/J. .,  That  of  Lord  Palmerston  had 
)>etn  equally  Btraightforward.    Lord  1t%V 


merston  laid  it  down  as  a  principle*  from 
which  he  would  not  recede,  that  the 
claims  themselves  might  not  be  disputedt 
although  their  amount  was  open  to  farther 
investigation.  He  believed  it  was  under- 
stood both  in  London  and  Paris,  that  Baron 
Gros  went  to  Athens  to  get  the  claims 
settled  as  soon  as  possible,  and  not  to  dis- 
pute their  existence.  In  other  words,  he 
was  to  use  his  good  offices  to  induce  the 
Greek  Government  to  comply  with  the  de- 
mands of  England,  and  not  to  set  himself 
up  as  an  arbitrator  between  the  two  Powers. 
Lord  Palmerston  also  laid  it  down  dis- 
tinctly that  it  should  rest  with  the  French 
negotiator  to  determine  whether  and  when 
the  negotiation  with  the  Greek  Govern- 
ment ought  to  be  considered  as  having 
failed ;  that  the  action  of  the  squadron 
was  to  remain  suspended  until  Mr.  Wyse 
should  receive  notice  from  the  French  ne- 
gotiator that  he  had  withdrawn  from  the 
negotiation;  and  that  Mr.  Wyse  was  not 
to  take  upon  himself  to  determine  that  the 
French  negotiator  had  failed.  The  ques- 
tion, therefore,  resolved  itself  into  one  of 
fact,  namely,  whether  Baron  Gros  did 
withdraw,  or  did  not  withdraw,  from  the 
negotiation.  To  him  (Lord  Beaumont)  it 
appeared  indisputable  that  Baron  Gros  had 
withdrawn.  In  more  than  one  place  Baron 
Gros  stated  that  he  considered  his  mission 
as  terminated,  or,  at  least,  suspended  for 
a  time  ;  in  other  places  he  stated  that  he 
desisted  from  further  negotiation.  In  fact, 
he  implied  that  he  had  failed.  He  (Lord 
Beaumont)  thought  that  Baron  Gros  had 
all  along  misunderstood  his  mission.  He 
considered  himself  an  umpire,  instead  of  a 
negotiator.  At  any  rate,  he  did  not  put 
that  earnestness  into  the  cause  which  he 
might  have  shown.  While  he  was  losing 
time  at  Athens,  the  convention  was  signed 
in  London;  and  he  (Lord  Beaumont)  con- 
sidered it  certainly  most  unfortunate  that 
that  convention  did  not  arrive  at  Athens 
before  Baron  Gros  withdrew  from  the 
scene.  For  the  delay,  however,  he  thought 
nobody  was  to  blame,  unless  it  was  Baron 
Gros  himself,  who  had  so  abruptly  termi- 
nated his  labours.  Lord  Palmerston  had 
acted  with  good  faith  in  his  negotiation 
with  Mr.  Drouyn  de  Lhuys,  and  gave  his 
cordial  consent  to  the  convention  they  had 
mutually  drawn  up.  But  when  he  found 
that  the  afiuir  had  been  already  settled, 
and  that  that  settlement  was,  if  anything, 
more  favourable  to  Greece  than  the  Lon- 
don convention.  Lord  Palmerston  could 
hardlv  be  blamed  for  hesitating  to  infliet 
^  «\\  ^<^\\A^YAi  \(iY^  "^^^^T^  Qceece^  by  re« 
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opening  tbe  question  to  gratify  tbe  yanitj 
of  France,  and  merely  to  enable  her  to  say 
tbat  she  bad  settled  tbe  matter.  He  (Lord 
Beaumont)  was  surprised  tbat  a  great 
eountry  like  France  should  haye  ever  made 
a  point  of  having  tbe  London  convention 
adopted,  especially  when  she  knew  that 
the  terms  of  that  convention  were  rather 
more  injurious  to  Greece  than  the  one  con- 
cluded at  Athens.  Great  nations  ought 
not  to  have  little  vanities ;  and  from  a 
country  like  France,  he  never  expected  so 
much  difficulty  about  such  a  trifle.  He 
would  have  expected  her  to  have  said, 
**  We  are  satisfied  to  find  the  case  is  set- 
tled, and  though  it  has  not  been  arranged 
by  us,  we  are  equally  happy  that  an  agree- 
ment has  been  come  to.'  He  (Lord  Beau- 
mont), on  the  other  band,  must  own  that 
the  difference  between  the  settlement  ef- 
fected in  Greece  and  the  convention  signed 
in  London  was  so  small,  that  he  could 
have  wished  Lord  Palmerston  to  have  said 
to  France,  **  Take  one  or  other  of  the  plans. 
I  prefer  that  you  should  take  the  one  that 
is  least  injurious  to  Greece  ;  but,  if  you 
prefer  the  other,  I  shall  not  object  to  your 
taking  it,  provided  you,  at  the  same  time, 
take  upon  yourselves  the  onus  of  prevail- 
ing on  Greece  to  adopt  it."  He  (Lord 
Beaumont)  understood  that  what  little  dif- 
ference existed  between  the  two  countries 
was  on  the  point  of  being  settled.  But 
even  supposing  that  the  two  Ministers  of 
the  respective  countries  were  unable  to 
come  to  a  mutual  understanding  on  the 
niatter,  their  trifling  difference  might,  as 
far  as  peace  between  the  two  people  was 
concerned,  remain  suspended  in  nuhihtis, 
without  creating  any  alarm.  He  had  now 
concluded  the  observations  he  intended 
to  make  on  the  particular  subject  imme- 
diately before  them ;  but  before  he  sat 
down  he  must  renew  his  protest  against 
the  doctrine  laid  down  by  the  noble  Lord, 
and  repeat  his  conviction  that  we  had 
strictly  adhered  to  the  law  of  nations.  If 
instead  of  abiding  by  the  spirit  of  that  law, 
we  adopted  the  principle  contained  in  the 
resolution,  the  boasted  protection  of  neu- 
tral flags,  which  England,  like  all  other 
countries,  maintained,  and  allowed  as  one 
of  the  great  means  great  nations  have  in 
their  power  of  mitigating  the  horrors  of 
war,  and  the  practices  of  barbarous  nations, 
will  no  longer  exist,  and  free  intercourse 
between  the  people  of  different  countries 
no  longer  be  practised  with  safety.  It  had 
been  said  that  Austria  and  Russia  had 
Uireatened  to  act  on  the  principle  of  the 
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noble  Lord's  resolution;  but  if  they  carried 
their  threat  into  execution,  the  blow  would 
recoil  on  their  own  beads.  Foreigners  who 
had  hitherto  carried  wealth  and  intelligence 
to  those  countries,  erected  their  great 
works  of  art,  supplied  means  for  their 
commercial  speculations,  developed  their 
manufactuys,  and  upheld  their  industrial 
institutions,  would  no  longer  continue  to  do 
so,  but  go  to  those  countries  where  they 
knew  that  their  persons  and  their  property 
would  be  protected  by  their  national  flag. 
England  gives  as  much  as  she  takes;  and 
until  she  sinks  to  the  level  of  a  second-rate 
Power,  as  long,  in  fact,  as  she  is  a  nation, 
she  will  see  her  flag  respected,  and  the 
rights  of  her  merchants,  scattered  as  they 
are  over  the  face  of  the  globe,  maintainea. 
If  this  can  be  done  by  the  respect  paid  by 
foreign  Powers  to  the  rights  of  strangers 
sojourning  in  their  land,  so  much  the  bet- 
ter; if  not,  England  must  use  her  strong 
arm.  In  conclusion,  he  regarded  the  pre- 
sent Motion  as  one  of  foreign  origin,  dic- 
tated by  foreign  influence,  intended  for  fo-^ 
reign  purposes,  hostile  to  the  best  interests 
of  this  country,  and  disgraceful  to  the 
House  if  adopted  by  it. 

Viscount  CANNING  said,  as  there  had 
been  some  matters  stated  as  facts  on  the 
other  side  of  the  House  which  he  was  dis- 
posed to  dispute,  he  begged  to  be  allowed 
to  say  a  few  words  before  the  debate  con- 
cluded. And,  in  the  first  place,  he  wished 
to  guard  himself  against  an  imputation 
that  had  been  thrown  out  against  the  no- 
ble Lord  who  had  opened  the  discussion, 
of  being  disposed  to  underrate  the  respon- 
sibility of  Greece,  and  to  stand  up  as  an  in- 
discriminate advocate  of  tbe  acts  of  Greece. 
He  (Viscount  Canning)  admitted  as  fully 
as  any  noble  Lord  on  the  other  side  could, 
that  the  conduct  of  Greece  in  many  of  the 
transactions  in  question,  had  been  exceed- 
ingly reprehensible;  and  with  regard  to 
the  responsibility  of  Greece,  he  was  dis- 
posed to  push  it,  perhaps,  a  little  further 
than  the  noble  Marquess  himself.  But  it 
did  not  follow  that  because  the  Greek  Go- 
vernment had  done  wrong,  the  English 
Government  had  done  right.  He  confessed 
that  throughout  these  transactions  he  saw 
many  matters  which  called  for  the  repre- 
hension of  Pariiament  and  the  country; 
and  in  saying  this  he  referred  not  so  much 
to  the  later  transactions,  in  which  the 
French  Government  lisd  been  mixed  up, 
as  to  the  earlier  transactions,  in  which  the 
English  and  Greek  Governments  only  were 
concerned.    From  the  first  it  appeared  to 
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him  tbat  there  was  a  departure  from  right 
principles  on  the  part  of  our  GoTemment, 
to  which  he  attributed  all  the  subsequent 
difficulties  whi<^h  had  arisen,  and  which,  if 
allowed  to  pass  without  reproof  by  Parlia- 
ment, might  be  construed  into  a  most 
dangerous  precedent  and  example.  He 
had  heard  nothing  in  the  course  of  this  dis- 
cussion which  shook  his  confid^ce  in  the 
maxim  quoted  from  Lord  Mansfield  bj  the 
noble  Earl  near  him  (the  Earl  of  Aber- 
deen), the  terms  of  which  applied  strictly, 
accurately,  and  with  curious  minuteness, 
to  the  present  case.  **  The  law  of  nations, 
founded  on  justice,  equity,  conyenience, 
and  the  reason  of  the  thing,  and  confirmed 
by  long  usage,  does  not  allow  reprisals  ex- 
cept in  cases  of  violent  injuries  supported 
or  directed  by  the  State,  and  all  justice 
absolutely  denied  in  re  minime  dubid  by 
all  the  tribunals,  and  afterwards  by  the 
Prince."  He  would  take  in  the  first  place 
Mr.  Finlay's  claim.  He  did  not  say  that 
that  gentleman  had  no  claim  at  all;  but 
he  did  maintain  that  it  was  not  put  forward 
in  the  only  proper  and  seemly  mode  in 
which  it  could  have  been  advanced.  Mr. 
Finlay,  in  one  of  his  first  letters  bringing 
forward  his  claim,  and  asking  for  the  good 
offices  of  the  English  Government,  said 
that  in  Greece  no  action  lay  against  the 
Crown.  If  that  statement  had  been  true, 
it  would  certainly  have  justified  Mr.  Fin- 
lay's  demand;  and  in  that  belief  the  noble 
Earl  near  him  (the  Earl  of  Aberdeen)  in- 
structed Sir  E.  Lyons  to  use  his  good 
offices  with  the  Greek  Government  on  the 
subject ;  but  in  three  successive  notes, 
the  statement  made  by  Mr.  Finlay,  that 
no  action  would  lie  against  the  Crown, 
was  distinctly  denied  by  the  Greek  Minis- 
ter, who  offered  that  the  claim  should  be 
settled  by  a  commission,  or  by  a  reference 
to  arbitration.  That  offer  was  not  accept- 
ed, and  for  nearly  two  years  Mr.  Finlay's 
claim  was  in  that  position.  Mr.  Finlay, 
in  a  letter  dated  the  11th  of  September, 
1848,  said  he  believed  that  it  was  of  no 
use  suing  the  Greek  Government,  so  long 
as  they  retained  the  power  of  dismissing 
the  judges  at  pleasure.  Their  Lordships 
would  perceive  that  this  was  quite  incon- 
sistent with  Mr.  Finlay's  former  plea,  that, 
by  the  Greek  law,  no  action  would  lie 
against  the  Crown;  and,  as  another  reason 
for  not  appealing  to  the  Greek  law,  Mr. 
Finlay  adverted  to  the  expense  and  delay 
which  would  attend  bringing  the  case  be- 
fore a  court  of  law  as  tantamount  to  a  de- 
nial of  justice — a  reason  which  amounted 


to  a  stultification  of  that  which  he  first 
signed,  in  asserting  that  the  Crown  conld 
not  be  pursued.  He  would  ask,  would  their 
Lordships  sanction  such  a  course  of  pro- 
ceeding, that  an  English  subject  should 
turn  his  back  upon  the  tribunals  of  the 
country  where  he  was  resident,  and  appeal 
for  redress  to  the  active  and  forcible  inter- 
ference of  Her  Majesty's  Government  ? 
What  would  their  Lordships  say  if  the 
subject  of  any  foreign  State  were  to  come 
before  the  Government  of  this  country  with 
a  peremptory  order  from  the  Minister  of 
his  country  asking  for  indemnity  because 
law  was  expensive  in  this  country,  and  be- 
cause the  chief  of  the  judges  was  re- 
movable on  poUtical  and  party  grounds  ? 
He  was  sure  their  Lordships  would 
scout  such  a  claim,  and  justly;  and  as 
justly  did  the  Greek  Government  scout 
the  demand  which  was  made  on  the 
part  of  Mr.  Finlay.  He  did  not  saj 
that  there  was  no  foundation,  in  justiee, 
for  Mr.  Finlay's  claims,  but  he  would 
say  that  the  Gi'eek  Government  were  per- 
fectly  and  entirely  justified  in  refusing  ab- 
sent to  the  demands  of  Sir  Edmund  Lyons^ 
on  the  ground  of  claims  which  Mr.  Finlay 
had  not  in  the  first  instance  sought  to  en- 
force from  the  tribunals  of  justice.  It  was 
no  answer,  that  Mr.  Finlay  had,  in  some 
respect,  applied  to  the  courts  of  law,  And 
not  received  justice.  To  any  such  assump- 
tion he  would  oppose  the  admission  of  Mr. 
Finlay  himself — Mr.  Finlay  having  stated 
in  the  letter  already  referred  to,  that 
the  Greek  tribunals  had  so  nobly  de- 
fended the  liberties  of  the  press,  that 
he  would  have  felt  great  confidence  in 
their  equitably  deciding  a  case  which 
could  have  come  fairly  before  the  judges 
if  the  judges  had  been  irremovable.  One 
Government  could  not,  without  giving 
great  offence,  hold  to  another,  language  in 
which  it  was  signified  that  the  administra- 
tion of  justice  was  so  impure  and  so  little 
trustworthy  within  the  domain  of  the  latter, 
that  the  former  would  not  submit  a  question 
to  the  decisions  of  the  tribunals.  It  was  a 
course  of  proceeding  which  struck  at  th^ 
very  root  of  a  Government's  independences 
for  if  a  Government  had  any  independence, 
where  could  an  acknowledgment  of  that  in- 
dependence be  more  justly  looked  for  thaii 
in  the  deference  paid  by  another  country  to 
its  laws,  and  the  judges  who  administer 
those  laws  ?  It  was  true  that  there  were 
many  couutries  where  the  sources  of  jus- 
tice were  polluted;  and  foreigners,  if  they 
were  to  abide  by  the  decisions  of  the  courts 
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of  such  countries,  would  receire  but  little 
justice.  But  it  was  not  the  less  incumbent 
on  the  Goyernment  of  a  foreign  State  to 
show,  in  each  particular  instance,  a  re- 
spect for  the  judicial  institutions  of  a 
country.  If  otner  countries  were  to  take 
example  from  the  course  pursued  by  the 
British  Goyernment  with  reference  to 
Greece,  thej  would  begin  by  demanding 
redress  through  diplomatic  and  not  judicial 
channels,  and  would  be  the  assessors  of 
their  own  costs  and  damage! .  If  the  costs 
and  damages  incident  to  the  case  of  a  Brit- 
ish subject  arising  in  another  country  were 
to  be  awarded,  not  in  the  country  where 
the  injury  was  suffered,  but  in  Downing- 
street,  the  treatment  such  a  country  re- 
ceiyed  would  be  equalled  by  nothing  but 
that  y^hich  we  apply  to  African  chiefs 
or  pirates.  But  if  the  manner  in  which 
Mr.  Einlay*s  interest  was  supported  were 
open  to  objection,  much  more  so  was 
the  manner  in  which  M.  Pacifico's  was 
urged.  Neither  in  M.  Pacifico's  case 
did  he  say — although  a  taunt  had  been 
thrown  out  on  the  point  against  the 
supporters  of  the  resolution — that  it  was 
a  case  in  which  there  was  no  ground  for 
anything  in  the  shape  of  reparation  and 
redress.  But  there  was  a  difference  in  the 
two  cases.  In  Mr.  Finlay's  there  was  at 
least  a  corptu  delicti,  the  property  was 
present  before  the  eyes  of  the  Greek  autho- 
rities. M.  Pacifico's  estimate  of  his  property 
stood  on  his  own  assertion,  and  the  Greek 
Goyernment  had  good  reasons  for  distrust- 
ing his  estimate  ;  for  they  well  knew  that 
two  years  before  he  had  preferred  a  com- 
plaint agfkinst  the  Portuguese  Goyernment; 
and  how  were  the  Greek  Goyernment  to 
come  at  once  to  a  conclusion  with  reference 
to  a  claim  of  some  6,0002.  or  7,0002.  on  M. 
Pacifico's  own  calculation  when  they  knew 
that  the  claims  against  the  Portuguese 
Goyernment  had  been  referred  two  years 
previously,  and  indignantly  refused  f  In 
M.  Pacifico's  case  nothing  was  certain  except 
the  fact  that  his  house  had  been  assaulted. 
How  then  did  the  Greek  Goyernment  act  ? 
They  justly  and  properly  required  that  such 
alleged  losses,  before  they  could  be  com- 
pensated out  of  the  Greek  treasury,  should 
be  yerified  before  a  court  of  justice.  The 
noble  Marquess  opposite  was  at  great  pains 
to  show  that  M.  racifico  had  applied  to  a 
court  of  law  for  redress;  but  the  noble 
Marquess  was  under  a  great  misapprehen- 
sion on  that  point,  because  though  it  was 
true  that  M.  racifico  did  appear  before  a 
Greek  magistrate!  yet  it  was  only  in  the 


capacity  of  a  witness  as  to  the  riot — ^he 
neyer  put  his  claims  before  a  Greek  judge 
in  the  character  of  a  suitor;  for  he  knew 
that  if  he  could  get  Sir  Edmund  Lyons 
and  the  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Af- 
fairs to  back  his  demands,  he  would  haye 
a  far  better  chance  of  success,  and  with 
far  less  trouble,  than  if  he  sought  redress 
through  the  courts  of  justice.  It  could  not 
be  said,  howeyer,  that  M.  Pacifico  bad  al- 
together ignored  Greek  law;  for  when  his 
house  was,  as  he  alleged,  attacked  a  second 
time,  in  the  autumn  of  1847,  he  again 
complained  of  the  outrage;  and  whateyer 
the  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Foreign 
Department  might  think  of  it,  he  was  sure 
that  the  keen  sense  of  the  ridiculous  of  his 
noble  Friend  the  Under  Secretary  must 
haye  been  awakened  by  M.  Pacifico's  de- 
scription of  his  house  being  attacked  by  a 
party  of  unruly  schoolbd^s,  armed  with  the 
childish  toys  of  bows  and  arrows.  But, 
whateyer  was  thought  of  the  matter.  Lord 
Palmerston,  in  reply  to  the  despatch  an- 
nouncing this  assaidt,  instructed  Sir  Ed- 
mund Lyons  to  acquaint  M.  Pacifico  that 
he  was  to  take  legal  proceedings  for  re- 
dress before  the  Greek  tribunals  at  the  ex- 
pense of  the  British  Goyernment.  This 
was  the  first,  and  unfortunately  the  last, 
time  in  which  the  noble  Lord  was  betrayed 
into  a  becoming  and  legitimate  course;  for 
unhappily  Sir  Edmund  Lyons  thought 
proper  to  leaye  the  execution  of  these  in- 
structions to  the  option  of  M.  Pacifico; 
and  shortly  after  announced  to  Lord  PaU 
merston  that  M.  Pacifico  had  consulted 
his  legal  adyiscrs,  and  their  opinion  was, 
that  as  circumstances  stood,  he  had  no 
chance  of  success;  and  from  that  moment 
no  more  was  heard  of  M.  Pacifico's  claims 
being  pursued  in  a  court  of  law.  There 
wast)ne  point  on  which  the  noble  Marquess 
opposite  had  laid  such  great  stress  that  he 
must  refer  to  one  or  two  papers  on  the 
subject,  in  order  to  relieye  their  Lordships 
from  the  misapprehensions  entertained  by 
the  noble  Marquess.  The  noble  Marquess 
professed  to  show  that  M.  Pacifico's  claim 
on  its  integrity  formed  no  part  of  the  de- 
mand of  the  British  Goyernment  on  Greece 
at  the  moment  Baron  Gros  was  sent  out; 
and  he  quoted  a  despatch,  preyious  to  that 
period,  to  show  that  it  was  the  intention  of 
the  noble  Lord  that  M.  Pacifico's  claims, 
if  they  were  descrying  of  examination  at 
all,  should  receive  consideration.  But,  in 
the  first  place.  Sir  Edmund  Lyons  did  not 
act  upon  that  despatch — he  might  have 
good  reasons  for  not  doing  so;  but  he  did 
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not  state  what  those  reasons  were.  In  the 
next  place,  the  question  was  not  what  were 
the  demands  made  in  previous  years,  hut 
what  were  the  demands  made  hy  the  Greek 
Government  at  the  moment  Sir  W.  Par- 
ker's guns  were  pointed  at  the  PirsBUS. 
Now,  one  or  two  passages  from  the  de- 
spatches would  set  this  matter  in  its  true 
light.  Their  Lordships  were  aware  that 
Mr.  Wyse,  after  the  interview  which  he 
and  Sir  W.  Parker  had  with  the  Greek 
Minister,  in  which  he  refused  redress,  ad- 
dressed a  note  to  him  on  the  17th  of  Janu- 
ary, recapitulating  formally  all  the  de- 
mands he  had  to  make,  and  stating,  that 
unless  these  demands  were  fully  satisfied 
in  every  particular  with  the  legal  Greek 
interest  of  12  per  cent,  and  his  formal  de- 
mand literally  complied  with,  hostile  mea- 
sures would  he  commenced  at  the  end  of 
twenty-four  hours.  Ho  distinctly  stated 
to  the  Greek  Minister  that  he  was  pre- 
cluded hy  his  instructions  from  entering  on 
the  merits  of  the  several  demands.  Now, 
what  meaning  could  there  he  in  words  if 
this  did  not  imply  that  no  compromise 
would  he  admitted  with  regard  to  M.  Paci- 
fico's  claims  more  than  the  others — that 
no  assenting  answer  hut  one,  and  that 
an  unqualified  one,  could  he  received  ? 
On  the  16th  of  Fehruary,  Lord  Palmor- 
Bton  wrote  to  Mr.  Wyse,  informing  him  of 
the  coming  out  of  M.  Gros  to  negotiate, 
and  he  ended  his  despatch  hy  saying, 
**  Her  Majesty's  Government  cannot  give 
up  any  of  the  demands  which  have  heen 
made;  hut  it  may  he  requisite  that  Baron 
Gros  should  he  furnished  from  time  to  time 
with  detailed  information  respecting  them. 
It  is  possible,  moreover,  that  propositions 
may  be  made  to  you  respecting  the  detailed 
amount  of  M.  Pacifico's  claim;  and  you 
are  not  to  hold  yourself  precluded  from 
taking  any  such  proposition  into  considera- 
tion, if  you  should  think  it  deserving  at- 
tention. '  Now  what  was  the  use  of  telling 
him  this,  if  Mr.  Wyse  had  already  received 
instructions  which  allowed  him  to  enter 
into  a  discussion  of  M.  Pacifico's  claims. 
There  were  several  other  points  worth  no- 
ticing, in  the  case  of  M.  Pacifico,  but  he 
would  pass  on  to  the  question  of  compen- 
sation for  the  Ionian  boats.  This  was  a 
different  claim  from  tho  others — it  was  a 
question  of  principle — the  others  were 
questions  of  facts.  It  appeared  that  a 
band  of  robbers  had  overpowered  the  cus- 
tom-house at  Achclous,  and  had  also  plun- 
dered some  Ionian  boats  moored  in  the 
river.    But  these  robbers  were  oppressors 


of  the  Greeks  as  well  as  of  the  loniani. 
They  had  plundered  two  Greek  vessels,  as 
well  as  the  six  Ionian  boats.  They  had  car- 
ried off  several  Greek  subjects  into  capti- 
vity, for  the  sake  of  their  ranson.  The 
local  government  finding  itself  unable  to 
put  down  these  marauders,  applied  to  the 
Greek  Government  for  a  reinforcement  of 
troops.  Two  things  were  apparent  upon 
this  statement  of  facts  :  first,  that  the  rob- 
bers plundered  Greek  subjects  as  well  as 
foreigners;  secondly,  that  the  local  govern- 
ment had  a  bond  fide  desire  to  suppress 
them.  The  conclusion  at  which  the  Greek 
Government  arrived  with  respect  to  the 
claim  of  the  Ionian  boatmen  was  tbis» 
that  as  Greek  subjects  had  no  claim  upon 
it  because  they  had  been  robbed,  so  the 
lonians  had  none.  Lord  Palmerston's  an- 
swer to  this  was  of  a  most  extraordinary 
description.  He  stated,  in  his  despatch, 
that  as  the  Greek  Government  had  been 
either  unwilling  or  unable  to  put  down  the 
gangs  of  robbers  who  infested  Acamaniay 
he  must  require  the  Government  of  Greece 
to  make  good  the  loss  incurred  by  Ionian 
subjects  who  had  been  plundered  by  them. 
Where  was  the  common  sense  of  this  ?  If 
depredations  took  place  in  any  country  it 
must  be  because  the  Government  of  that 
country  was  either  unable  or  unwilling  to 
prevent  them.  In  most  instances  it  was  ow- 
ing to  the  inability  of  the  Government,  and 
that,  doubtless,  was  the  case  in  Greece.  Bat 
that  made  no  difference  to  Lord  Palmer- 
ston;  he  did  not  insist  on  compensation  for 
the  lonians  because  the  Greek  Government 
was  unable  and  unwilling  to  put  down  the 
robbers,  but  because  they  were  unable  or 
unwilling.  Why,  if  a  claim  resembling 
that  which  we  had  pressed  upon  Greece 
were  set  up  in  London  by  the  representa- 
tive of  a  foreign  Power,  what  reception 
would  it  meet  with  ?  If  a  foreign  mer- 
chant residing  in  this  country  were  to 
suffer  loss  from  swindlers  or  housebreakers, 
and,  upon  the  police  failing  to  apprehend 
the  culprits,  were  to  prefer  a  claim  upon 
Her  Majesty's  Treasury,  should  we  not 
treat  it  with  scorn  ?  It  was  remarkable 
that  in  Lord  Palmerston's  despatch  from 
which  he  had  just  quoted  a  few  words,  the 
writer  completely  shirked  the  argument 
advanced  by  the  Greek  Government,  name- 
ly, that  foreigners  were  not  entitled  to 
greater  protection  than  its  own  subjects 
received.  This  shirking  was,  indeed,  re^ 
markable,  because  on  a  previous  occasion, 
in  a  despatch  refemng  to  the  case  of 
Mr.  Finlay«  Lord  Palmerston  did  not  he* 


1385 


Affawt  of 


{June  17} 


Greece. 


1386 


Bitate  to  declare  that — '^  when  the  ques- 
tion is  whether  a  British  suhjeet  in  a  fo- 
reign country  shall  or  shall  not  he  com- 
pelled to  accept  an  inadequate  compensa- 
tion for  an  act  of  injustice  hy  which  he  has 
suffered,  the  British  Goyemment  can  paj 
no  attention  to  the  argument  that  compen- 
sations equally  inadequate  hare  heen  ac- 
cepted by  nati?es,  or  by  subjects  of  other 
States,  for  similar  injuries  sustained  by 
them.  The  British  GoTemment  is  entitled 
to  expect  that  justice  shall  be  done  to 
British  subjects,  in  whatever  country  they 
may  reside."  If  such  an  argument  were 
really  urged,  bond  Me,  ho  could  hardly 
conceive  one  more  deserving  of  attention. 
The  noble  Marquess  laid  some  stress  upon 
the  fact  that  idl  these  papers  had  been 
submitted  to  the  law  officers  of  the  Crown, 
and  obtained  their  approval.  For  his 
part,  however,  he  attached  little  importance 
to  a  legal  opinion,  unless  he  saw  the  case 
on  which  it  was  founded;  for  it  had  become 
almost  a  proverbial  saying  that  a  man 
could  obtain  any  opinion  he  liked  accord- 
ingly as  he  framed  his  case.  He  fully 
subscribed  to  the  opinion  of  Lord  Mans- 
field already  quoted.  Lord  Palmerston 
had  enunciated  a  different  principle,  and 
he  might  soon  be  called  on  to  act  upon  it. 
It  was  notorious  that  British  subjects  had 
preferred  claims  against  the  Governments 
of  Naples  and  Tuscany  for  losses  suffered  in 
the  course  of  the  military  operations  which 
had  been  rendered  necessary  by  the  lament- 
able events  of  the  last  two  years.  Neapo- 
litan and  Tuscan  subjects  had  received  no 
compensation  for  similar  losses,  and  it  was 
very  probable  that  circumstance  would  be 
pleaded  in  bar  of  the  claims  of  British 
subjects.  He  would  be  glad  to  know  how 
Lord  Palmerston  would  dealt  with  that 
case  ?  But  indeed  opportunity  had  already 
presented  itself  for  the  noble  Lord  to  assert 
his  new  principle  of  international  law.  It 
had  recently  transpired  through  a  police 
report  that  a  British  seaman  serving  on 
board  a  vessel  which  touched  at  the  port 
of  Charleston  in  America  was,  because  his 
akin  happened  to  be  black,  seized  by  the 
authorities  of  that  place,  thrown  into  pri- 
son, and  incarcerated  until  the  vessel  was 
on  the  point  on  sailing.  Here  was  a  case 
not  of  partiality,  or  corrupt  justice,  be- 
cause American  black  subjects  were  treat- 
ed in  precisely  the  same  way,  but  of  iu- 
tolerable  hardship.  Would  Lord  Palmer- 
ston attempt  to  carry  his  principle  into 
effect  with  as  hiffh  a  hand  against  power- 
ful America,  as  he  bad  against  powerless 


Greece  ?  Looking  at  the  whole  of  the 
proceedings  in  the  case  of  Greece,  the  re- 
sult appeared  to  be  this,  that  in  one  in- 
stance recognised  principles  of  international 
law  had  been  overridden,  and  in  another, 
an  altogether  new  principle  of  international 
law  had  been  introduced.  He  believed  the 
adherence  to  those  principles  was  of  vital 
importance,  and  that  the  maxims  laid  down 
by  Lord  Mansfield  were  founded  in  wisdom, 
and  could  not  be  violated  with  impunity. 
There  were  other  countries  scarcely  less 
powerful  than  ours,  though  far  less  scnu 
pulous  in  the  use  of  their  power;  and  it 
oehoved  us  to  reckon  what  might  be  the 
consequence  of  setting  this  example.  The 
fable  of  the  wolf  and  tho  lamb  was  easy  to 
get  up  a  short  notice.  It  is  easy  to  trump 
up  claims  against  a  weak  neighbour;  it 
is  easy  to  ask  for  redress  in  terms  which 
make  compliance  impossible;  then  follow, 
in  natural  course,  threats,  reprisals,  hos- 
tilities; and  if,  at  last,  our  interests  should 
compel  us  to  interfere,  or  our  support 
should  be  asked  by  other  Powers,  what 
answer  could  we  make  when  our  own  ex- 
ample was  referred  to  ?  But  the  tone 
and  feeling  of  this  correspondence  also 
deserved  notice.  It  was  not  necessary 
for  the  credit  of  the  country  and  the  im- 
portance of  her  interests  Uiat  the  com- 
munications between  our  Government  and 
the  Governments  of  other  Powers  should 
bo  carried  on  in  any  other  spirit  than  that 
which  was  observed  in  the  ordinary  affairs 
of  life— dictated  by  honour  and  prudence; 
but  he  saw  no  signs  of  that  spirit  in  this 
correspondence.  The  peoplo  of  this  coun- 
try would  not  easily  believe  that  it  was  re- 
quisite for  the  dignity  of  the  Crown  that  a 
Minister  in  addressing  a  foreign  Court 
should  use  the  language  of  imperious  bre- 
vity which  was  exhibited  in  this  correspon- 
dence. He  should  not,  however,  be  doing 
justice  to  the  noble  Lord  if  he  were  to 
allow  it  to  be  supposed  the  noble  Lord 
alone  was  responsible  for  this  correspon- 
dence. Never  was  a  Secretary  of  State 
more  ably  seconded  in  spirit  than  the  noble 
Lord  had  been  by  Sir  £.  Lyons.  That 
gentleman  had  most  thoroughly  imbibed 
the  spirit  in  which  the  despatches  of  the 
noble  Lord  were  written;  and  if  upon  the 
receipt  of  his  instructions  he  had  flung 
them  at  M.  Coletti*s  head  as  fast  as  they 
reached  his  hands,  he  could  hardly  have 
communicated  them  in  a  more  offensive 
manner.  In  short,  the  whole  tono  of  the 
correspondence  showed  a  misplaced  ar- 
rogance»  which  waa  compatible  with  nei- 
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ther  good  policy  nor  dignity.  In  regard 
to  the  conduct  of  the  later  transactions » 
those  in  which  the  French  Government 
have  heen  concerned,  he  looked  in  vain  for 
the  master  hand;  he  readily  admitted  the 
great  ahility  of  the  nohle  Lord»  and  had 
been  accustomed  to  regard  his  doings  as 
characterised  by  skill  and  dexterity;  but 
he  saw  no  signs  of  it  here,  and  the  only 
manner  in  which  he  could  account  for 
it  was,  from  the  unhappy  consciousness 
of  the  rottenness  of  these  claims,  which 
pursued  the  noble  Lord,  and  hampered  him 
throughout  these  negotiations.  The  noble 
Lord  accepted  the  good  offices  of  France, 
and  in  doing  so  ho  ought  to  have  placed 
the  whole  question  unreservedly  in  the 
hands  of  the  French  Government;  have 
relied  with  implicit  confidence  in  their 
justice,  and  have  told  them  that  he  was 
ready  to  abide  by  their  decision.  But 
this  the  noble  Lord  did  not  do;  and  why  ? 
Because  he  had  no  confidence  in  the  jus- 
tice of  his  cause?  On  the  other  hand, 
the  noble  Lord  might  have  refused  the 
good  offices  of  France;  he  might  have  said, 
•*  No;  we  thank  you  for  your  kind  inten- 
tions, but  we  decline  them;  we  think  that 
matters  have  gone  so  far  that  it  will  be 
better  for  all  parties  that  we  should  pro- 
ceed as  we  have  begun."  But  this  the 
noble  Lord  did  not  do;  and  for  the  same 
reason.  He  knew  that  in  the  eyes  of  the 
country  the  cause  would  not  be  viewed  as 
one  which  justified  a  refusal  of  friendly  in- 
tervention. Such  were  a  few  of  the  con- 
siderations that  induced  him  to  give  his 
Vote  for  the  resolution  of  the  noble  Lord 
(Lord  Stanley),  a  resolution  which  he  ven- 
tured to  think  was  not  only  justly,  but 
temperately,  worded.  He  earnestly  en- 
treated their  Lordships  to  weigh  well  the 
decision  which  they  were  called  upon  to 
give.  It  might  be  that  this  unhappy  pro- 
ceeding had  left  a  blot  on  the  fair  name 
of  England  which  could  not  be  altogether 
obliterated;  but,  at  least,  let  them  have 
the  satisfaction  of  knowing  that  they  done 
all  in  their  power  to  yinaicate  that  good 
name.  If  it  was  fated  that  a  page  in 
their  history  must  be  defaced  by  the  re- 
cord of  A  policy  founded  in  injustice,  con- 
ducted with  arrogance,  and  closed  with- 
out dignity,  let  them  at  least  have  the 
consolation  to  know  that  the  same  page 
would  bear  witness  that  that  policy  re- 
ceived at  the  earliest  opportunity  circum- 
stances would  permit,  its  direct,  deliberate, 
and  unqualified  condemnation  la  a  censure 
pf  the  Bouse  of  Lordst 


Lord  EDDISBURY  said,  that  ererj 
one  must  be  aware  that  in  a  great  commer- 
cial country  like  this,  with  interests  spread 
over  every  quarter  of  the  globe,  with  our 
merchants  in  every  port,  and  our  ships  on 
every  sea,  it  was  of  the  most  essential  im- 
portance that  nowhere  should  injustice  be 
permitted  towards  those  who  rightly  claimed 
the  protection  of  the  British  Government. 
It  was  almost  superfluous  to  enter  into  the 
details  of  the  claims  which  had  been  urged 
upon  the  Greek  Government,  as  they  had 
been  already  so  amply  discussed;  but  still 
ho  would,  as  briefly  as  possible,  touch  on 
the  principal  features  of  each  case,  and  call 
their  Lordships'  attention  to  the  course  pur- 
sued by  Her  Majesty's  GoTcmment.  The 
first  question  for  consideration  was,  were 
the  demands  upon  the  Greek  Goremment 
just,  and,  if  just,  were  the  means  resorted 
to  for  the  purpose  of  obtaining  redress,  ac- 
cording to  international  law,  and  the  prac- 
tice pursued  by  this  country  and  other 
civilised  nations  on  former  occasions,  and 
under  similar  circumstances  ?  With  respect 
to  the  justice  of  the  demands,  it  might  ap- 
pear almost  unnecessary  to  enter  into  a 
discussion,  as  the  French  negotiator  him- 
self had  admitted  the  validity  of  the  most 
important  cases,  though  he  disputed  the 
details.  Before  proceeding,  however,  with 
the  cases,  he  could  not  out  express  his 
deep  regret  at  the  tone  and  manner  in 
which  they  had  been  treated,  and  at  the 
ridicule  wnich  had  been  attempted  to  he 
thrown  upon  the  real  injuries  which  had 
been  inflicted  on  British  subjects,  because 
of  the  religion  of  the  one,  and  the  nation- 
ality of  another,  for  though  the  one  might 
be  a  Jew  and  the  other  a  Scotchman,  he 
had  yet  to  learn  that  they  were  therefore 
the  less  entitled  to  the  justice  of  the  House 
of  Lords,  or  the  protection  of  their  coun- 
try. What  were  these  cases  which  had 
been  thus  insultingly  dealt  with  ?  First, 
was  that  of  Mr.  Finlay,  an  English  sub- 
ject, and  a  gentleman  of  the  greatest  re- 
spectability, whose  land  was  arbitrarily 
seized  by  the  King  of  Greece,  and  enclosed 
in  the  royal  garden.  An  inadequate  sum 
was  offered  and  refused;  and  though  Mr. 
Finlay  always  expressed  his  readiness  to 
refer  the  matter  to  fair  arbitration,  his 
claim  continued  to  be  treated  with  indif- 
ference and  neglect;  justice  was  denied, 
and  all  attention  to  the  repeated  demands 
of  the  British  Minister  for  redress  refused, 
or  disgracefully  evaded;  and  when,  at  last, 
an  arbitration  was  extorted  from  the  reluc- 
tant GoYemment«  three  mopthft  were  al« 
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lowed  to  elapBO  without  taking  any  steps  to 
oarrj  the  arbitration  into  effect,  which  ac- 
cording to  the  law  of  Greece  rendered  null 
all  the  proceedings  in  the  case.  Here,  at 
least,  even  by  the  Greek  Government  itself, 
Che  justice  of  the  demand  was  not  denied, 
though  redress  had  been  shamefully  evaded. 
In  the  case  of  Don  Pacifico,  a  flagrant  out- 
rage was  committed  in  open  day  upon  the 
house  and  property  of  a  British  subject  by 
an  Athenian  mob,  attended  by  the  soldiers 
and  the  police,  and  accompanied  by  two 
sons  of  the  Minister  of  War.  This  out- 
rage was  committed  as  long  ago  as  the 
year  1847;  and  for  more  than  a  year  no 
answer  was  returned,  and  no  notice  taken 
of  the  repeated  representations  of  Sir  Ed- 
ward Lyons  »- all  redress  refused — Tain 
attempts  made  by  the  sufferer  to  obtain 
justice  from  the  tribunals  of  the  country; 
and  the  Greek  Government,  whose  duty  it 
was  to  prosecute  the  proceedings,  made 
a  pretence  of  commencing  a  process,  but 
where  Don  Pacifico  was  never  called  be- 
fore the  tribunal,  and  the  sons  of  the  Min- 
ister of  War,  who  had  been  denounced  by 
name  as  having  been  present,  were  never 
questioned  as  to  the  part  they  had  taken 
in  the  transaction.  This  mockery  of  jus- 
tice pronounced  that  there  was  not  suffici- 
ent evidence  for  conviction;  and  the  wrongs 
of  an  English  subject  remained  unredress- 
ed to  the  present  day.  At  Salcina,  Ionian 
citizens  resorting  to  the  Greek  territory  for 
the  purpose  of  trade  were  plundered  by 
persons  in  the  uniform  of  the  Greek  ser- 
vice at  the  Government  custom-house;  and 
whether  they  were  robbers  who  had  usurp- 
ed the  places  of  the  custom-house  officers, 
or  the  officers  themselves,  the  Government 
of  Greece  was  responsible  for  the  injuries 
they  had  received.  If  Greek  subjects  had 
been  plundered  at  an  English  custom-house 
by  persons  in  possession  of  the  office,  and 
in  me  dress  of  the  servants  of  the  Govern- 
ment, he  thought  few  would  hesitate  in  be- 
lieving that  the  English  Government  would 
have  been  ready  to  make  ample  reparation 
for  the  loss  they  had  experienced.  At 
Patras  and  Pyrgos,  Ionian  fellow-subjects 
were  tortured,  illegally  arrested,  flogged 
and  imprisoned,  inquiry  refused,  or  if  a 
sham  inquiry  was  instituted,  it  was  done 
in  the  absence  of  the  injured  party  and  in 
secret,  all  redress  denied,  and  the  reiterated 
representations  of  the  British  Minister  at 
Athens  treated  with  contempt.  Lastly,  in 
the  case  of  the  Faniome,  the  English  flag 
was  insulted,  a  boat's  crew  with  their  offi- 
pera  arre9te4  and  n^rehed  to  prison— ac- 


cused of  favouring  rebellion — and  all  apo- 
logy for  the  insult  refused,  and  explana- 
tion of  the  conduct  of  the  authorities  of 
the  Greek  Government  at  Patras  altogether 
withheld.  Such  were  the  cases  for  which 
the  British  Government  felt  itself  called 
upon  imperatively  to  demand  redress,  and 
after  repeated  applications  which  were 
treated  with  studied  contempt  and  neglect, 
felt  itself  compelled  to  resort  to  ulterior 
measures  for  tue  purpose  of  obtaining  jus- 
tice. It  had  been  said,  that  they  were 
trivial  in  themselves,  and  not  such  as  could 
justify  measures  of  coercion.  In  the  first 
place,  were  they  so  insignificant  in  them- 
selves ?  What  were  they  ?  Property  arbi- 
trarily seized  by  the  King  himself,  andjust 
compensation  refused;  the  house  of  a  Brit- 
ish subject  sacked  in  mid-day  in  the  centre 
of  the  very  capital  of  Greece,  under  the  aus- 
pices of  the  police,  and  graced  by  the  pre- 
sence of  the  sons  of  the  Minister  of  War; 
Ionian  fellow  citizens  tortured,  plundered^ 
and  illegally  imprisoned;  and,  lastly,  the 
English  flag  insulted,  and  English  officer 
and  sailors  imprisoned  and  accused  of  aid- 
ing rebellion;  and  for  all  these  offences 
redress  contemptuously  and  pertinaciously 
refused.  Were  these  not  in  themselves, 
any  one  of  them,  sufficient  to  require  the 
intervention  of  the  strong  arm  of  England? 
But  even  if  individually  they  might  not  bo 
deemed  insufficient,  yet  taken  collectively, 
and  considering  the  length  of  time  which 
had  elapsed  during  which  all  attention  to 
our  complaints  had  been  refused,  they  ma- 
nifested such  a  determined  spirit  of  hos- 
tility to  England,  and  to  the  just  demands 
of  this  country,  that  it  became  essential 
and  imperative  upon  the  British  Govern- 
ment to  enforce  her  rights,  or  tamely  to 
submit  to  continued  contumely  and  injus- 
tice. Moreover,  was  this  spirit  apparent 
now  for  the  first  time,  and  only  when  Lord 
Palmelrston  was  England's  Minister  for 
Fol'eign  Affairs  ?  Similar  conduct  was  pur- 
sued by  the  Greek  Government  when  the 
noble  Lord  opposite  held  the  seals  of  office, 
and  that  noble  Lord  felt  it  to  be  his  duty 
to  hold  language  not  less  strong,  and  to 
intimate  consequences  not  less  serious,  than 
for  holding  which  his  successor  in  his  offico 
had  been  so  fiercely  condemned.  Lord 
Palmerston  has  been  accused  of  address- 
ing foreign  Governments  with  haughty  in- 
solence and  dictatorial  advice,  prescribing 
to  them  the  course  of  policy  they  ought  to 
pursue,  and  lecturing  them  on  the  manage- 
ment of  their  own  affairs;  but  if  that  noble 
Lord  was  open  to  this  charge,  he  might 
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held  on  this  oceui<ni  hj  Uie  noble  Lud, 
for  be  folt  that  the  conduct  of  the  GoTem- 
meot  of  Greece  deaerred  this,  aod  more; 
but  those  who  hod  felt  it  neceuarj  to  dm 
BUch  language,  should  not  lightly  condema 
a  Minister,  who,  after  six  additional  yean 
of  systematic  lit  treatment  of  EDglieti  sub- 
jects, and  general  misconduct  in  the  kd> 
ministration  of  affairs  on  the  part  of  tha 
Greek  QoTemment,  had  deemed  it  his  dntj 
to  express  hunself  not  less  strongly  wbea 
commenting  on  the  conduct  of  that  Go- 


at least  plead  that  a  lesson  bad  been  taught 
him  b;  one  not  the  most  insigni6cant  of 
his  accusers;  and  to  ehovr  them  that  Ibd- 
guage  not  less  strong,  and  opinions  not 
less  decided,  on  the  conduct  of  the 
Greek  Government  and  the  Greek  sove- 
reign had  been  held  by  others  than  Lord 
Fuinerston,  he  would  take  the  liberty  of 
reading  a  despatch  which  had  been  ad- 
dressed by  the  noble  Earl  opposite  (Lord 
Aberdeen,  in  1844  to  Sir  Edmund  Lyons 
on  the  occasion  of  the  dismissal  of  Gene- 
ral Church  : — 


•■Foreign  Office,  Dw.  3, 18«. 

"  Sir — Her  Majestj'i  GoTcninii^Dt  hsie  learnt 
with  deep  concern  the  diamisaal  of  GenerJ  Sir 
Richard  Church  by  hii  M&jeaty  l^inK  Otho  from 
the  post  of  Inipector  General  of  the  Greelc  trmj, 
which  post  ho  hud  so  honoursblj  and  «o  uiefulty 
filled  for  niBiijr  years.  Their  regret  is  increued 
by  finding  (hat  Qenarat  Grivas,  who  was  so  re- 
oeotly  engaged  in  open  rebellion  against  tbe 
throne,  has  been  appoioted  to  auccesd  him. 

"  Her  Majesty's  Government  do  not  propose  to 
interfere  in  this  matter,  lince,  however  anjuit  tbe 
deprivation  of  General  Church,  and  however  in- 
indioious  the  elevation  of  General  Grivai  may 
have  been,  those  acts  were  eertaloly  within  the 
competence  of  tbe  Greek  GoTemment. 

"  But,  although  Her  Majesty's  Govornment  ab- 
stain from  inte^crcnce,  they  deem  it  an  impera- 
tive duty  on  their  part,  cooiidering  the  position 
in  which  Great  Britain  stands  with  regard  to 
Greece,  as  a  creating  and  a  guaranteeing  Power, 
to  expresfl  in  the  fltroDgeat  terms  their  sense  of 
the  injustice  done  to  Sir  Richard  Church,  one  of 
the  best,  most  disinterested,  and  most  efficient 
iupporters  of  Greek  independence,  by  an  abrupt 
and  ungracioui  digmissal,  unaccompanied  by 


This,  however,  was  not  an  isolated  can 
in  which  the  noble  Lord  opposite  hod  felt 
it  incumbent  upon  him  to  express  hiioself 
with  equal  vigour  with  respect  to  the  cod- 
duct  of  the  Greek  Govemmetit,  for,  in 
1846,  when  that  Government  omitted  to 
make  provision  for  the  payments  of  the  in- 
terest on  the  Greek  loan — for  which  Great 
Britain  was  a  guarantee — and,  at  tjie  aame 
time,  exhibited  flagrant  dishonesty  and 
corruption  in  the  administration  of  their 
nffura,  he  had  thought  it  bis  duty  to  re- 
monstrate with  them  in  no  ambignoua 
terms,  and  to  intimate  to  them  that  he 
should  insist  upon  payment,  or  tliat  be 
must  resort  to  ulterior  measures. 

He  would  call  their  attention  to  a  few 
passages  in  a  correspondence  which  waa 
presented  to  Parliament  in  1846,  and 
begged  they  would  observe  the  language 
that  was  used  upon  that  occasion.  In  a 
despatch  from  the  Earl  of  Aberdeen  to  Sir 


ord  of  commendstion  or  ackdowledgment  of  bis  '  Edmund   Lyons,   dated  October  2,   1845, 

"  I  do  not  deem  it  necessary  to  make  any  r^ 
ply  to  the  note  of  H.  Coletti,  dated  the  30th  of 
April,  asd  inclosed  in  your  despatch  of  the  8th  of 
Hriy,  in  which  be  sets  forth  the  rroanda  on  which 
the  Greek  Government  rejeet  tbe  Loan  Conren- 
tioa  of  the  14tii  of  September,  1843.  TfaoM 
grounds,  and  indeed  the  whole  reasoning  oon- 
tained  in  that  paper,  are  entirely  Dniatisbotory, 
.,  ..        .     ,.  ,.     .,      ....  and  calculated  to  produce  on  the  mind  of  Her 

n    t "'!"."»"';  i^'»"?'.  '■■'!»''  "■"";    M.j..tj',  Oonnmit  u  .ITiict  pr«l»ly  U.  n- 


great  services  to  Greece ;  and  alio  

the  excess  of  imprudence  and  impolicy  exhibited 
in  tbe  appointment,  to  one  of  the  most  responsible 
offices  under  the  Crown,  of  a  man  whose  recent 
conduct  has  shown  him  to  be  an  enemy  to  the 
throne  and  a  deliberate  perrerter  of  order  and 
discipline, 

"  Iler  Muesty's  Government  consider  them- 
selves to  bo  fully  warranted  by  the  overt  aoti  of 
General  Grit ai  himself,  te  instruct  you  to 
known  these  sentiments  distinctly,  in  their 


..,,-'       1-        if^iii^r  11  verae  ei  mat  inienaea   or  ujem.      in  lact.  uias 

..  U.  tt.  Kmg  h.«,«ir,  .bodd  .  e,r„„bU,  op.  „^    ^   o».i».itlo.  .ritb    lb.   Gr«l 


mly  of  tbe 
ountry  and 
his  throne  by  a  perservance  id  so  Jatal  a  line  of 
policy  as  he  has  recently  punucd. — I  am,  to. 

(Signed)  "Asebdeih. 

"  Sir  Edmund  Lyons.  Ac." 


itry  ana  ,  Government  of  Greece,  on  the  subject  of  tbe  fn- 


ture  reimbursement  of  the  interest  of  tbe  loan,  a 
language  which  can  no  longer  be  nusanderstood 
ir  set  at  nought. 
"  In  default  of  the  ratification  of  the  Convei^ 

mi  ■  ,.         II  p      .1     ir>  •  .  1       tion  of  lltb  of  September,  1843,  Great  BritaiD. 

This  was  pretty  well  for  the  Mmister  who  ns  one  c  -  ■  ■    '     "  


other  countries,  who  never  gave  advice  as    the  engagcmenis  which  Bow  ftora  the  lath  Ar- 
te the  proper  policy  to   be   pursued,   or  i '"''  ""■  ''      ''      ""  """  -"—'-' ' 

found  fault  with  the  actions  of  a  friendly  ' ! 


sovereign.     Not,  hov 

Eddisbury)  found  fault  with  the  language  ;  < 


ibove  mentioned.     By  the  stipulations  <^ 

Motion  6,  Greece  iq  bound  to  devote 

,         ,         ,      ^     Drsb  ui  ail  HI  the  payment  of  the  interest  and 

,    that   he   (uord    , inking  fund  the  first  reTonues  of  tbe  State,  with- 


t  employinf  them  for  any  other  parpeet,  nntil 
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tbe  pajntnt*  on  aocmint  of  the  loan  ibill  h&v« 
bMD  cantpletelf  leonred  for  tha  currant  jesr. 

"  The  Britlah  portioD  of  tbe  instalmeat  which 
fell  due  on  the  lat  of  SspUmber,  bu  Alreod;  been 
made  good  by  tbe  Britlah  GoTernment.  With 
regard  to  the  iostalmeut  which  will  &11  due  on 
the  lit  of  Maroh,  181S,  it  will  be  neesiury  to 
udSrtAin  haw  br  the  ettimatei  whioh  the  Greek 
GoTemmeat  has  taken  ai  the  baaii  of  their  eat- 
onlatioiK,  are  oorreet,  and  what  tbs  lurplua  will 
mil]' be  between  the  loweit  Taluation  ofTOO.OOD 
draohnui,  and  the  full  amount  of  1,600,000,  u 
erentnaU^  aoknowledlged  In  the  Greek  budget  of 
the  proMnt  jeftr ;  aod,  wbatoTer  it  it,  Great  Bri- 
tain will  reqaire  that  a  due  proportion  of  that 
amount  be  pUeed  at  her  diapoeu  for  tbe  pajmeat 
of  her  portion  of  the  initalment  in  question. 

"  Such  i>  the  meuure  on  the  adoption  of  which 
Iler  M^olj'a  Govemrnent  are  prepared  to  inaiat, 
bj  way  of  proiiding  for  the  pafment  of  the  in- 
terett  of  tbe  loan  on  the  lit  of  Mareh  next ;  and 
tbii  deciaion  jon  will  offlciallf  annonnce  to  the 
Greek  GoTemment.  But  it  will  be  four  dutj  to 
declare  at  tbe  aame  time,  that  we  iball  not  ocaae 
to  orgs  and  require  tha  Introdnetian  of  a  if  atem 
of  rigid  nonom}  in  the  diO^rent  hranchea  of  the 
•BTTioe  of  tbe  S^ta,  and  eapeoiall)'  in  that  of  the 
War  Department,  which  is  still  altogether  dispro- 
portionott  to  the  real  wants  of  the  State. 

"  You  will  inform  tbe  Greek  Gorcrnment  that 
we  ahall  still  continne  to  inaiat  on  tbe  neaeaaitf  of 
administrative  reform  and  a  reduction  of  the 
armed  fbroe,  as  tbe  Minitten  of  the  guaranteeing 
Powers  did  bj  tbs  last  act*  of  their  Conference  of 
London  in  1B43. 

"  Tha  Greek  GoTonunent  bw  not  fiiUUled  these 
conditions  in  a  manner  to  answer  onr  just  expeo- 
lations.  Tbe  expenses  of  the  War  Department 
oontinae  to  absorb  oua-tbird  of  tbo  reTannes  of 
the  Stnte.  Brigandage  has  increased.  The 
tranquillity  of  the  conterminous  Turkiab  pro- 
Tinees  has  been  repcatcdlj  tronbled  ij  acts  of 
rapine  ;  and  the  Ottoman  territory  has  been  re- 
peatedly Tiolal«d  by  armed  Greek  hands. 

"  Tba  guaranteeing  Fowen  are  juatified  in 
Tiewing  thia  state  of  things  as  the  eridenoe  of  a 
TiciouB  adminiatration,  which  muat  be  remedied 
by  prompt  meaanrea  of  improTsment.  WheroTer 
diaordera  preTaJl,  tbo  finances  of  the  State  must 
EuSer.  But  tbe  dilapidation  of  the  Greek  flnanoes 
throws  an  undue  burthen  upon  the  guaranteeing 
Fowei*.  This,  Great  Britain,  oa  one  of  those 
Powers,  eannot  and  will  not  longer  allow." 

In  another  deapatch  of  Uareb  22,  IS46, 
language  not  leu  strong  was  used  respect- 
ing tbe  adminiatration  of -affairs  in  Greece, 
and  the  consequent  measures  that  the 
British  Ooretnment  would  feel  itself  com- 
pelled to  adopt : — 

■■  In  a  >pe»«h  daliTered  on  the  IStli  of  Febm- 
sry  last,  in  tbe  Chamber  of  Deputies,  by  the  new 
Minister  of  Finance,  than  just  appointed  by  tba 
King  at  M.  Coletti's  rcoommcndalion,  M.  Poni- 
ropoulos  is  reported  in  the  Greek  jonrnals  to  have 
declared,  without  recelring  contradiction  from 
any  qoarter,  '  that  the  Bnanees  were  entirely 
paralysed,  and  were  plundered  by  every  one ; 
that  be  receiTcd  no  tepoKs  relatiro  to  the  re- 
venae  ;  that  he  did  not  know  the  results  of  any 
flnnnolst  operation  ;  and  that  he  was  therefore 
uubia  to  draw  up  any  dialt  of  4  bodg^tt'     Airi 


M.  Poniroponlo*  added,  '  that  ererytbing  was  in 
tbe  worst  possible  state,  and  that  arbitrary  mea- 
lures,  pillage,  and  groas  ignorance  were  tba  dis- 
tinguiihlng  Jeatures  of  the  present  state  of 
Anancos  in  Greece.' 

Such  is  tbe  picture  of  tlte  flnanoes  under  tha 
lin  iatration  presided  oTcr  by  H.Coletti,  publielf 
dmwn  by  the  Minlater  of  Finance  himself. 

"Her  Mnjesty's  Goremment  look  upon  tbe 
ahoTe  declaration  u  entirely  fiUaifying  all  notion 
of  the  exercise  of  a  serere  economy  aa  asserted  by 
M.  Coletti,  and  consequently  as  completely  josti- 
(ying  them  in  adhering  to  their  determination  of 
requiring  the  Greek  GoTemment  to  ^ply  a  cer- 
tain portion  ofrerenue  to  the  serriceofUiB  Greek 
kan  for  tbe  tuUf-year  jnat  fiillen  due,  as  well  as 
to  the  Instalments  whioh  wiU  hateafter  &11  doe. 
Tlwy  muat  fhrthar  observe,  that  if  10  disorderly 
an  administration  of  Greek  finance  were  auffcred 
to  continue,they  would  feel  themselrea  compelled, 
by  Tirtue  of  tha  troaty  engagements  eontnoted 
towards  Groat  Britain  by  Greece,  to  take  such 
further  measures  as  might  appear  to  be  necessary 
for  insuring  the  eatablishmcnt  of  such  a  state  of 
things  aa  shoulct  afford  a  Giir  security  to  Great 
Britain  that  the  sums  which  ought  to  he  appUad, 
and  might  be  applied,  annually  to  tbe  serrioe  of 
tbe  loan,  shoold  no  longer  be  squandered  by  neg- 
ligent or  corrupt  administrators,  to  the  prejodio* 
of  British  rights.— I  am,  At. 

(Signed)  "  Abibdih." 

One  other  point  there  wu  in  this  cor- 
respondence  whioh  traa  worthy  of  notioe. 
It  nod  been  said  that  England  had  no 
right  to  seek  redress  from  Greece  except 
in  conjunction  with  the  other  Powers  who 
were  the  parties  to  the  creation  of  that 
kingdom.  He  denied  that  this  was  the 
case.  England  bad  a  right  to  independent 
action  whenCTer  her  rights  and  her  honour 
were  concerned;  hut  as  the  noble  Lord  op- 
posite had  asserted,  the  right  even  in  this 
instance  of  the  loan,  in  which  France  and 
Russia  were  equally  concerned,  and  equally 
guaranteed,  it  could  hardly  he  denied  in 
the  present  instance,  when  England 'a 
rights  were  alone  affected.  To  establish 
this,  he  would  road  one  extract  more  In 
the  despatch  of  December  10,  1845,  from 
the  EaA  of  Aberdeen.  After  recapitulat- 
ing the  particuUrt  of  the  payment  h« 
should  require  from  the  Greek  GoTern- 
ment, he  Bays — 

"  If,  in  the  month  of  Maroh  noit,  it  should  be 
found  that  tbe  eatimatei  of  the  Greek  Govern- 
ment have  been  incorrect,  and  if  in  place  of  a 
aurpluB  there  were  a  deficit,  Her  Majesty's  G*- 
vemment,  either  in  conjunction  iritb  the  other 
guaranteeing  Fowera,  or  alone,  would  be  fully 
warranted  in  exercising  with  rigour  tha  righta  as- 
sured to  her  by  the  Convention  of  1833." 

To  these  declarations  and  to  those  acts  of 
the  noble  Earl  there  was  no  protest  or  ob- 
jection urged  by  either  France,  Rnssia,  or 
Greece  herself,  so  that  we  had  »  right  to 
c(^ltido  \\i%t  no  jost  objection  eoiSd  b» 
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made  to  our  proceedings  on  the  present 
occasion. 

He  hoped  lie  had  established  the  justice 
of  the  demands  upon  Greece*  and  would 
next  consider  the  means  that  were  resorted 
to  for  the  purpose  of  obtaining  redress. 
If  a  nation  demands  redress  for  injuries 
done  to  its  subjects,  it  would  be  unbecom- 
ing a  great  people  to  acquiesce  in  a  deter- 
mined refusal  of  justice.  It  must,  there- 
fore, be  prepared  to  enforce  its  demands 
— as  was  done  by  France  in  Portugal, 
Mexico,  Buenos  Ayres,  Tahiti,  Morocco, 
and,  lastly,  at  Naples  in  1848;  and  as  was 
done  by  England  in  Portugal,  New  Gre- 
nada, Naples,  and  China;  and  as  was  done 
by  the  noble  Earl  himself  (the  Earl  of  Aber- 
deen) in  Central  America  and  Peru  in  1844, 
when  demands  were  enforced  by  armed  in- 
tervention, and  redress  obtained  for  inju- 
ries received. 

It  had  been  said,  that  we  ought  to  have 
given  notice  of  our  intentions  to  Russia 
and  to  France.  Was  that  necessary,  or 
had  it  been  the  practice  so  to  do  under 
similar  circumstances  ?  As  far  as  he  could 
learn,  this  had  never  been  considered  requi- 
fiite.  Every  country  must  be  the  guardian 
of  its  own  honour,  and  judge  of  the  proper 
course  which  it  is  its  duty  to  pursue  in 
Tindication  of  its  own  rights.  If,  however, 
knowledge  of  our  complaints  against  Greece 
was  all  that  was  required,  it  was  manifest 
from  the  despatch  of  Count  Nesselrode, 
that,  in  1847,  he  at  least  was  fully  in- 
formed of  our  demands  upon  that  country, 
and  of  our  intentions  of  enforcing  them. 
If,  indeed,  it  was  necessary,  he  might  re- 
ioiind  them  of  an  occasion  when  Austria 
iind  Russia  at  least  felt  it  to  be  their 
right  to  act  without  communication  to  other 
Powers,  when  they  imited  to  destroy  the 
very  existence  of  Cracow,  which  was  cre- 
ated under  the  sanction  of  all  the  great 
Powers — parties  to  the  Treaty  of  Vienna. 
On  this  much  indeed  might  be  said,  but  he 
would  abstain,  and  would  only  observe, 
that  it  precluded  those  Courts  from  com- 
plaining that  they  had  not  been  informed 
on  the  present  occasion. 

Having  attempted  to  establish  the  justice 
of  our  course  and  right  of  separate  action, 
he  would  next  come  to  the  mode  of  execu- 
tion; and  could  not  understand  the  com- 
plaint of  our  having  sent  so  large  a  fleet 
to  so  insigniflcant  country,  as  if  it  was  un- 
worthy of  this  country  to  exhibit  a  power 
80  disproportionate  to  the  object  to  be  ob- 
tained. If  it  was  to  be  done,  it  was  best 
4on^  effectually.    To  have  aeqt  i^  Bb|^le 


ship,  or  two  or  three  small  vessels,  might 
have  invited  resistance.  In  sending  a 
large  fleet,  we  showed  that  England  was  in 
earnest,  and  prevented  the  possibility  of 
opposition  or  collision.  As  to  the  weak- 
ness of  Greece,  he  must  protest  against  the 
plea  that  its  insignificance  was  to  be  its 
protection,  and  that  the  smallness  of  its 
power  was  to  be  deemed  an  excuse  for  its 
violation  of  the  laws  of  nations,  and  a  li- 
cence to  commit  injustice. 

The  next  question  that  remained  for  con- 
sideration was  our  acceptance  of  the  good 
offices  of  France;  whether  we  had  adhered 
to  the  principles  we  laid  down  in  so  accept- 
ing them ;  and  whether  that  country  had  any 
right  to  complain  that  there  had  been  any 
breach  of  promise  or  failure  of  considera- 
tion towards  her  in  our  renewal  of  the 
measures  of  coercion. 

When  the  good  offices  of  France  were 
accepted,  it  must  be  remembered  that  if 
there  was  one  point  upon  which,  more 
than  another,  tne  greatest  pains  were 
taken  to  prevent  the  possibility  of  a  doubt, 
it  was,  that  the  nature  of  the  intervention 
and  the  extent  of  the  good  offices  shoiild 
be  clearly  defined — not  arbitration — not 
mediation,  but  simple  intervention  of  good 
offices.  From  the  first  inoment  after  these 
limits  were  laid  down,  the  French  Minister 
complained  of  the  narrow  limits  by  which 
his  r6le  was  confined;  but  still  no  deviation 
from  the  original  terms  was  ever  admitted 
by  Lord  Palmerston,  and  no  just  cause  of 
complaint  could  be  raised  by  the  French 
Minister;  and  whatever  misunderstanding 
has  arisen,  has  proceeded  from  a  wish  to 
consider  that  more  was  committed  to 
France  than  really  was,  or  than  any  one, 
attentively  examining  the  terms  in  which 
Lord  Palmerston  expressed  himself,  would 
think  themselves  justified  in  ascribing  to 
them. 

With  respect  to  the  resumption  of  tnea- 
sures  of  coercion,  it  was  clear  that  M.  La- 
hitte  was  not  satisfied  with  the  position  in 
which  that  question  was  left,  nor  with  the 
understanding  which  existed  on  the  subject 
after  the  explanations  in  London;  but  still 
there  was  no  just  ground  of  complaint 
again^  the  conduct  of  the  British  Govern- 
ment, which  maintained  the  position  it 
had  taken  from  the  first. 

Coercion  was  to  be  renewed  whenever 
M.  Gros  declared  that  he  no  longer  ex- 
pected to  settle  the  affair  by  the  instru- 
mentality of  his  ^ood  offices.  If  he  had 
to  refer  home,  and  to  suspend  the  exercise 
of  his  mecliatorial  fimotioDSt  his  iiup«oii 
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at  an  end;  and  when  He  communicated  to 
the  French  Government  and  to  Mr.  Wjse 
that  he  had  suspended  all  action,  and  re- 
fused even  to  convey  a  proposition  of  Mr. 
Wyse  to  the  Greek  Government,  his  mis- 
sion had  terminated  hy  his  own  act.  If  it 
had  not  ceased,  why  should  he  have  re- 
fused even  to  transmit  a  proposition  of  Mr. 
Wyse's,  which  admitted  that  all  points  on 
which  there  was  a  difference  of  opinion  he- 
tween  the  two  negotiators  should  he  re- 
ferred to  their  Governments  at  home  for 
decision,  and  only  required  that  a  sum  of 
money  (180,000  drachmas)  should  be  depo- 
sited in  liquidation  of  those  claims  upon 
which  they  were  already  agreed.  It  can- 
not be  permitted  that  a  negotiator  should 
play  fast  and  loose,  and  say  I  have  not 
abandoned  my  role  of  mediator;  and  in 
the  same  breath  refuse  to  perform  any 
function  of  a  mediator,  even  of  the  simple 
character  of  transmitting  a  proposition  for 
acceptance  or  rejection. 

He  had  thus  endeavoured  to  show  that 
the  demands  upon  Greece  were  just  in 
their  origin — that  the  continued  refusal  to 
grant  redress  made  it  the  right  and  duty 
of  England  to  resort  to  such  measures  as 
usage  and  the  law  of  nations  prescribed 
for  the  purpose  of  vindicating  her  honour, 
and  secmg  justice  done  to  her  injured  sub- 
jects— and  that  Her  Majesty's  Govemmcnl 
had  gladly  availed  itself  of  the  offer  of  the 
good  offices  of  France  to  induce  the  Greek 
Government  to  yield  to  their  just  demands, 
and  that  only  when  these  failed  they  had 
been  again  obliged  to  have  recourse  to  a 
renewal  of  coercive  measures,  which  had 
finally  obtained  the  redress  that  had  been 
demanded. 

He  had  limited  his  observations  to  af- 
fairs with  Greece,  to  which  the  question 
before  the  House  immediately  related; 
but  he  could  not  sit  down  without  noticing 
the  reiterated  and  unfair  attacks  which  had 
been  made  upon  his  noble  Friend  the  Sec- 
retary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  for  his 
general  conduct  and  general  policy;  and 
e  did  so  the  more,  as  by  some  strange 
fatality  these  attacks  were  invariably  made 
upon  that  noble  individual  behind  his  back, 
in  a  place  where  ho  could  not  be  present 
to  defend  himself.  He  was  accused  of 
being  quarrelsome  and  pugnacious,  the 
friend  of  revolutionists  and  the  disturbers 
of  the  peace  of  Europe;  yet,  strange  to 
say,  though  this  dangerous  firebrand  had 
now  directed  the  foreign  policy  of  this 
country  for  more  than  fifteen  years  during 
periods  of  unexampled    difficulties,    and 
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peace  of  Europe  had  been  maintained  and 
the  honour  and  interests  of  England,  pre- 
served inviolate;  and  he  would  say  Uiis, 
that  whatever  danger  there  might  have 
been  at  any  period  during  the  last  twenty 
years  of  that  peace  being  disturbed,  it  had 
never  been  greater  than  under  the  pacifio 
administration  of  the  noble  Earl  opposite 
(the  Earl  of  Aberdeen),  whose  concessions 
did  not  prevent  our  interests  being  at- 
tacked and  our  honour  assailed  at  Tahiti, 
till  concessions  having  reached  their  ut- 
most limits,  the  boundaries  between  peace 
and  war  were  all  but  overstepped,  and  the 
two  great  Powers  of  England  and  of  Franee 
in  the  most  imminent  danger  of  being 
involved  in  fierce  hostilities.  Time,  how- 
ever, which  places  her  seal  of  approbation 
or  condemnation  on  the  acts  of  all  men, 
would,  he  felt  confident,  do  justice  to  his 
noble  Friend,  and  would  show  that,  so  far 
from  having  endangered  the  peace  of  Eu- 
rope, he  had  been  its  truest  friend;  thai 
by  recommending  wise  and  timely  reforma- 
tions in  the  ancient  institutions  of  Europe^ 
he  had  done  what  was  best  to  preserve 
what  was  really  valuable  in  their  existence) 
that  a  policy  of  concession  was  not  always 
a  policy  of  peace;  and  that  though  on  the 
one  hand  he  had  never  sacrificed  the  rights 
of  even  the  meanest  subject  of  the  Crown 
of  England,  he  had  never  attempted  to 
require  from  other  Powers  more  than  jus- 
tice entitled  him  to  demand;  and  whatever 
might  be  the  judgment  of  that  House,  he 
left  the  verdict  with  confidence  in  the 
hands  of  his  countrymen. 

The  Earl  of  HARDWICBLB  explained 
that  the  fieet  under  the  command  of  Admi- 
ral Parker  entered  the  Dardanelles  through 
stress  of  weather,  and  from  no  other  cause. 

Lord  BROUGHAM  said,  that  from 
accidental  circumstances  he  had  not  had 
an  opportunity  of  reading  the  voluminous 
blue  books  which  had  been  quoted  from 
so  copiously  that  evening.  But  if  he  had 
gone  through  them,  it  would  seem  that  he 
would  have  been  as  slightly  acauainted 
with  their  contents  as  he  was  at  that  mo- 
ment; for  no  sooner  did  any  one  of  his 
friends  who  had  carefully  read  these  pa- 
pers make  a  statement  founded  on  them, 
than  he  was  immediately  contradicted  by 
noble  Lords  opposite.  Being  in  this  state 
of  ignorance  he  had  listened  most  atten- 
tively to  the  very  interesting  and  very  im- 
portant discussion;  and  it  was  from  what 
he  had  heard  so  ably  stated  on  one  side, 
and  so  ably  replied  to  on  the  other,  that 
he  had  to  form  his  judgment.     He  took 
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was  the  Tie^  which  he  heliered  was  taken 
of  it  hy  99  persons  out  of  every  100 
throughout  the  country  at  large.  They 
did  not  care  which  was  right  or  which  was 
wrong,  the  Greek  Goyemment  or  the  Eng- 
lish Goyemment.  They  did  not  enter  into 
the  claims  of  Mr.  Finlay,  a  most  ahle, 
most  learned,  and  most  respectahle  man; 
or  of  M.  Pacifico,  of  whom  he  had  neyer 
heard  it  predicated  that  he  was  most  able, 
except  in  taking  care  of  his  own  interest, 
or  most  learned,  except  in  the  art  of  mak- 
ing accounts,  or  most  respectable  in  any 
point  of  view  whatever.  Nobody  cared 
about  the  merits  of  these  claims,  or  who 
was  right  or  who  was  wrong.  But  this 
they  said,  that,  as  it  was  commonly  ob- 
served he  must  be  a  person  fitter  for  Beth- 
lehem Hospital  than  any  other  part  of  the 
world  who  would  go  into  the  Court  of 
Chancery  for  a  sum  so  little  as  lOOL,  how 
much  more  fitted  for  Bethlehem  would 
they  be  who  would  rush  into  the  Court  of 
Chancery  for  a  thing  not  worth  one  far- 
thing ?  For  the  whole  of  this  matter  in 
dispute — except  as  a  question  of  abstract 
right — which  was  to  involve  England,  Rus- 
sia, France,  and  the  half  of  Europe  in  war, 
was  absolutely  the  most  insignificant  he 
had  ever  heard  of  as  a  cause  of  quarrel  be- 
tween any  two  nations  of  which  history 
made  any  mention.  He  thought  that  their 
Lordships  would  do  well,  in  the  present 
state  of  European  affairs,  would  act  wisely 
for  their  own  credit,  and  justly  towards 
their  own  characters  and  the  character  of 
their  public  policy,  if  they  rescued  them- 
selves by  a  vote  of  that  House  from  being 
supposed  to  be  parties  to  those  negotia- 
tions— to  these  proceedings  rather — for  no 
principle  was  involved  which  entitled  them 
to  be  designated  negotiations.  He  admit- 
ted that,  however  trifling  the  right  might 
be,  every  country  was  perfectly  justified  in 
asserting  that  right.  No  nation  was  to  be 
required  to  submit  to  be  wronged;  no  na- 
tion was  to  be  called  upon  to  submit  to  be 
insulted.  Her  rights  were  to  be  carefully 
guarded  by  the  powers  of  the  Government, 
even  though  the  infraction  of  those  rights 
might  be  of  comparatively  trivial  impor- 
tance. But  we  must  be  very  sure  that 
we  had  right  on  our  side;  and  we  must  be 
very  careful  how  we  interfered  to  assert 
and  maintain  that  right.  He  entirely  dis' 
sented  from  the  law  of  nations  as  it  had 
been  laid  down  by  some  noble  Lords.  He 
utterly  denied  that  any  nation  had  a  right 
to  go  to  war  with  any  other  nation,  or  to 
resort  to  the  ultimate  remedy  with  any 
otl^  ^atioB,  merely  to  enforce  a  cUim 


made  by  any  subject,  or  any  subjects,  of 
that  nation.     He  denied  that  even  a  popu* 
lar  tumult,  a  riot  at  Naples  for  instance,  is 
which  French  subjects  were  injured,  gave 
any  title  whatever  to  France  to  demand 
satisfaction  from  the  Government  of  Naples. 
He  denied  that  mere  injury  to  the  property 
or  even  to  the  person  of  an  individual  re- 
siding voluntarily  in  a  foreign  country,  gave 
any  right  to  the  Government  of  which  the 
injured  individual  was  a  subject,  to  demand 
redress.     A  claim  to  compensation  never 
could  be  made  against  the   Government 
of  a  foreign  State  for  injury  to  property, 
unless  such  Government  had  been  a  party 
to  the  injury.     It  was  frightful  to  think 
to  what  an  extent  dissensions  might  be 
created,   and  wars    might  be    waged,   if 
such  a  principle  were  admitted.      They 
had  been  told  that  a  Government  had  a 
right  to  interfere  if  any  wrong  was  done 
to  one  of  its  subjects  residing  in  a  foreign 
State,  the  Government  of  which  State  had 
not  the  will  or  the  power  to  prevent  such 
injury.     But,  if  that  principle  was  admitp> 
ted,  the  United  States  of  America  would 
be  surrounded  by  wars  just  as  they  were 
surrounded  by  neighbours,  for  each  creditor 
of  a  repudiating  State  might  claim  the  aid 
of  his  own  Government.     He  utterly  de- 
nied that  an  outrage  committed  by  a  few 
persons,  not  connected  with  the  Govern- 
ment, gave  the  right  to  claim  compensa^ 
tion.     Then  there  was  another  matter — 
the  mode  and  manner  of  applying  for  com- 
pensation  where  compensation  was  due. 
They  might  have  a  very  good  right  to  call 
for  explanation  from  a  foreign  Power — to 
say,  "  We  protest  against  such  an  act ;  we 
hold  you  answerable  for  it ;  we  call  upon 
you  to  clear  and  defend  your  conduct,  and 
to  give  compensation;*'  but  it  was  a  very 
different  thing  to  say,  "  We  have  a  right 
to  reprisal,"  for  the  exercise  of  that  right 
could  only  be  justified  when  the  Govein- 
roent  had  been  an  accomplice,  and  a  wilful 
accomplice,  in  the  wrong.     He  hoped  that, 
for  the  sake  of  the  interests  of  this  coun- 
try, their  Lordships  would,  through  the 
medium  of  their  decision  to-night,  shake 
themselves  loose  from  all  responsibility  for 
the  late  conduct  of  the  Secretary  for  Fo- 
reign Affairs.     He    said    this    with    the 
greatest  respect  for  his  noble  Friend  and 
former  Colleague  (Lord  Palmerston).     He 
(Lord   Brougham)   knew  that  his    noble 
Friend  had  been  assailed  elsewhere,  and 
especially  abroad,  in  a  manner  utterly  in- 
consistent with  all  justice;  and  with  facts 
within  his  (Lord  Brougham*s)  own  know- 
ledge respecting  the  noble  Lord*s  ccoista^ 
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and  deliberate  opinioDS,  and  his  strong 
feeling  in  favour  of  presenring  peace.  He 
(Lord  Brougham)  had  heard  with  indigna- 
tion the  assertion  made  in  France  again 
and  again,  that  his  noble  Friend  was  an 
enemj  of  the  peace  between  the  two  coun- 
tries; while  he  verily  believed  there  was 
no  man  in  England  who  was  more  anxious 
to  maintain  peace  and  to  perpetuate  peace 
than  the  noble  Lord.  Some  seven  or  eight 
Tears  ago  an  able  and  learned  person  asked 
bis  (Lord  Brougham's)  permission  to  be 
allowed  to  dedicate  a  book  to  him;  but  he 
(Lord  Brougham),  because  it  appeared 
from  the  title  and  the  preface  that  that 
book  contained  statements  of  his  noble 
Friend's  hostility  to  France,  refused  the 
request,  unless  the  author  would  also 
print  his  letter,  protesting  in  Lord  Pal- 
nierston's  behalf  Although  he  (Lord 
Brougham)  disapproved  the  policy  of  his 
noble  Friend,  no  one  was  more  ready  than 
himself  to  render  ample  justice  to  the 
great  ability  and  integrity  of  the  noble 
Lord.  He  felt  bound  to  give  his  vote  in 
fkvour  of  the  Motion. 

On  Question,  their  Lordships  divided: — 
Contents:  Present  113  ;  Proxies  56; 
Total  169.  Non-Contents :  Present  77; 
Proxies  55;  Total  132:  Majority  37. 
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Peterborough 
Hereford 

BARONB. 

Abercromby 

Auckland 

Carew 

Cloncurry 

Cowley 

Dacre 

Donman 

Dinorben 

Dorchester 

Dunfermline 

Keane 

Monson 

Montfort 

Mostyn 

Oriel 

Portman 

Rossmore 

Stanley  of  Alderley 

Stafford 

Stourton 

Suffield 

Vaux 

Vernon 


Paired  off. 

Duke  of  Bedford  Lord  St.  John 

Lord  Leigh  Earl  Somers 

Ix)rd  Stuart  de  Decies  Earl  of  Erne 

Lord  Belhaven  Earl  of  Lauderdale 

Duke  of  Grafton  Earl  Airlie 

Lord  De  Freyne  Earl  of  Longford 

Earl  Comwailifl  Earl  Brownlow 


Earl  Rosebery 
Bishop  of  Durham 
Lord  Dormer 
Earl  of  Camperdown 
Lord  Lilford 
Earl  Powis 
Earl  of  Devon 
Lord  Arundel 

Duke  of  Leeds 
EarlSefton 
Earl  of  Shrewsbury 
Bishop  of  Worcester 
Earl  Fitzhardinge 
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Earl  of  Orford 
Marquess  of  Ailsa 
Duke  of  Beftulbrt 
Lord  Sherborne 
Earl  of  Monster 
Earl  Ponifret 
Viscount  St.  Viiicent 
Lord  Willoughby  De 

Eresby 
Earl  Bathurst 
Lord  Downes 
Earl  Beauchamp 
Bishop  of  Rochester 
Viscount  Ezmontk 


Resolved  in  the  Afirmatifoe, 
House  adjounied  till  To-morrow. 


HOUSE   OF    COMMON  S, 
Monday,  June  17,  1850. 

MiNuns.l      PuBuo   Bills. -^1*    Home    Made 
Spirits  In  Bond. 
2*  Lord  Lieutenancy  Abolition  (h«land)  Admm- 
istration  of  Criminal  Justice  Improrement. 
RtporUd, — General  Board  of  Health. 

ADDRESSES  TO  DEa  MAJESTY. 

Lord  J.  RUSSELL :    Sir,  there  is  n 
subject  to  which  the  House  will  perhaps 
fjlow  me  to  call  its  attention,  although  I 
do  not  at  present  intend  to  give  any  notice 
of  Motion  with  regard  to  it.     It  is  a  sub- 
ject worthy  of  the  attention  of  this  House; 
and  if  I  find  that  there  is  a  general  opin- 
ion in  the  House  m  conformity  with  what 
I  have  to  state,  I  shall  certainly  propose 
some  alterations  in  our  orders  with  respect 
to  it.    I  allude  to  the  manner  in  which  ad- 
dresses from  this  House  to  the  Crown  are 
agreed  upon.    The  House  is  aware  that  on 
any  subject  that  requires  to  be  legislated 
upon,  whether  it  be  a  question  of  finance 
or  a  subject  of  general  legislation,   the 
House  has. an  opportunity  of  considering 
and  deciding  upon  that  subject  on  mora 
than  one  occasion;  so  that  if  any  resolution 
of  the  House  with  regard  to  it  does  not 
appear  to  have  the  consent  of  the  majority 
in  its  favour,  the  House  can  afterwards,  at 
a  subsequent  stage  of  the  proposition,  re- 
verse its  proceedings.     Now,  with  respect 
to  addresses  to  the  Crown,  the  case,  it  is 
well  known,  is  entirely  different;  becaoae 
when  an  address  is  moved,  and  has  onee 
been  carried,  it  is  immediately  ordered  that 
certain  Members  of  the  House  shall  pre- 
sent that  address  to  Her  Majesty,     The 
consequence  is  that  the  advisers  of  the 
Grown  must  either  advise  the  Crown  to 
comply  immediately  with  that  address,  or 
should  they  advise  the  Grown  not  to  coo^- 
ply^  it  tends  certainly  to  a  breach  betWMUl 
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the  House  of  Commons  and  the  Crown, 
which  it  is  desirable  to  avoid  except  on 
very  grave  occasions.  Of  course  Her  Ma- 
jesty's advisers  can  advise  Her  Majesty 
not  to  comply  with  the  address;  but  they 
are  not  very  likely  to  do  that.  It  seems  to 
me»  therefore,  that  it  would  be  advisable, 
in  order  to  place  addresses  to  the  Crown 
on  the  same  footing  as  other  proceedings 
of  this  House,  that  we  should  pursue  the 
course  with  regard  to  any  such  address, 
whenever  it  is  proposed,  which  we  should 
pursue  with  respect  to  addresses  to  the 
Crown  in  answer  to  the  Queen's  Speech  on 
the  first  day  of  the  Session.  In  that  case, 
when  an  address  is  agreed  to  in  this  House, 
it  is  moved  that  it  be  referred  to  a  Select 
Committee  to  make  a  report  on  the  follow- 
ing day,  and  that  report  is  then  taken  into 
consideration.  This  course,  therefore, 
gives  the  House  another  opportunity  of 
discussing  and  reconsidering  the  question. 
As  I  have  said,  I  will  not  give  a  notice  of 
Motion  on  this  subject;  but  I  wish  hon. 
Gentlemen  to  consider  whether  by  general 
agreement — for  I  do  not  expect  a  contest 
on  such  a  point — we  may  not  make  some 
alteration  in  the  Orders  of  this  House  to 
the  effect  which  I  have  now  stated. 

LORD  LIEUTENANCY  ABOLITION 
(IRELAND)  BILL. 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned  De- 
bate on  Amendment  proposed  to  Question 
[10th  June],  <*  That  the  Bill  be  now  read 
a  Second  Time;"  and  which  Amendment 
was  to  leave  out  the  word  '*now,"  and  at 
the  end  of  the  Question  to  add  the  words 
"  upon  this  day  six  months." 

Question  again  proposed,  "  That  the 
word  '  now'  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

Debate  resumed. 

Mb.  C.  ANSTEY  said,  that,  although 
he  approved  of  the  principle  of  the  aboli- 
tion of  the  vain  and  idle  pageantry  called 
the  Viceroyalty  of  Ireland,  he  was  not 
prepared  to  extend  one  inch  further  the 
principle  of  centralisation.  He  approved 
of  the  first  ^ve  clauses  of  the  Bill,  but  he 
would  not  support  its  further  progress  if 
the  noble  Lord  was  determined  to  abide  by 
the  machinery  which  it  was  the  object  of 
the  concluding  clauses  to  substitute  for  the 
present  system.  This  Bill  was  called  the 
Lord  Lieutenancy  Abolition  Bill,  and  if  it 
stopped  there  he  should  say  he  would  have 
no  objection  to  it.  But  the  most  important 
part  of  the  Bill  was  kept  out  of  sight — he 
meant  the  appointment  of  a  fourth  Secre* 
tary  of  State.     He  objected  to  all  that 


related  to  that  appointment,  and,  conse* 
quently,  on  that  ground  he  was  prepared 
to  opposed  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill, 
By  way  of  making  his  position  clear,  he 
begged  to  refer  to  Schedules  «*  A,"  "  B," 
and  *'  C,"  in  which  were  enumerated  Acts 
of  Parliament  by  which  the  power  at  pre- 
sent exercised  by  the  Lord  Lieutenant, 
with  or  without  the  advice  of  the  Privy 
Council,  were  proposed  to  be  confided  to 
other  hands.  Schedules  "A"  and  "B" 
proposed,  the  former  to  transfer  the  powers 
to  the  Privy  Council  of  Ireland  alone,  and 
the  latter  to  transfer  certain  powers  therein 
named  to  the  Privy  Council  of  Ireland. 
The  Privy  Council  of  Ireland,  like  that  of 
England,  though  the  chief  council  for  pur- 
poses of  State,  he  regretted  to  say,  waa 
never  summoned  unless  on  holyday  occa- 
sions, its  duties  having  been  usurped  bj 
the  Cabinet  Council,  a  body  unknown  to 
the  common  law.  When  he  came  to  Sche- 
dule "  C,"  he  found  the  powers  of  no  less 
than  twenty-seven  Acts  of  Parliament- 
some  of  them  Acts  of  the  Irish  Parlia- 
ment— ^proposed  to  be  taken  away  by  that 
Schedule,  as  well  as  by  Clause  II,  to  which 
it  related;  and  these  powers  to  be  taken 
from  the  Privy  Council  of  Ireland,  and 
vested  in  the  hands  of  one  Secretary  of 
State,  whether  at  present  existing,  or  here- 
after to  be  appointed  by  Her  Majesty,  and 
resident  in  London.  It  was  further  pro- 
posed to  give  this  Minister  the  power  of 
destroying  whatever  remnant  of  commerce 
remained  in  Ireland,  by  creating  a  quaran- 
tine, which  they  already  knew,  by  the  re- 
ports of  their  commissioners,  to  have  had 
a  most  injurious  effect  on  the  commerce  of 
any  port  where  they  had  been  established. 
They  never  were  effectual  for  the  purpose 
of  accomplishing  that  which  they  were 
aimed  at;  but  they  were  singularly  effec- 
tual for  the  purpose  of  destroying  com- 
merce. In  this  country,  namely,  in  Eng- 
land, Scotland,  and  Wales,  a  quarantine 
could  not  be  proclaimed  unless  by  an  order 
of  the  Queen  in  Council;  but  in  Ireland  the 
merchants  would  be  dependent  for  the  con- 
tinuauce  of  their  commerce  on  the  whim 
or  caprice  of  the  Secretary  of  the  day. 
He  further  found  that,  in  the  department 
of  law  and  justice,  the  Bill  proposed  to 
give  the  Secretary  power  to  alter  the  time 
and  place  at  which  assizes,  sessions  of  the 
peace,  civil-bill  sessions,  and  the  like,  were 
to  be  held,  such  as  the  Lord  Lieutenant  in 
Council  possessed  at  present.  Whilst,  as 
regarded  the  constabulary — that  standing 
army  not  voted  annually  by  that  Home    ■ 
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if  rqport  could  l>e  Mieved,  it  was  mtended 
to  ooimvi  tbsm  into  a  sort  of  garde  mo- 
hile;  and,  though  originally  intended  to  be 
a  purely  local  force,  they  would  in  future 
be  subject  to  be  drafted  in  sections  or  bodies 
to  any  part  of  the  kingdom — a  power  which 
was  heretofore  confined  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant by  the  adrice  of  the  Privy  Council. 
Again,  there  was  the  periodical  valuation 
of  Ireland,  on  which  valuation  taxes  and 
rates  were  assessed.  That  valuation  was 
to  take  place  every  fourteen  years;  and 
the  commissioners,  valuators,  and  other 
members  composing  the  machinery  that 
carried  out  the  Act,  were  appointed  by 
the  Lord  Lieutenant,  who,  in  Council,  had 
the  power  to  make  certain  alterations  or 
changes,  for  the  purposes  of  relieving  pro- 
perties of  certain  amount  from  undue  bur- 
dens resulting  from  taxation.  But  now  it 
was  proposed  to  transfer  these  powers  to 
an  almost  irresponsible  and  totally  non- 
resident fonctionary.  That  did  not  show 
a  disposition  to  govern  Ireland  for  the 
Irish,  which,  in  his  opinion,  could  never  be 
accomplished  save  by  discountenancing 
jobbery,  and  allowing  a  local  executive. 
JBvery  step  taken  was  in  the  wrong  direc- 
tion; and,  unless  he  received  full  and  tho- 
rough satisfaction  on  the  points  which  he 
had  raited,  he  was  ready  to  vote  against 
the  Bill.  Ever  since  the  legislative  Union 
Ireland  had  been  undergoing  a  progressive 
decline,  and  during  the  whole  of  that  time 
there  had  been  a  Lord  Lieutenant.  The 
present  Vioeroyalty  was  a  most  contempt- 
ible one,  its  powers  being  more  circum- 
scribed than  those  of  the  municipalities. 
They  would  do  well  to  abolish  it.  But  for 
what  purpose  ?  For  the  purpose  of  re- 
placing it  by  a  reality — ^by  something  hav- 
ing a  useful  operation,  and  accessible  to 
the  whole  population  of  Ireland.  The 
Executive  Government  of  Ireland  ought  to 
be  strictly  local,  and  it  was  because  it  was 
not  so  that  the  legislation  of  that  country 
was  all  vicious.  All  the  present  evils  had 
grown  up  under  a  system  of  centralisation, 
and  yet  it  was  now  proposed  to  make  that 
system  still  more  absolute.  Unless  he  re- 
ceived most  satisfactory  assurance  that  the 
Minister  to  be  armed  with  the  new  powers 
would  be  bound  to  reside  in  Ireland,  ex- 
cept when  attending  to  his  duties  in  Par- 
liament, he  should  oppose  the  further  pro- 
gress of  the  Bill. 

Sir  R.  PEBL  :  Sir,  considering  that 
this  Bill  is  brought  forward  by  Her  Ma- 
jesty *^GU>vemment,  and  that  the  undoubt- 
ed object  of  it  is  to  promote  the  good  go- 


vernment of  Ireland,  it  is  entitled  on  thea^ 
accounts  to  at  least  the  most  respectful 
consideration  of  this  House.  I  consider 
the  main  question  to  be,  will  tbe'ammge- 
ment  proposed  by  the  Bill  conduce  to  the 
good  and  satisfactory  government  of  Ire- 
land ?  All  other  considerations  are,  I  ap- 
Srehend,  subordinate  to  that.  The  with- 
rawal  of  the  Lord  Lieutenant  from  Ire- 
land may  or  may  not  affect  some  local  and 
partial  interests,  but  still,  if  the  result  of 
the  measure  shall  be  to  promote  the  end  of 
good  government  in  Ireland,  all  other  con- 
siderations of  partial  and  local  injury  are 
in  my  opinion  to  be  regarded  as  subordinate. 
I  wish  I  could  see  wiUi  the  same  confidence 
with  which  some  Gentlemen  see  the  un- 
equivocal advantages  of  this  Bill;  but  I 
own  that,  while  upon  the  whole  I  am  p^- 
fectly  willing  to  consent  that  the  experi- 
ment should  be  made,  I  am  bound,  in  giv- 
ing that  consent,  to  say  that  I  do  so  with 
much  hesitation  and  doubt  as  to  the  advan- 
tages which,  in  the  estimation  of  many 
Gentlemen,  are  likely  to  result  from  it.  (n 
this  I  am  confident,  that  if  yon  are  to  have 
local  authorities  who,  without  the  respon- 
sibility of  the  Lord  Lieutenant,  will  assume 
the  executive  functions  of  Government,  Ire- 
land will  derive  no  advantage  whatever 
from  the  measure.  I  am  quite  aware  of 
the  difficulties  which  men,  even  of  high 
character  and  great  acquirements,  have  ia 
administering  uie  government  of  Ireland; 
but  these  di&ulties  are  not,  I  apprehend, 
so  much  felt  on  account  either  of  their 
personal  qualities  or  on  account  of  the 
constitution  of  the  office  of  Lord  Lieuten- 
ant itself,  as  on  account  of  difficulties  in- 
herent in  the  state  of  society  in  Ireland; 
which  difficulties  will,  to  a  very  consider- 
able extent,  continue  to  operate,  even  if 
this  office  is  removed.  I  feel  that  there 
are  some  difficulties  inherent  in  the  con- 
stitution as  regards  this  matter.  When 
there  was  a  local  Parliament  in  Ireland, 
the  relation  of  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  was  a  national  and  con- 
stitutional relation.  The  Chief  Secretary- 
was  then  in  immediate  connexion  with  the 
Lord  Lieutenant.  He  stood  in  a  subor- 
dinate capacity;  all  he  did  emanated  from 
the  authority  of  the  Lord  Lieutenant,  and 
his  relation  to  him  corresponded  in  all  ma- 
terial respects  to  the  relation  in  which  a 
Minister  of  State  ordinarily  stands  with 
reference  to  the  Crown.  When  you  abo- 
lished the  local  legislature,  and  transfer* 
red  the  Secretary's  Parliamentary  functions 
to  this  side  of  the  water,  you  altered  nuk- 
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terially  the  relations  between  the  two  par- 
ties. You  put  the  office  of  Secretary  aside 
from  that  of  the  Lord  Lieutenant;  you 
made  him  a  Minister  responsibio  for  the 
administration  of  justice  in  Ireland  —  a 
Minister  necessarily  possessing  great  power, 
and  exercising  that  power  sometimes  with- 
out communication  with  his  chief,  however 
desirous  he  might  be  of  doing  so.  You 
thus  placed  him  in  a  position  in  which  it  was 
very  difficult  for  any  man  with  the  very  best 
intentions  to  carry  on  the  public  business 
without  the  risk  of  occasional  embarrass- 
ment. I  speak  from  experience  as  to  the 
difficulties  that  have  resulted  from  the  posi- 
tion in  which  the  Chief  Secretary  stands 
with  regard  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant.  At 
the  same  time,  what  may  be  the  effect  of 
removing  from  Dublin  the  authority  of  a 
nobleman  of  such  high  acquirements  as  the 
nobleman  now  administering  the  functions 
of  Lord  Lieutenant  in  Ireland,  and  what 
encouragement  it  may  give  to  the  revival 
of  local  agitation  and  to  the  struggles  of 
party,  I  cannot  pretend  to  predict;  but  I 
certainly  do  not  view  without  apprehension 
the  risk  that  if  you  are  to  have  a  local 
Commander-in-chief,  a  local  Lord  Chan- 
cellor, a  separate  bar,  and  altogether  a 
separate  administration  of  justice,  the  re- 
moval of  an  authority  like  that  of  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  —  acting  independently,  ani- 
mated by  a  sincere  desire  to  promote  the 
■welfare  of  the  people,  free  from  all  local 
prejudices,  and  from  all  personal  partiali- 
ties— may  be  attended  with  an  injurious 
effect.  You  have  attempted  to  counteract 
and  to  remedy  the  difficulty  that  arises 
from  this  peculiar  relation  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  by  giving  to  the  Secretary  for 
Ireland  necessai*y  additional  powers.  You 
have  occasionally  found  it  necessary,  or 
considered  it  necessary,  to  give  to  the 
Chief  Secretary  the  authority  of  a  Cabinet 
Minister.  That  I  conceive  to  be  a  most 
clumsy  device  for  remedying  a  difficulty  in- 
herent in  the  constitution.  It  is  a  device 
"not  only  disturbing  the  relations  of  a  chief 
to  his  subordinate,  but  one  positively  in- 
verting those  relations.  When  you  give  to 
the  Chief  Secretary  all  the  authority  of  a 
Cabinet  Minister,  and  leave  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant without  that  authority,  you  encour- 
age the  Chief  Secretary  still  more  to  as- 
sume for  himself  the  exercise  of  indepen- 
dent powers.  On  that  ground  alone,  then, 
from  the  difficulties  that  are  experienced  in 
maintaining  the  relations  between  these 
two  authorities — there  being  at  the  same 
time  grave  objections  to  the  remedy  occa* 
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sionally  employed,  that  of  conferring  the 
dignity  of  a  Cabinet  Minister  on  the  Sec- 
retary— it  is,  in  short,  from  a  reference  to 
the  difficulties  inherent  in  the  constitution, 
and  the  employment  of  that  occasional  re- 
medy, that  I  am  inclined  favourably  to 
receive  the  proposal  for  an  alteration  in 
these  arrangements.  I  am  bound,  also,  to 
admit  that  the  increased  facilities  of  com- 
munication between  the  two  countries  gives 
increased  means  of  conducting  the  Govern- 
ment of  Ireland  without  the  intervention  of  a 
Lord  Lieutenant;  and  probably  no  period 
could  be  better  selected  than  the  present 
for  making  that  experiment.  But,  then,  I 
must  say  that  that  which  will  best  recon- 
cile me  to  the  working  of  the  experiment 
will  he  that  you  have  unity  of  system  in 
the  form  of  government  which  you  are  to 
substitute.  1  did  express  strong  doubts — 
not  in  1846,  as  the  hon.  and  gallant  Mem- 
ber for  Portarlington  stated  the  other 
night — but  in  1844 — I  then  stated  the 
apprehensions  which  I  felt  as  to  the  re- 
sult of  the  appointment  of  a  fourth  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  administration  of 
Irish  affairs  ;  and  I  am  bound  to  say  that 
those  apprehensions  have  continued  till 
now.  The  advantages  compensating  for 
other  risks  and  inconveniences  are,  in  my 
opinion,  a  system  of  unity — a  system  of 
unity  of  legislation,  so  far  as  legislation 
can  be  uniform  respecting  two  countries 
like  England  and  Ireland,  and  unity  in  the 
way  of  appointing  one  man  to  administer 
the  whole  affairs  of  the  Secretary  of  State. 
If  you  have  two  Secretaries  of  State  for 
exercising  the  same,  or  nearly  the  same, 
duties,  the  question  must  arise,  whether 
you  are  not  forfeiting  a  great  part  of  the 
advantage  you  hope  to  obtain  from  the 
extinction  of  the  high  office  of  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant. You  are,  in  fact,  by  this  proposal, 
receding  from  the  principle  on  which  you 
acted  in  1816.  In  that  year  you  found 
the  advantage  of  consolidating  the  two 
Exchequers,  and  you  resolved  that  the 
financial  arrangements  of  the  two  countries 
would  be  better  carried  on  by  abolishing 
entirely  the  office  of  Irish  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  and  vesting  the  whole 
functions  of  the  office  in  the  English  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer.  Every  argu- 
ment that  could  apply  to  that  case  will  bo 
equally  apj)licablo  to  the  administration  of 
justice  and  the  exercise  of  the  executive 
functions.  If  you  are  to  have  two  Secre- 
taries of  State,  I  earnestly  entreat  you  to 
consider  the  nature  of  Buch  an  arranije- 
mcnt  as  this — to  put  Wales  and  Scotland 
2Z 
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under  one  of  them,  and  England  and  Ire- 
land under  the  other.  [Laughter.]  You 
laugh  at  the  idea  of  such  an  arrangement, 
but  there  is  no  reason  why  jou  should 
laugh  at  a  proposal  of  that  kind  any 
more  than  at  a  proposal  for  giving  one 
Secretary  to  Ireland,  and  another  Secre- 
tary for  the  rest  of  the  kingdom.  There 
might  be  good  reason  for  separating  Scot- 
land from  England  in  this  respect,  for 
there  a  separate  system  of  law  and  admin- 
istration exists  ;  but  I  really  do  think  that 
it  would  be  a  better  arrangement  to  have 
Wales  and  Scotland  under  one  Secretary, 
and  England  and  Ireland  under  another, 
than  to  make  the  distinction  you  propose 
by  this  Bill.  If  you  are  to  have  an  officer 
residing  in  England,  and  occasionally  per- 
haps in  Ireland,  with  all  the  authority  of 
the  Lord  Lieutenant,  then  I  must  say  I 
foresee  more  chances  of  differences  of  opin- 
ion with  regard  to  the  administration  of 
affairs  in  Ireland  than  at  present  exist. 
If  the  times  be  tranquil,  and  no  danger  of 
popular  commotion  arise,  then  the  Irish 
Secretary  of  State  may  very  easily  admin- 
ister the  affairs  of  the  Government  so  far 
as  the  employment  of  the  soldiery  in  con- 
nexion with  the  civil  power  is  concerned  ; 
but  suppose  there  may  be  serious  troubles 
in  Scotland,  and  disturbances  also  in  Eng- 
land and  Wales,  and  at  the  same  time 
popular  outbreaks  in  Ireland,  will  it  not  be 
of  the  highest  advantage  to  have  one  civil 
officer  who  has  to  communicate  with  the 
Commander  of  the  Forces  in  order  effec- 
tually to  suppress  the  outrages  that  have 
arisen — to  have  one  man  ready  to  deal 
with  the  exigencies  of  every  part  of  the 
empire,  than  to  have  two  men  both  respon- 
sible for  the  maintenance  of  the  public 
peace,  and  holding,  it  may  be,  different 
and  conflicting  views  on  a  matter  of  such 
importance  as  the  restoration  of  the  public 
peace  through  the  application  of  military 
force  ?  But  when  you  say  the  Secretary 
of  State  is  overwhelmed  with  public  busi- 
ness, and  that  it  is  necessary  to  appoint 
an  additional  Secretary,  my  experience 
rather  tends  to  show  that  the  conflict  of 
power  and  of  co-equal  authority  adds  to 
the  difficulty  of  disposing  of  public  busi- 
ness. If  I  am  to  take  no  step,  to  direct 
no  regiment  to  be  sent  to  Wales  without 
communicating  with  my  brother  Secretary, 
who  is  pressing  also  at  the  same  time  for 
that  same  regiment  to  be  sent  elsewhere, 
you  give  me  no  relief  in  the  execution  of 
my  functions  ;  because  before  I  give  my 
order  I  must  have  the  assent  of  another 


man,  possetsed  of  the  same  respoiiAibilitj 
as  myself,  and  wishing  to  have  the  same 
assistance.     Now,  with  respect  to  unity  of 
legislation.     We  all  know  that  it  is  of  the 
utmost  advantage  that  our  Irish  legislation 
should,  as  nearly  as  possible,  conform  in 
principle  and  in  details  with  our  legislation 
for  England.     It  is  easy  to  say  that  ;  bat 
when  we  come  to  the  practical  application 
of  the  principle,  how  many  difficulties  do 
we  not  find  in  the  way  ?     Must  the  one 
Secretary,  before  he  proceeds  to  legislate, 
hold    frequent    communications   with    his 
brother  Secretary  on  thqse  points  that  are 
to  form  the  groundwork  of  proceeding  for 
that  part  of  the  kingdom  under  his  juris* 
diction  ?     If,  on  the  other  hand,  there  is 
to  be  no  such  communication — if  one  is  to 
legislate  for  Ireland,  and  the  other  for  tho 
rest  of  the  empire,  without  communicationt 
then  you  undergo  the  risk  of  causing  such 
material  differences  as  must  disturb  thq 
harmony  of  the  whole.     I  assume  there 
will  be  communication  between  the  Secre* 
taries ;    and   I    only   say,    that    however 
pressing  the  amount  of  business  might  be, 
I  would  rather  be  responsible  for  the  whol^ 
of  the  legislation  of  the  country  than  for 
all  the  unsatisfactory  details  which  would 
be  inevitable  under  such  a  system.     Witl| 
respect  to  the  administration  of  criminal 
justice  in  Ireland,  if  thqre  be  a  separate 
Secretary  of  State  for  that  country,  what 
will  be  the  consequence  ?     There  will  be 
communications  carried  on  by  the  Judges 
and  by  the  Attorney  General  and  Solicitor 
General  with  the  Secretary  of  State,  and 
thus  you  will  be  keeping  up  a  distinciipn 
in  the  Irish  administration  of  justice  which 
it  is   your  object  to  avoid.     Whereas,  if 
there  were  but  one  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  united  empire,  who  should  be  respon- 
sible for  the  advice  given  to  the  Crown  in 
respect  to  the  exercise  of  the  prerogati?Q 
of  mercy  for  all  parts  of  the  united  king- 
dom, my  opinion  is,  that  the  burden    it 
would  cast  on  the  shoulders  of  that  ouQ 
Secretary  would  not  be  more  onerous  than 
it  is  at  present,  while  the  satisfafstion  it 
would  give  would  be  much  greater,  from 
the  conviction  which  the  people  of  Ireland 
would  feel  that  the  same  principle  in  the 
administration  of  the  law,  and  in  the  exer- 
cise of  the  prerogative  of  mercy,  was  ap- 
plied to  all  parts  of  the  kingdom.     I  ao 
not  wish  to  deny  the  fact  as  to  the  extent 
of  the  business  which   presses   upon   the 
Ministers  ;     and    there     is    no    effort    I 
would    not   make  to   relieve   the    Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Departm^^ 
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from  many  of  the  fanotions  which  he  now 
performs,  in  order  to  make  him  responsi- 
ble for  the  administration  of  the  criminal 
law  both  in  England  and  in  Ireland.  For 
instance,  if  it  be  true  that  the  saperintend- 
ing  the  administration  of  the  criminal  law 
he  too  heavy  a  duty  for  the  Secretary  of 
State  to  perform,  why  not,  if  you  are  go- 
ing to  alter  the  constitution  of  the  office 
of  Lord  Chancellor,  by  appointing  two 
Judges  to  discharge  the  duties  which  the 
Lord  Chancellor  now  performs — why  not 
transfer  the  administration  of  the  details 
of  criminal  justice  to  those  new  officers,  in 
order  that  the  Secretary  of  State  might 
be  able  to  apply  his  undivided  attention  to 
legislation  for  the  united  empire,  and  to 
the  duties  of  the  Executive  Government  ? 
Depend  upon  it,  if  you  make  the  change 
proposed  by  this  Bill,  what  you  will  want 
in  Ireland  will  be  the- moral  influence  of  a 
man  of  the  highest  authority.  I  consider 
that  authority  will  be  much  higher  if  it  be 
exercised  by  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department,  possessed  of  all 
the  authority  which  the  Crown  can  confer 
upon  him  for  the  administration  of  the 
whole  connected  affairs  of  the  united  em- 
pire. That  authority  will  be  much  greater 
than  if  you  constitute  a  distinct  Secretary 
of  State  for  administering  those  separate 
functions  in  one  part  only  of  the  united 
kingdom.  But  I  do  not  at  present  under- 
stand how  it  is  proposed  that  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  is  to  discharge  his  duties. 
Is  he  to  be  resident  in  Ireland  during  that 
period  of  the  year  when  his  Parliamentary 
duties  may  not  require  his  presence  in 
England?  and,  if  he  be  resident  in  Ire- 
land, will  he  have  full  power,  which  a  Sec- 
retary of  State  ought  to  have  in  times  of 
emergency,  of  acting,  not  only  with  formal 
authority,  but  with  a  known,  patent,  and 
unquestioned  authority,  which  free  access 
to  the  Sovereign  necessarily  confers  ?  Will 
he  be  enabled  to  suggest  the  Queen's  com- 
mand as  the  ground  for  those  acts  of  au- 
thority he  may  at  any  time  exercise  ?  But, 
if  he  be  resident  in  Ireland,  I  don't  see 
why  the  objection  which  has  been  made  to 
the  applications  that  are  frequently  for- 
warded by  the  magistrates  of  Ireland  to 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  for  advice  in  the  exe- 
cution of  their  magisterial  duties,  should 
not  be  equally  applicable  to  the  case  of  the 
Secretary  of  State,  to  whom,  no  doubt, 
the  magistrate  would  be  as  ready  to  apply 
for  advice  as  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant.  If, 
however,  the  new  Secretary  of  State  is  to 
reside  in  thia  country,  then  I  do  not  aee 


why  you  should  not  make  the  experiment 
you  are  now  about  to  make,  by  calling 
upon  the  present  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department  to  perform  these 
united  functions.  I  recollect,  during  the 
late  war,  that  all  the  functions,  and  the 
whole  of  the  administration  of  colonial  and 
foreign  affairs,  were  performed  by  one  Sec- 
retary of  State.  If  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman who  now  holds  the  office  of  Sec- 
retary for  the  Home  Department  would 
only  say  **  1  will  undertake  to  perform  the 
Irish  as  well  as  the  English  affairs,  only 
give  me  a  proper  number  of  subordinates, 
my  opinion  is  he  would  find  it  perfectly 
practicable  to  accomplish  the  object  de- 
sired. If  he  would  take  upon  himself  the 
sole  control  over  the  administration  of 
criminal  justice,  and  over  the  legislation 
of  that  branch  of  the  Government,  he 
may  depend  upon  it  he  would  not  have  a 
greater  demand  upon  his  time  than  he 
would  have  if  he  were  united  with  an  Irish 
colleague  who  would  be  constantly  telling 
him,  what  all  Irish  Members  were  ever 
telling  us,  that  Englishmen  knew  nothing 
about  Ireland;  that  no  Englishman  is  at 
all  fit  to  govern  that  country.  It  is  true 
when  Irishmen  came  over  here  they  heard 
Englishman  talk  of  certain  principles  of 
justice  and  of  equity,  and  so  forth;  but  still 
no  Englishman  could  understand  the  mys- 
tery of  Irish  society.  This  Irish  Secre- 
tary would  no  doubt  be  followed  by  many 
of  his  Irish  friends  in  this  House;  and  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  soon  find  the 
Irish  Secretary,  co-ordinate  and  co-equal 
with  himself,  a  very  disagreeable  colleague, 
and  one  not  likely  to  relieve  him  from  the 
burden  of  any  portion  of  that  business,  the 
discharge  of  which  was  the  cause  of  great 
anxiety  and  uneasiness  of  mind  to  him  on 
whom  the  responsibility  of  that  department 
of  the  Executive  Government  devolved.  I 
therefore  most  honestly  and  earnestly  ad- 
vise the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  take  the 
administration  of  those  functions  upon 
himself,  even  though  he  should  have  an- 
other 1 0th  of  April  to  contend  with.  For 
it  is  of  importance  that  the  same  mind 
which  has  to  guard  against  any  dangers 
that  may  threaten  this  metropolis,  should 
be  equally  called  upon  to  take  into  con- 
sideration whether  similar  arrangements 
would  be  necessary  in  the  event  of  the 
city  of  Dublin,  or  any  other  part  of  the 
United  Kingdom,  being  in  danger  of  having 
its  peace  disturbed.  A  command  of  time, 
and  less  of  change,  a  unity  of  system,  and 
a  prospect  of  inspiring  confidence,  besides 
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the  facilities  for  conducting  a  joint  admin- 
istration of  affairs,  are  in  my  opinion  ad- 
vantages infinitely  more  likely  to  be  en- 
joyed if  the  functions  of  this  department 
are  exercised  by  one  Secretary  of  State, 
than  if  the  duties  should  be  performed  by 
two.  I  wish  to  destroy  the  impression 
which  appears  always  to  rest  in  the  minds 
of  Irish  Gentlemen,  that  it  is  necessary 
for  them  constantly  to  refer  to  Govern- 
ment for  advice.  I  wish  them  also  to  see 
that  the  proposal  for  transferring  a  portion 
of  the  authority  now  held  by  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  to  the  municipal  corporations, 
would  not  at  all  solve  the  difficulty.  It 
may  bo  quite  right,  for  aught  I  know,  to 
transfer  some  of  those  powers  to  the  cor- 
porations; and  considering  that  the  suc- 
cessful result  of  the  exercise  of  the  muni- 
cipal authority  in  the  city  of  Dublin  has 
been  so  great,  it  may  be  the  opinion  of 
hon.  Gentlemen  that  by  increasing  their 
powers,  we  should  be  increasing  the  be- 
nefits arising  from  their  exercise.  Still 
1  do  not  apprehend  that  any  increased 
powers  given  to  the  municipalities  of 
Ireland  would  solve  the  difficulty  created 
by  taking  away  the  government  of  the 
Lord  Lieutenant.  Let  the  corporations 
have  additional  powers,  if  it  be  neces- 
sary, but  that  is  a  separate  question 
altogether;  and  let  it  therefore  stand  up- 
on its  own  independent  merits.  Giving 
increased  authority  to  the  municipalities 
will  not  assist  either  one  Secretary  or  two 
Secretaries  in  determining  the  principles 
of  legislation,  or  aid  them  in  conducting 
the  ordinary  affairs  of  Government.  I  do 
not,  however,  view  with  complete  freedom 
from  uneasiness  and  anxiety  the  change 
you  are  contemplating.  I  will  not  stop  to 
consider  some  questions  which  have  been 
suggested  in  the  course  of  the  debate;  but 
this  I  will  say,  that  if  you  think  the  city  of 
Dublin  is  likely  to  be  injuriously  affected 
by  the  loss  of  the  Lord  Lieutenant,  I  am 
of  opinion  that  we  shall  be  bound  to  con- 
sider, equitably  and  liberally,  the  claim 
which  Dublin  may  have  for  compensation. 
1  do  not  mean  a  claim  in  the  shape  of  a 
grant,  but  a  general  claim;  without  pre- 
tending precisely  to  say  what  pecuniary 
compensation  it  should  be.  I  do  not  en- 
tirely agree  with  the  noble  Lord  in  the 
opinion  that  all  the  sums  which  have  hi- 
therto been  spent  in  Dublin  would  hence- 
forth return  to  the  different  localities  and 
be  expended  there.  I  am  rather  afraid 
that  a  single  Court  with  increased  splen- 
dour— for   the  splendour  of  the   British 


Court,  splendid  as  it  now  is,  would  undoubt- 
edly be  increased,  and  would  be  adorned 
by  Irish  gentlemen  and  Irish  ladies — would 
have  a  tendency  to  increase  absenteeism; 
and  that  it  would  not  be  to  the  counties  of 
Ireland  that  tiie  benefit  would  accrue,  but 
rather  to  England,  by  a  concentration  of 
society  in  this  country.     However,    I  am 
prepared  to  incur  that  risk ;  but  that  which 
I  shall  ask  as  a  compensation  for  the  risk 
I  am  willing  to  incur  is  that  we  shall  so 
make  our  arrangements  for  the  legislation 
and  government  of  Ireland  as  shall  insure 
as  much  uniformity  and  as  much  unity  as 
it  is  possible  for  legislation  to  effect. 

Mr.  £.  B.  ROCHE  said,  that  upon  the 
first  occasion  when  the  noble  Lord  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  introduced  this 
measure,  he  thought  it  worth  his  while,  in 
order  to  get  rid  of  the  main  objection  to 
the  Bill,  to  state  authoritatively,  on  the 
part  of  the  Government,  that  there  was  no 
intention,  either  now  or  hereafter,  to  remove 
the  courts  of  law  from  Ireland.  He  had  no 
doubt  that  that  was  a  genuine  pledge  on 
the  part  of  the  noble  Lord,  and  he  was  sure 
that  it  would  be  kept ;  but  he  would  ask, 
had  they  any  reason  to  be  so  certain  that 
those  who  in  the  natural  course  of  events 
may  succeed  the  noble  Lord  would  not  be 
prepared  to  sweep  away  the  courts  of  law 
in  Dublin,  and  transfer  the  legal  adjudica- 
tion to  London,  for  the  purpose  of  cen- 
tralisation? He  thought  that  the  speech 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Tamworth  showed  them  that  at  any 
rate  there  was  one  man  in  this  country  who 
would  be  prepared,  when  in  power,  not 
only  to  give  them  what  he  was  pleased  to 
call  identity  of  law,  but  to  sweep  away 
every  remnant  of  local  power  in  Ireland, 
and  to  destroy  all  her  national  institutions. 
The  right  hon.  Baronet  would  allow  him  to 
state  that  in  the  minds  of  the  people  of 
Ireland  there  was  a  great  difference  be- 
tween equality  of  justice  and  identity  of 
laws.  The  circumstances  of  that  coun- 
try were  different  from  those  of  England, 
the  people  and  their  feelings  were  differ- 
ent, and  a  law  which  may  be  good  in 
England  may  be  exceedingly  bad  in  Ire- 
land. Therefore  he  insisted  that  when 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  held  out  as  an 
inducement  to  them  to  support  this  Bill, 
that  the  result  of  it  would  be  that  by  cen- 
tering everything  in  this  country  they 
would  have  an  uniformity  of  government 
and  an  identity  of  law,  they  would  hy 
adopting  such  a  course  be  inflicting  a  great 
injury  instead  of  conferring  a  benefit  on 
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the  people  of  Ireland.     He  confessed  tbat 
he  was  surprised  to  bear  the  speech  of  the 
right  hon.  Baronet.     Ho  listened  to  every- 
thing tbat  came  from  him  with  great  de- 
ference and  the  utmost  attention,  and  be 
was  aware  that  everything  which  he  said 
was  listened  to  with  the  same  deference 
and  attention  by  the  people  of  Ireland ; 
and  he  (Mr.  Roche)  must  declare  tbat  if 
ever  there  was  a  speech  calculated  to  rc- 
Yive  the  cry  of  a  repeal  of  the  Union,  it 
was  tbat  great  centralisation  speech  which 
they  bad  just  heard  from  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.     Would  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman let  it  go  to  tbe  bar  of  Ireland — 
that  body  which  bad  on  all  occasions  been 
a  credit  to   that  country,  and   tbe  only 
stronghold  of  nationality — tbat  bo  thought 
tbat  this  Bill  did  not  go  far  enough  in 
point  of  fact,  as  it  still  maintained  in  Ire- 
land a  separate  bar  and  a  separate  Lord 
Chancellor.     Tbat  was   tbe  only  conclu- 
sion tbat  be  (Mr.  Roche)  could  draw  from 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's   speech,  and 
he  thought  that  it  was  one  which  went  as 
determinedly  against  the  Bill  as  any  speech 
could  possibly  do.    Tbe  right  hon.  Baronet 
said  that  this  Bill  was  an  experiment,  and 
stated  tbat  Irishmen  always  fancied  tbat 
they  monopolised  all  knowledge  of  Ireland. 
He  (Mr.  Roche)  felt  tbat  if  this  Bill  was  an 
experiment,  it  wad  a  most  dangerous  one. 
He  would  pass  over  tbe  sneer  with  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  bad  alluded  to 
their  corporate  bodies  in  Ireland,  and  the 
extreme  and  punctilious  diligence  with  which 
be  picked  out  some  of  the  transactions  of  the 
corporation  of  Dublin.   The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman then  said  that  it  was  not  now  a  mat- 
ter of  consideration  whether  they  were  to 
have  local  authority  or  not;  tbat  tbe  ques- 
tion was  whether  tbey  would  have  an  uni- 
formity of  govei-nment,  or  have  separate 
Secretaries  of  State  for  England,  Wales, 
Scotland,  and  Ireland.     He  (Mr.  Roche) 
was  not  there,  though  opposing  the  Bill, 
to  vindicate  tbe  present  state  of  tbe  go- 
vernment of  Ireland,  nor  was  be  there  to 
accuse  the  Government  of  trying  to  ruin 
and  destroy   Dublin   by   introducing   this 
Bill.     Ho  was  not  there  to  vindicate  the 
conduct  of  tho  Lord  Lieutenant  in  Ireland; 
but  be  was  there  to  warn  tbe  House  against 
making  a  change  for  tbe  worse,  by  taking 
away  all  administrative   power  at  a  time 
wbon  everything  in  Ireland  was  in  a  state 
of   destruction,   and  when   every  interest 
there  was  in   a  state   of  collapse.     The 
uoblo  Lord  bad  told  them  that  tbe  Bill  was 
the  result  of  long  consideration  on  his  own 


part  and  on  tbat  of  tbe  Earl  of  Clarendon. 
He  must  say  that,  considering  the  length 
of  incubation,  tbe  effect  was  as  miserable 
and  unfledged  as  anything  tbat  could  be. 
Tbe  first  thing  tbat  the  noble  Lord  told 
them  was,  tbat  tbe  Irish  were  not  suffi- 
ciently self-dependent;  and  now  he  was 
going  to  make  them  more  dependent  on 
the  English  than  ever  tbey  were.  Tbe 
hon.  Member  for  the  city  of  Cork  argued 
in  favour  of  tbe  Bill,  that  they  were  too 
dependent  on  the  Irish  Government;  and 
his  cure  is,  that  they  should  be  made  de- 
pendent on  tbe  English  Government.  Tbe 
noble  Lord  at  tbe  bead  of  the  Government, 
and  tbe  right  hon.  Baronet  tbe  Member 
for  Tamworth,  seemed  to  have  strange  no- 
tions of  the  uses  of  government,  when 
tbey  thought  that  tbe  Government  was  to 
be  carried  on  by  a  centralised  police  force. 
Tbey  took  a  railway  view  of  the  question, 
and  looked  on  it  as  a  matter  of  time  and 
space.  If  tbe  noble  Lord  was  in  America, 
nobody  could  do  more  than  be  in  the  way 
of  annexation  ;  let  them  but  give  him  a 
railway,  an  iron  bridge,  and  a  steamboat, 
and  be  would  do  anytbing  in  that  way. 
Now,  he  would  caution  the  noble  Lord 
against  losing  the  confidence  of  tbe  middle 
classes  in  Ireland,  by  removing  tbe  local 
Government.  If  the  middle  classes  in 
Ireland  are  never  to  look  the  Government 
in  tbe  face,  how  long  will  it  retain  their 
confidence  ?  and,  if  it  loses  their  confi- 
dence, bow  long  will  you  retain  tbe  coun- 
try ?  His  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  tho 
Member  for  Middlesex  made  a  very  bril- 
liant speech,  advocating  this  Bill,  and 
adduced  as  an  argument  in  favour  of  tbe 
abolition  of  tbe  Lord  Lieutenancy  that  the 
great  majority  of  those  who  had  filled  that 
office  bad  been  either  knaves  or  fools.  But 
what  did  tbe  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
propose  ?  His  case  was,  that  tbey  should 
change  the  Lord  Lieutenant  into  a  Secre- 
tary of  State;  and  be  supposed  tbat  he 
would  wish  tbat  tho  Under  Secretary  of 
State  should  be  chosen  from  the  ex-aide- 
de-camps.  If  the  Lord  Lieutenants  were 
fools,  there  was  no  doubt  tbat  they  would 
have  made  worse  Secretaries  of  State. 
Such  men  would  be  much  more  mischievous 
as  Secretaries  of  State  than  as  Lord  Lieu- 
tenants. This  Bill  did  nothing  at  all  to 
improve  the  sources  from  which  good  go- 
vernment should  spring.  Tiiey  did  not 
alter  tbe  principles  of  government  by  it; 
tbey  merely  made  a  change  in  the  mode  of 
carrying  them  out.  He  would  now  allude 
to  the  reasons  which  had  been  given  \^j 
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the  bon.  and  learned  Member  for  Sheffield 
for  supporting  the  Bill.  That  Gentleman 
came  down  to  the  House  with  a  prepared 
philippic  against  Ireland,  which  he  had 
ready  for  delivery  on  the  first  convenient 
Irish  debate.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman said  that  the  Bill  was  a  good  one, 
because  it  would  make  the  poor-law  more 
representative  in  the  House  of  Commons. 
From  that  statement  it  appeared  that  that 
Gentleman  did  not  read  the  provisions  of 
the  Bill.  The  effect  of  the  Bill  would  be 
quite  contrary  to  that;  it  would  completely 
destroy  the  representation  of  the  poor-law 
board  of  Commissioners  in  the  House  of 
Commons.  It  would  take  those  who  at 
present  represent  the  poor-law,  out  of  the 
commission.  It  was  strange  that  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman,  who  was  so  much 
in  the  habit  of  charging  Irish  Gentlemen 
with  ignorance  of  their  own  affairs,  should 
now  give  his  support  to  a  Bill  which  he 
evidently  did  not  understand,  or  had  not 
taken  the  trouble  to  read.  If  this  Bill  was 
passed,  no  question  relating  to  the  poor- 
law  could  be  answered  in  that  House.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  raised  another 
question;  he  asked  them  to  point  out  to  him 
one  single  case  in  which  English  legislation 
on  Irish  matters  in  that  House  had  not  been 
the  acme  of  perfection.  He  added,  that 
since  Parliament  was  reformed,  they  never 
made  but  one  mistake :  but  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  did  not  point  it  out. 
He  (Mr.  Roche)  would,  however,  give  him 
a  few  instances  of  bad  legislation  with  re- 
gard to  Ireland.  In  1838  the  House,  in 
its  wisdom,  passed  a  poor-law  for  Ireland; 
at  that  time  it  was  the  expressed  intention 
of  the  Government  to  provide  for  the  then 
existing  pauperism,  and  to  diminish  it  for 
the  future.  What,  however,  was  the  con- 
sequence? In  the  year  1838  there  were 
80,000  paupers  in  Ireland,  according  to 
the  statement  of  Mr.  Nicholls;  and  in  1848 
the  number  of  paupers  amounted  to  nearly 
a  million,  and  your  law  of  1838  was  swept 
away  by  the  flood  of  increasing  paupers. 
Now  he  would  give  them  another  instance. 
In  the  year  1847  they  picked  out  their  best 
man,  and  sent  him  to  pacify,  subdue,  and 
govern  Ireland,  and  they  strengthened  his 
hands  by  two  most  unconstitutional  Coer- 
cion Bills.  In  1848  Ireland  was  in  mili- 
tary occupation,  the  constitution  was  sus- 
pended, and  rebels  were  in  the  field. 
There  was  another  case  of  English  wisdom. 
In  1849  they  passed  an  Act  to  disencum- 
ber the  land  of  Ireland,  and  in  1850  that 
^ct  began  to  work  to  the  utter  rnin  of  both 


creditor  and  debtor.     And  they  were  now 
passing  a  Bill  to  render  encumbrance  per- 
petual in  that  country,  and  to  give  legis- 
lative and  Parliamentary  sanciioa  to   the 
debtor.     This  was  an  answer  to  those  who 
said  that  Englishmen  could  govern  Ireland 
better  than,  or  as  well,  as  Irishmen.     [Sir 
R.  Peel  :  All  that  occurred  under  the  Lord 
Lieutenancy.]     The    right   hon.    Baronet 
the  Member  for  Tamworth  says,  that  all 
this  occurred  while  a  Lord  Lieutenant  was 
in  existence.     He  would,  then,  ask  whj  it 
was  that  the  Lord  Lieutenant  was   conti- 
nued up  to  the  present  time,  if  to  him  were 
to  be  attributed  all  the  misfortunes  that 
occurred  in  Ireland  ?     Why  was   it  that 
they  did  not  make  this  discovery  until  the 
year  1850  ?     He  did  not  care  much  about 
their  taking  away  the  Lord  Lieutenant; 
but  he  thought  that  they  should  not  take 
with   him    all    the   useful   administrative 
functions  that  at  present  existed  in  Ireland. 
If  they  took  away  the  Lord  Lieutenant, 
they  should  give  increased  power  to  the 
corporations;  they  should  make  them  free, 
as  they  were  in  England.     They  should 
give  them  free  grand  juries,  and  county 
corporate  bodies,  who  should  properly  re- 
present the  people,  and  control  the  local 
taxation.     If,  however,  they  once  let  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Tam- 
worth get  into  power,  they  would  lose  not 
only  their  mock  court,  but  along  with  it 
would  go   the    Lord  Chancellor  and  the 
Irish  bar,  and  everything  which  Irishmen 
ought  to  hold  dear  to  them.      Ho   (Mr. 
Roche)  protested  against  such  a  proceed- 
ing; and  he  would  say  that  if  this  Bill  did 
no  other   mischief,   it  would  do  this — it 
would  afford  an  excuse  to  those  who  were 
desirous  of  crushing  all  national  feeling  in 
Ireland  to  hound  on  the  English  to  crush 
all  their  national  institutions.     He  knew 
that  he  and  those  who  held  the  same  views 
as  he  did  would  be  defeated  that  night ; 
but  he  warned  the  Government  that  they 
would  not  be  able  to  carry  out  the  mea- 
sure; for  although  the  Irish  Members  were 
few  in  that  House,  yet  as  long  as  thej 
possessed  the  confidence  of  the  people  of 
Ireland,   they  were    strong    outside   the 
House.     If  the  Bill  passed,  the  cry  of  na- 
tional redemption  would  go  forth  to  excite 
a  people  who  were  both  patriotic  and  sen- 
sitive.    Seeing  from  the  indications  which 
came  from  both  sides  of  the  House,  that 
the  Bill  was  not  a  mere  attempt  to  alter 
the  staff  and  remove  the  Lonl  Lieutenant, 
but  to  crush  all  national  feelings  and  all 
independent  exertions  in  {relaadi  he  Woul4 
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g^ve  the  Bill  the  fullest  and  strongest  op- 
position in  his  power;  and  he  hoped  that 
in  case  it  should  pass  this  House,  the  Irish 
people  would  have  occasion  to  th^nk  their 
stars  that  they  hare  a  House  of  Lords. 

Sir  R.  peel  explained.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  was  mistaken  if  he  supposed 
that  he  had  any  desire  to  interfere  with 
the  har  of  Ireland,  or  the  separate  exist- 
ence of  the  Attorney  General  and  Solicitor 
General,  or  of  a  judicial  hench.  In  his 
opinion,  those  matters  left  the  question 
entirely  untouched,  whether  they  had  two 
Secretaries  of  State  or  one. 

Mr.  NAPIER  having,  after  consider- 
able deliberation,  come  to  a  conclusion  dif- 
ferent from  that  to  which  his  mind  was  in 
the  first  instance  inclined,  felt  it  his  duty 
to  give  his  reasons  why  ho  had  done  so, 
and  why  he  considered  he  ought  to  oppose 
the  second  reading  of  this  Bill.    The  noble 
Lord,  in  introducing  the  Bill,  said  it  was  a 
subject  of  the  greatest  importance  to  unite 
the  administration  of  Ireland  with  that  of 
the  rest  of  the  empire,  and  expressed  his 
desire  to  equalise  the  laws  of  both  countries, 
and  to  prevent  those  evils  which  directly 
obstructed  the  welfare  of  Ireland,  and  ulti- 
mately affected  the  interests  of  England. 
That  statement  caught  his  (Mr.  Napier's) 
attention  with   many  who    acknowledged 
the  abuses  that  existed,  and  cotild  see  no 
prospect  of  any  likely  remedy  but  some 
6uch  change  in  the  administrative  govern- 
ment of  Ireland.     He  entirely  concurred 
in  the  view  of  the  noble  Lord,  that  the 
Union  in  law  should  be  followed  up  by  a 
union  of  administration,  and  if  the  Bill 
effected  or  accelerated  that  result,  he  (Mr. 
Napier)  would  support  it ;  but  believing  it 
would  have  no  such  effect,  but  would,  on 
the  contrary,  aggravate  existing  evils,  he 
felt  bound  to  give  it  his  strenuous  opposi- 
tion.   The  Bill,  so  far  from  providing  one 
administration,  perpetuated    two    distinct 
administrations;  it  substantially  fused  into 
one  the  offices  of   Lord  Lieutenant   and 
Chief  Secretary,  and  transferred  the  head 
of  the  Executive  Government  from  Dublin 
to  London,  leaving  the  rest  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  work  its  way  in  Ireland.      The 
right  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Tam- 
worth  had  stated  with  great  clearness  the 

f;rounds  on  which,  with  all  deference,  he 
Mr.  Napier)  thought  a  very  different  con- 
clusion from  that  at  which  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  had  arrived  might  have  been 
based  ;  but,  setting  aside  any  objections 
to  the  creation  of  the  new  Secretary- 
|ihi|»9  H  wot44  be  important  for  the  con- 


sideration of  the  Bill  before  them  to  see 
how  far,  supposing  the  new  office  carried 
out,  it  possessed  advantages  over  the  office 
of  Lord  Lieutenant.     The  noble  Lord  at 
the  head  of  the  Government,  after  stating 
at  great  length  the  evils  of  the  several 
administrations  to  which  Ireland  had  been 
subject  for  centuries,  assumed  that  those 
evils  were  essentially  inherent  in  the  office 
of  Viceroy,  and  could  not  be  removed  or 
remedied  without  getting  rid  of  the  office. 
He,  for  one,  would  say  that  if  these  evils 
could  not  be  remedied  but  by  the  abolition 
of  the  Viceroyalty,  that  the  office  ought  to 
be  abolished ;  but  when  the  noble  Lord 
came  to  put  forward  his  case  for  the  pro- 
posed change,  he  did  not  seem  to  think  it 
possible  for   a  moment   that    any   abuse 
whatever  could  arise  under  his  new  sys- 
tem.    The  noble  Lord  had  described  the 
Lord  Lieutenancy  as  a  sink  of  corruption, 
jobbing,  and  intrigue ;  but  he  should  re- 
member that  there  were  two  parties  to  such 
jobbing  and  corruption.     His  new  Chief 
Secretary  was  not  only  to  have  the  gift  of 
clairvoyance,  and  to  see  everything  going 
on  in  Ireland,  but  to  be  incorruptible  and 
beyond  political  pressure  in  all  time  to  come. 
He  certainly  would  be  in  direct  communica- 
tion with  the  Government,  and  immediately 
under  the  control  of  Parliament;  but  when 
the  noble  Lord  compared  this  new  officer 
with  past  Lord  Lieutenants,  it  should  not 
bo  forgotten  that  he   compared   realities 
with  what  did  not  yet  exist.     They  had 
had  heard  much  talk  of  identifying  Ireland 
with  England;  but  he  would  tell  the  House 
in  one  word,  that  it  could  not  be  done. 
Attract  the  sympathies,  conciliate  the  feel- 
ings, and  gain  the  affections  of  her  people 
they  might;  but  they  never  could  remove 
those  national  peculiarities,  or  destroy  the 
distinguishing  lineaments  which  had  been 
stereotyped  by  the  hand  of  God.  He  hoped 
the  day  would  come  when  such  distinctions 
as  the  laws  could  remove  would  be  seen  no 
more,  and  that  the  genial  influence  of  the 
British  constitution  might  be  brought  fully 
to  bear  upon  Ireland;  but  they  must  per- 
mit the  people  to  cherish  their  peculiari- 
ties; and,  in  the  wisdom  of  Bacon,  if  they 
wished  to  conquer  nature,  it  must  be  by 
obedience.      They  had   also    heard   some 
hints  thrown  out  as  to  the  propriety  of 
uniting   the   bar   of   Ireland    to   that  of 
England ;  and,  sorry  as  he  should  be  for 
any  such   measure,  if  the  fusion  of   the 
two  bars  was  necessary  for  the  happiness 
of  Ireland,  he  would  say.  Perish  the  bar 
of  Ireland,  and  let  her  people  be  happj. 
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That  the  noble  Lord  did  not  propose  to 
do.  He  left  in  Ireland  a  separate  bar, 
the  law  courts,  a  Privy  Council,  a  Com- 
mander-in-chief, and  a  Royal  residence, 
and  thus  permitted  a  great  amount  of  se- 
parate administration.  Was  it  carrying 
out  the  principle  of  the  Union  to  have 
an  office  open  to  political  influence  in  Eng- 
land, and  to  political  pressure  from  Ireland, 
vrith  nothing  but  secondhand  experience, 
and  under  the  screw  of  what  was  termed 
State  policy?  Would  the  principle  be  bet- 
ter carried  out  by  such  an  officer  than  by 
an  able  and  impartial  nobleman  residing  in 
Ireland,  with  all  the  advantages  of  im- 
mediate access  to  the  best  sources  of  local 
information  ?  It  would  be  much  more  con- 
venient, in  the  event  of  a  necessity  arising 
for  those  occasional  consultations  with  the 
Cabinet  which  had  been  referred  to,  for 
the  Viceroy  representing  the  Crown  to  come 
over  from  Dublin,  and  to  bring  with  him 
the  results  of  his  personal  observation  and 
experience.  There  was  one  strange  fallacy 
pervading  the  whole  of  the  noble  Lord's  ar- 
guments, founded  on  the  increased  facilities 
of  communication  between  the  two  coun- 
tries, which  was,  that  whilst  he  spoke  of 
twelve  hours'  distance  between  Dublin  and 
London,  he  forgot  that  it  was  a  very  different 
matter  if  you  come  to  look  to  a  case  arising 
in  Kerry  or  Mayo,  which  had  to  be  settled  in 
London  after  references  to  the  authorities 
in  Dublin.  But  the  certainty  of  informa- 
tion, the  truth  in  public  matters,  was  a 
result  of  some  importance.  Still,  and  he 
was  sure  the  noble  Lord's  experience  would 
bear  him  out  in  saying,  there  was  nothing 
more  difficult  than  to  get  at  the  facts  of 
any  controverted  transaction  in  Ireland. 
Which  would — the  old  or  the  new  system 
— work  the  best  in  that  point?  A  Lord 
Lieutenant  residing  in  Dublin,  would  have 
every  channel  of  information  open  and  ac- 
cessible on  the  spot — the  judges,  the  as- 
sistant barristers,  and  the  gentlemen  of  the 
country.  Admitting  all  the  difficulties  in 
his  way,  such  a  person  must  be  more  likely 
to  get  accurate  information  on  the  spot 
than  a  person  living  in  London,  far  re- 
moved from  the  scene  of  the  particular  oc- 
currence; and  the  staff  of  lower  officials  who 
would  be  left  behind  would  scarcely  be  able 
to  aid  him  from  their  inferior  and  more  cor- 
ruptible sources  of  information.  The  daily 
conference  witli  the  legal  functionaries  in 
Dublin  on  matters  familiar  in  Irish  Go- 
vernment, would  also  be  cut  off  by  this 
Bill.  Were  the  Attorney  and  Solicitor 
Gcucral  and  the  head  of  the  constabulary 


to  remain  in  Dublin  or  London;  and  was 
it  not  more  important  for  the  individual 
charged  with  the  government  of  Ireland  to 
hold  daily  communications  with  them,  than 
casually  With  the   Cabinet    Ministers,   to 
whom  he  could  go  whenever  he  pleased  ? 
Suppose  such  a  state  of  things   occnrred 
again  in  Dublin  as  they  had  seen  in  1848 
— the  Lord  Lieutenant  gone — the   Chiof 
Secretary  in  London — a  sudden  emergency 
arises — who  was  to  act  ?  Who  was  to  com- 
mand the  Commander-in-chief?      Was  it 
the   Lord   Mayor;  or,   if  there  were  two 
claimants  to  that  honour,  as  recently,  was 
it  the  Lord  Mayor  de  jure,  or   the  Lord 
Mayor  de  facto  ?     He  trusted  such  a  time 
would  never  come;  but  they  were  bound  to 
guard  against  it,  and  a  steady   and  firm 
Executive,  with  all  its  resources    on    the 
spot,  strong  in  confidence  and  moral  seca- 
rity,  would  be  invaluable  in  such  an  hour 
of  danger.     English  Members  went  much 
astray  when  they  talked  of  at   once   as- 
similating the  social  systems  of  England 
and  Ireland.     The  latter   was   in   many 
places  without  a  resident  gentry — without 
any  class  to  fill  up   the  gradations    be- 
tween rich  and  poor — with  much  poverty, 
dissatisfaction,  and  discontent.     It  would 
be  wise  to  consider  whether  a  magistrate 
or  a  stipendiary  officer  placed  in  such  a 
state  of  things,  without  encouragement  and 
support  from  the  residents,  was  in  a  like 
position  as  if  he  was  in  a  peaceable  Eng- 
lish county  ?     Plainly  not — and  therefore 
the  custom  had  been  to  assist  magistrates 
and   others   placed   in   such   difficult  cir- 
cumstances by   legal    interpretation,  and 
by  advice  on  points  of  policy,  which  were 
referred    to   the    Lord   Lieutenant,    and 
which  he  considered  in   conjunction  with 
the  law  authorities   and  the  head  of  the 
constabulary.      The  noble   Lord  asserted 
that  the  office  was  calculated  to  increase 
party  spirit.      They  heard    a   great  deal 
about  party  spirit  in  Ireland,  just  as  if  they 
had  none  of  it  themselves  ;    but  for    his 
part  he  considered  it  the  price  that  must 
be  paid  for    a  free  constitution,  and  the 
result   of  those   energetic    differences    of 
opinion  it  engendered.     It  was  not  party 
spirit,  but  the  dishonest  working  of  party 
spirit,    ho    objected    to,  and    which    ho 
wished  to  see  put  down;  and  it  would  be 
far  more  easy  to  suppress  it  by  an  honest 
policy  than  by  any  change  of  the  agent 
who  carried  our  policy  into  effect.     Party 
spirit  could  be   as  easily  influenced  by  a 
Chief  Secretary  in  London  as  by  a  Lord 
Liouteuaut  in  Dublin;  and  although  they. 
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had  heard  great  use  made  of  the  phrase, 
••  the  backstairs'  intrigue  of  Dublin  Cas- 
tle," he  believed  the  only  difference  would 
he  that  those  who  used  the  back  stairs  in 
Dublin  could  march  up  the  front  stairs  in 
Downing-street;  and  that  those  who  might 
be  ashamed  to  be  seen  soliciting  favours 
openly  in  a  place  where  they  were  known, 
would,  on  the  eve  of  a  critical  division, 
when  a  few  votes  were  of  importance, 
boldly  ask  for  them,  and  obtain  some 
crumbs,  or  it  might  be,  a  good  slice  of 
the  loaf  of  patronage,  the  distribution  of 
which  had  been  so  candidly  explained  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  in  a  recent  letter 
to  his  constituents.  He  could,  indeed, 
conceive  the  Chief  Secretary  subject  to 
an  influence  in  London,  from  which  in 
Dublin  he  might  be  free;  and,  much  as  he 
loved  England,  if  he  saw  a  section  of  Eng- 
lish Members  bringing  their  power  to  bear 
on  the  Secretary,  and  forcing  him  by  their 
influence  to  do  what  would  militate  against 
the  real  interests  of  his  countrv,  he  had 
enough  of  Irish  blood  to  bo  roused  at  the 
sight,  and  he  might  bo  disposed  to  think 
that  there  was  no  very  great  advantage 
in  having  Ireland  administered  under  such 
English  influence.  It  was  not  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  who  was  responsible  for  Irish 
legislation,  but  that  House;  and  he  would 
be  glad  to  see,  not  identity  of  legislation, 
for  that  was  impracticable,  but  a  system  car- 
ried out  with  the  same  affection,  care,  and 
real  regard  for  Ireland,  that  they  exhibited 
towards  England.  Ho  could  not  but  say 
there  were  instances  with  which  he  was 
acquainted  in  which  that  was  not  the  case. 
He  would  refer  to  one  only.  A  Bill  of 
great  importance  to  Ireland  had  recently 
been  brought  in,  to  which  he  had  given  his 
best  assistance  in  its  various  stages.  When 
it  went  to  the  other  House,  certain  clauses 
of  a  very  important  character  were  added 
to  it,  founded  in  utter  ignorance  of  the  laws 
of  Ireland.  These  Amendments  were  not 
noticed  in  the  Parliamentary  papers  of  this 
House.  The  Bill  was  returned  with  the 
Amendments,  and  at  two  o'clock  in  the 
morning,  before  they  adjourned  for  the 
Whitsuu  holydays,  the  Bill  was  passed 
without  the  attention  of  any  Irish  Mem- 
ber being  directed  to  it.  On  being  ac- 
quainted with  the  fact,  he  wrote  to  the 
Solicitor  General,  who  informed  him  a  Bill 
would  be  brought  in  to  amend  the  former 
Bill,  and  he  (Mr.  Napier)  expected  he 
would  have  been  informed  when  the  new 
Bill  would  come  on;  but  it  was  read  a  flrst 
And  second  time  on  the  sfiimo  QTPuiug  with- 


out previous  notice,  passed  through  Com- 
mittee in  haste;  and  when  on  the  third 
reading  he  pointed  out  to  the  Attorney 
General,  who  was  naturally  enough  unac- 
quainted with  the  peculiar  law  of  Ireland, 
the  glaring  defects  of  the  new  Bill,  he  was 
answered  by  a  midnight  majority.  The 
Bill  was  now  the  law  of  the  land,  and  ho 
prophesied  before  the  Session  elapsed  they 
would  have  an  application  to  introduce 
a  Bill  to  amend  a  Bill  to  amend  a  Bill 
which  had  been  passed  but  a  few  weeks 
previously.  He  was  no  grievance-monger; 
but  ho  asked,  could  such  a  thing  have  hap- 
pened in  the  case  of  any  English  Bill  ?  In 
Ireland,  where  many  people  regarded  par- 
ticular measures  more  than  abstract  policy, 
the  circumstance  had  given  rise  to  the 
greatest  dissatisfaction;  but  if  the  House, 
instead  of  such  reckless  legislation,  intro- 
duced sound  and  well-considered  measures 
— if  they  gave  the  country  a  firm  and  sted- 
fast  administration  of  the  law — if  they  pro- 
tected the  peaceful  and  repressed  the  law- 
less, 80  as  to  give  real  security  to  life  and 
property,  his  life  for  it  English  capital 
would  soon  flow  into  Ireland,  and  they 
would  see  her  prosperous  and  employed. 
As  to  the  Bill  before  them,  he  doubted, 
even  supposing  it  advisable  to  equalise 
the  administrations  of  the  two  countries, 
whether  that  was  a  time  at  which  they 
could  venture  on  an  experiment  present- 
ing but  speculative  advantages,  and  en- 
tailing certain  evils.  The  noble  Lord  had 
referred  to  the  letter  of  George  III.  as 
intimating  the  impression  on  his  mind 
that  the  Lord  Lieutenancy  should  be  abol- 
ished; but  he  (Mr.  Napier)  rather  thought 
it  showed  His  Majesty  anticipated  that, 
by  the  sound  and  wise  influence  of  the 
agencies  of  the  constitution,  the  Irish  peo- 
ple might  gradually  be  raised  to  a  level 
of  civilisation  with  the  people  of  England. 
He  would  ask  the  House  what  was  the 
present  condition  of  the  people  of  Ireland 
— were  they  not  most  deplorably  depress- 
ed ?  He  would  not  be  hypocritical  enough 
to  contend  that  a  powerful  argument  might 
not  be  founded  upon  the  effect  of  the  pro- 
posed change  on  Dublin;  but  he  was  bound 
also  to  look  at  the  view  which  the  people 
of  Ireland  generally  were  likely  to  take  of 
such  a  question.  They,  he  doubted  not, 
would  regard  the  whole  policy  of  it  with 
alarm.  The  people  of  Dublin  would  view 
with  regret  the  withdrawal  of  the  Court; 
they  would  view  it  in  connexion  with  the 
ungenerous  discontinuance  of  all  the  grants 
madQ  ^0  tl^eir  hospitals  j  t)ipjf  vrould  look 
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on  it  as  a  measure  calculated  to  crush  a 
respectable  class  that  had  hitherto  en- 
deavoured to  maintain  a  good  position  by 
industry  in  trade.  Was  this,  then,  the 
time  to  propose  a  measure  for  abolishing 
the  office  of  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland — 
a  time  when  the  whole  social  system  had 
been  racked  and  shivered,  and  the  country 
80  recently  smitten  with  sterility;  was  such 
the  fitting  time  to  bear  hard  upon  the  feel- 
ings of  a  suffering  people  ?  Surely  that 
was  the  last  moment  that  any  one  should 
choose  for  the  purpose  of  trying  political 
experiments  upon  afflicted  and  impover- 
ished Ireland.  In  England  the  proposed 
change  might  be  regarded  in  one  point  of 
view;  but  he  did  not  doubt  that  the  peo- 
ple of  Ireland  would  regard  it  otherwise; 
he  feared  that  they  would  view  it  as  an 
insult  in  their  distress  if  they  could  not 
find  that  any  sound  political  argument 
had  been  urged  in  its  support.  They  had 
their  national  peculiarities  as  well  as  other 
people  —  national  peculiarities  which  no- 
thing could  efface:  the  land  of  Burke  and 
of  Wellington  might  cling  to  her  national 
feelings  with  pride,  and  at  least  without  re- 
buke. The  people  might  naturally  expect 
that  the  Government  of  this  country  ought 
to  begin  at  the  right  end;  that  they  ought 
to  proceed  first  upon  principles  of  sound 
legislation;  that  they  ought  not  to  allow 
the  vessel  of  the  State  to  drift — that  the 
time  had  come  when  they  ought  to  steer. 
When  they  succeeded  in  somewhat  raising 
the  people  of  Ireland  to  comparative  pros- 
perity, then  perhaps  oxperiments  might 
be  tried.  Feeling  that  this  new  separate 
gystem  could  not  be  rendered  salutary  or 
effective — believing  that  the  Irish  Govern- 
ment in  Dublin  might  be  allowed  to  re- 
main there,  and  yet  be  stripped  of  many 
of  its  evils,  he  therefore  could  not  vote 
for  this  Bill.  As  to  the  present  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  he  had  had  little 
intercourse  with  him;  but  in  that  little 
he  found  him  candid,  courteous,  and  pa- 
tient, and  doubted  not  that,  with  a  Ca- 
binet capable  of  furnishing  him  with  sound 
instructions,  that  noble  Lord  was  equal  to 
the  task  of  governing  Ireland  with  satis- 
faction and  advantage  to  the  country  and 
the  empire  at  large. 

Mr.  SADLEIR  said,  that  he  had  heard 
three  long  speeches  upon  tho  question  be- 
fore the  House;  but  it  seemed  to  him 
that  they  applied  moro  to  the  details  of 
the  measure  than  to  its  principle,  and  he 
therefore  thought  they  would  have  been 
DAore  appropriately  addressed  to  the  Com- 


I  mittee  than  to  the  House.  Many  of  the  ar- 
guments  which  had  been  urged  by  his  coun- 
trymen partook  strongly  of  sentimeDtality; 
but  he  was  not  disposed  so  to  treat  thi< 
important  subject.     There  were  manj  ob- 
jections   to  the  details    of  the  measure, 
which  might  be  fairly  considered  in  Com- 
mittee; but  as  to  the  abolition  of  the  yice- 
regal  system   of   government,   there  had 
been  an  utter  failure  to  urge)  any  satisfac- 
tory argument  against  the  great  principle  of 
that  proposition.     The  Irish  Members  who 
were  opposed  to  this   principle   were  bat 
few  as  compared  to  the  gross  number  of 
Irish  representatives  in  the  House.     The 
majority  of  Irish  Members  in  this  House 
were  now,  as  they  had  been  for  years, 
anxious  to  see  a  measure  of  this  character 
introduced,  and  the  insulting  and  disgrace- 
ful method  of  governing  a  lar^e  portion  of 
the  empire  by  a  deputy  wholly  abolished. 
Although  the  number  of  his  hon.  Friends 
opposing  this  measure  were  few,  he  ac- 
knowledged that  their  opinions  were  de- 
serving of  much  consideration  and  respect; 
but  looking  at  it  as  a  national  question, 
and  in  a  still  more  important  point  of  view 
— namely,  as  a  Parliamentary  question — 
he  maintained  that  very   cogent   reasons 
might  be  urged  for  the  abolition  of  this 
inefficient    mode    of   governing    a    g^reat 
nation.      As    regarded    this   question    in 
a  national  point  of  view,  they  had  heard 
much  about  Irish  nationality,  about  local 
institutions,  about  Ireland  for  the  Irish. 
How  could  his  hon.  Friends  reconcile  this 
phraseology  with    a  viceregal  system    of 
governing  Ireland  ?      Of  all  these  vicere- 
gal Lord  Lieutenants,  they  had  had  only 
one  or  two  who  were  Irish  noblemen.  This 
office  was  limited  to  the  nobility  of  this 
country.     A  system  was  in  progress   by 
which  the  ancient  nobility  of  Ireland  were 
becoming    gradually    extinct.       However 
able,  however  practical,  however  influen- 
tial  a  Member  of  the   Commons  might 
be,    he    was   disqualified   for   the    office, 
he  was  discharged  from  holding  this  office. 
During  the  last  half  century  there   had 
been   twenty-five   Chief   Secretaries   con- 
ferred upon  Ireland.     There  had  been  a 
Scotch  Gentleman  and  one  or  two  Irish- 
men.    His  local  knowledge  made  the  Chief 
Secretary  qualified  to  suggest  and  carry 
out  the  measures  which  were  particularly 
called  for  by  the  peculiar  exigencies  and 
wants  of  the  Irish  people.  He  was  surprised 
to  hear  any  hon.  Member  talk  of  the  pre- 
sence or  absence  of  a  viceregal  court  affect- 
ing the  trade  of  a  great  and  popolous  iAtf 
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like  Dublin.  He  bad  no  apprebensions  on 
tbat  score.  On  tbe  contrary,  be  was  of 
opinion,  tbat  tbat  empty  pageant  once  re- 
moved, a  proper  direction  would  be  given 
to  tbe  enterprise,  tbe  intelligence,  and  tbe 
industry  of  tbe  metropolis.  Witb  respect 
to  tbe  political  view  of  tbe  question,  be 
would  ask  any  man  of  ordinary  Parliamen- 
tary experience  wbetber  tbey  were  willing 
to  see  so  large  a  portion  of  tbe  united 
kingdom  as  Ireland  so  feebly  represented 
in  the  imperial  councils,  as  it  must  be  if 
tbe  viceregal  system  were  continued  ?  Tbe 
noble  Lord  at  the  bead  of  tbe  Government, 
when  introducing  tbe  Bill,  bad  observed 
tbat  great  changes  in  the  mode  of  adminis- 
tering tbe  affairs  of  Ireland  must  follow 
tbe  abolition  of  tbe  Viceroyalty.  No  doubt 
tbere  must;  and  sucb  cban£:es  must  have 
the  effect  of  greatly  increasing  tbe  vigour 
and  efficiency  of  tbe  Irisb  department. 
At  present,  tbe  Viceroy  and  bis  opinions 
were  only  indirectly  represented  in  Parlia- 
ment. He  bad  no  power  to  construct,  to 
prepare,  or  to  pass  measures  for  tbe  good 
of  tbe  country,  under  tbat  system  wbicb 
tbey  were  told  must  be  preserved  if  tbey 
hoped  for  tbe  regeneration  of  Ireland.  In 
fact,  be  bad  power  to  do  mischief,  but  be 
was  totally  powerless  when  any  good  was 
to  be  effected.  Even  tbe  Earl  of  Cla- 
rendon bad  never  been  able  to  impress 
upon  Parliament  the  necessity  of  carrying 
through  any  Act,  save  a  continuance  of 
the  Suspension  of  tbe  Habeas  Corpus  Act. 
No  doubt  bis  Lordship  bad  incessantly 
pressed  upon  Government  tbe  necessity  of 
introducing  practical  measures  for  the  bene- 
fit of  Ireland,  but  witb  very  little  effect. 
Then  how  could  it  be  expected  tbat  the 
English  lawofficers  would  continue  to  devote 
their  attention  to  maturing  Irish  measures, 
seeing  tbe  enormous  mass  of  English  busi- 
ness tbey  bad  continually  to  deal  with.  Dur- 
ing tbe  six  centuries  preceding  1800,  6,847 
Acts  of  Parliament  had  been  passed,  and 
about  tbe  same  number  since  tbat  time, 
making  in  all  13,000  Acts  of  Parliament, 
of  which  8,000  bad  since  been  repealed. 
Was  not  tbat  a  mass  sufHcient  to  engage 
tbe  attention  of  tbe  English  law  officers, 
without  wearying  them  witb  Irish  affairs  ? 
And  yet  these  were  tbe  men  who  were  now 
constantly  employed  to  suggest  laws  for  Ire- 
land— a  country  of  tbe  circumstances  of 
which  tbey  were  profoundly  ignorant.  If 
tbey  abolished  the  Viceroyalty,  an  entirely 
different  system  must  be  adopted.  The  Go- 
vernment could  no  longer  vacillate  or  besi- 
tatOi  but  must  i^t  oupe  determine  vfhetlier 


or  not  they  would  make  tbe  Union  a  reality 
by  making  tbe  laws  and  institutions  of  tbe 
two  countries  equal  in  every  particular. 
He  believed  tbat  tbere  was  not  a  repeal 
Member  in  tbe  House  who  had  in  reality 
ever  sought  for  more.  Assuming  tbe 
Viceroyalty  abolished,  how  was  the  Irish 
business  to  be  carried  on  ?  From  no  sys- 
tem tbat  could  be  substituted,  could  Irish- 
men  of  talent  and  experience  be  excluded, 
and  in  tbat  fact  he  found  tbe  strongest 
argument  for  its  abolition.  The  Lord 
Lieutenant  was  in  fact  no  more  than  a 
sort  of  correspondent  or  scout  to  Down- 
ing-street.  He  was  tbe  representative  of 
tbe  Sovereign  at  a  flower-show  or  a  race- 
course; but  in  bis  political  capacity  be 
was  only  looked  upon  or  corresponded  with 
as  tbe  agent  and  correspondent  of  the 
English  Government.  It  was  now  as  in 
tbe  time  of  Spenser :  he  complained,  as 
other  writers  had  often  done,  of  tbe  con- 
tinued changes  of  policy  consequent  upon 
tbe  frequent  change  of  Lord  Lieutenants, 
every  one  trying  to  undo  what  his  prede- 
cessor bad  sought  to  accomplish.  Spenser 
said  tbey  were  envious  of  each  other's 
glory;  and  if  they  contended  in  a  generous 
emulation,  tbere  would  be  no  doubt  of  its 
useful  consequences;  but  tbey  sucked  the 
sweets  ahd  left  tbe  bitterness  to  t^ie 
poor  country.  One  wheedled  the  Irisb, 
the  other  oppressed  them;  and  a  third  so 
dandled  between  the  two  systems  as  utterly 
to  confound  and  render  miserable  tbe  poor 
people  of  that  country.  What  security 
bad  tbey  against  sucb  changes  in  tbe  pre- 
sent day  ?  Had  tbey  not  had  the  gentry 
deprived  of  tbe  commission  of  tbe  peace 
by  one  Viceroy  for  their  political  opinions, 
and  reinstated  for  tbe  same  opinions  by 
bis  successor?  Had  not  some  of  them 
been  degraded  for  their  share  in  tbe  me* 
lancboly  affair  of  Dolly's  Brae;  and  did 
tbey  not  look  upon  themselves  as  po- 
litical martyrs,  to  be  restored  to  all  their 
honours  by  a  Viceroy  of  a  different  po- 
litical complexion  to  the  present  at  some 
future  period  ?  Believing  tbat  in  support- 
ing tbe  abolition  of  tbe  Viceroyalty  he  was 
supporting  tbe  inauguration  of  a  better 
system  in  tbe  government  of  Ireland,  be 
should  give  his  cordial  support  to  the 
present  Bill. 

Mr.  MOORE  said,  tbat  a  more  illogical 
train  of  reasoning  than  that  of  tbe  hon. 
Gentleman  who  had  just  sat  down,  it  bad 
never  been  his  lot  to  bear.  Tbe  hon. 
Gentleman  first  complained  tbat  so  few  of 
tbe  Lord  Lieu^napts  ba4  be^n  l^nslunen ; 
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and  hip  remedy  for  that  injustice  was,  to 
make  the  office  entirely  English.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  complained  that  Lord 
Lieutenants  had  constantly  made  the  most 
important  suggestions,  and  proposed  the 
most  beneficial  reforms,  which  were  not 
attended  to  by  the  Government ;  and,  as 
a  cure  for  that,  he  proposed  to  abolish  the 
office  from  which  such  suggestions  had 
emanated,  and  to  leave  the  Government 
without  any  such  adviser.  Then  the  hon. 
Gentleman  alleged  that  every  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant invariably  reversed  the  policy  of  his 
predecessor  ;  and,  to  amend  that  evil,  he 
advocated  the  substitution  of  a  Secretary, 
who,  in  like  manner,  would  go  out  with 
every  change  of  Ministry.  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman's arguments  were  all  of  a  similar 
character.  As  for  himself,  being  very  un- 
decided upon  the  merits  of  this  question, 
he  would  have  preferred  the  silent  solution 
of  his  own  doubts  to  the  intrusion  of  half- 
formed  opinions  upon  the  minds  of  others  ; 
but  having  already  listened  with  the  most 
deferential  attention  for  two  whole  nights, 
with  the  greatest  willingness  to  be  con- 
vinced, and  yet  without  the  slightest  pro- 
gress towards  conviction,  he  was  induced 
to  hope  that,  by  stating  the  impressions 
that  had  thus  far  been  produced  upon  the 
mind  of  a  dispassionate  listener,  he  might 
possibly  elicit  such  further  elucidation  of 
the  subject  as  might  perhaps  conduct  him 
to  a  definite  conclusion.  When  this  ques- 
tion was  first  introduced  to  the  notice  of 
the  House,  he  confessed  to  having  felt  the 
greatest  doubt  and  difficulty  in  arriving, 
he  would  not  say  at  a  satisfactory  conclu- 
sion, but  at  any  conclusion  at  all  upon  its 
merits.  His  first  impression  was  that  of 
having  been  taken,  as  it  were,  by  surprise. 
It  struck  him  that  the  introduction  of  a 
Bill  of  this  nature,  in  the  midst  of  the  Ses- 
sion, without  having  been  alluded  to  in  the 
Speech  from  the  Throne,  or  mooted  during 
any  previous  Session  of  Parliament,  had 
the  appearance  of  being  dictated  rather  by 
momentary  irritation  or  sudden  caprice, 
than  by  cool  and  mature  deliberation.  It 
could  not  have  been  that  recent  circum- 
stances had  opened  the  eyes  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  to  the  mischievous  in- 
fluence of  the  Viccroyalty  in  Ireland  ;  for 
they  had  been  told,  till  they  were  almost 
sick  of  the  iteration,  that  to  the  recent 
influence  of  that  Viccroyalty  they  owed 
the  salvation  of  the  kingdom.  It  could 
not  have  been  that  the  present  moment  was 
considered  peculiarly  favourable  for  a  long- 
cbcrishcd  scheme  ;  for,  in  the  words  of  the 


hon.  Member  for  Buckinghamshire,  that 
time  was  unnecessarily  unhappy.     He  con- 
fessed, therefore,  that  even  in  the  manner 
and  time  of  the  first  announcement  of  this 
Bill,  there  had  appeared  to  him  something 
unsatisfactory,  if  not  suspicious.  Bat  when 
he  had  come  to  consider  this  proposition 
in  the  abstract,  and  in  its  relation  to  the 
past  rule  and  future  government  of  Ire- 
land, he  had  felt  completely  overwhelmed 
by  a  consciousness  of  his  own  ignorance  of 
the  subject.     It  had  certainly  never  occur- 
red to  him  that  he  could  solve  his  donbts* 
like  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork,  hj  a  re- 
ference to  the  history  of  the  middle  ages, 
or  cut  the  Gordian  knot  with  the  slashing 
sword  of  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  Uie 
Member  for  Middlesex;  but  after  a  careful 
consideration  of  the  subject  in  all  its  bear- 
ings, he  had  arrived  at  the  mortifying  con- 
clusion, that  neither  his  reading  nor  expe- 
rience furnished  him  with  sufficient  data  to 
form  a  decisive  opinion  upon  this  Bill.    He 
had  not  entertained  a  shadow  of  doubt, 
however,  that  those  difficulties  would  have 
altogether  vanished  in  the  course  of  the 
debate  upon  the  second  reading.     He  had 
had  no  doubt  that  Her  Majesty's  Ministers 
had  duly  weighed  and  considered  the  im- 
portant change  in  the  administration   of 
the  country  which  they  were  about  to  pro- 
pose ;  and  that  they  would  not  have  pre- 
sumed to  call  upon  the  United  Parliament 
of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland  to  sanction 
so  great  an  alteration  in  their  united  go- 
vernment, without  assigning  such  sufficient 
reasons  of  state  as  might    influence  the 
judgment  of  statesmen  in  a  matter  of  such 
interest  and  importance.    He  had  expected 
from  the  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  not  scraps  of  his- 
tory that  every  child  knew — not  details  of 
Dublin  scandal  and  Dublin  squabbles  that 
every  man  had  discarded  from  his  memory 
— but  he  had   expected,  from   his   great 
constitutional  knowledge,  and   still   more 
from  his    great    practical    experience,   a 
grave  and  explicit  statement  of  the  evils 
that  had    resulted  from  a  Viceregal   Go- 
vernment ;  of  the  impediments  that  that 
Government  threw  in  the  way  of  the  pro- 
per administration  of  the  country  ;  and  of 
the  facilities  that  would  be  afforded  by  the 
plan  he  had  laid  before  them,  for  a  great 
and  extensive  improvement  in  the  conduct 
of  Irish  affairs,  both  as  regarded  the  local 
interests   of  the  Irish   people,  and    their 
relation  with  the  general  interests  of  the 
whole  empire.    He  had  imagined  also,  that 
the  opinions  of  the  noblo  Lord,  thus  clearly 
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and  broadly  propounded,  would  have  been 
met,  if  not  encountered,  by  other  views  of 
other  experienced  statesmen  ;  and  that, 
from  the  collision  of  abler  and  more  ac- 
complished understandings  than  his  own, 
ho  would  have  derived  that  opinion  which 
his  own  knowledge  and  experience  had  not 
enabled  him  to  form.  He  confessed  he 
had  been  both  disappointed  in  that  expecta- 
tion, and  at  the  same  time  somewhat  re- 
lieved as  regarded  the  contemptuous  opin- 
ion he  had  formed  of  his  own  judgment 
and  information,  on  hearing  the  speech  of 
the  noble  Lord,  and  the  debate  that  had 
followed  ;  inasmuch  as  neither  the  noble 
Lord,  nor  the  hon.  Gentlemen  that  had 
favoured  the  House  with  their  views  on 
that  occasion,  had  condescended  to  inform 
him  of  a  single  fact  of  which  he  was  before 
Ignorant,  or  a  single  argument  calculated 
to  affect  the  question  at  issue.  The  noble 
Lord  had  commented  with  some  severity 
upon  the  illogical  form  in  which  the  argu- 
ments of  some  hon.  Members  opposed  to 
the  Bill  had  been  conveyed  to  the  House. 
Bis  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Portar- 
lington,  for  instance,  having  maintained 
that  during  the  last  half  century  a  gradual 
and  progressive  decay  had  taken  place  in 
Irish  property,  industry,  and  trade,  he 
had  been  ingeniously  represented  as  now 
contending  for  the  continuance  of  the  very 
system  out  of  which  these  ruinous  conse- 
quences had  arisen.  But  the  argument 
of  his  hon.  Friend,  fairly  stated,  was  this  : 
**  During  the  last  fifty  years  a  centralising 
policy  had  been  pursued  with  regard  to 
Ireland,  which  had  been  attended  with  the 
most  disastrous  results.  Ruin  and  degra- 
dation had  followed  on  its  footsteps,  as  far 
as  it  had  gone  ;  this  was  another  step  in 
the  same  direction,  and  he  therefore  pro- 
tested against  it,  as  precipitating  and  tend- 
ing to  complete  our  ruin.  '  Now,  without 
adopting  either  the  statements  or  the  ar- 
guments of  his  hon.  Friend,  he  conceived 
that  a  more  logical  conclusion  from  given 
premises  it  was  difficult  to  conceive  ;  and 
he  confessed  he  would  rather  have  heard 
it  met  and  confuted,  than  evaded  with 
such  subtle  and  disingenuous  casuistry. 
Indeed,  the  accusation  of  illogical  and  in- 
consequent reasoning  applied  much  more 
justly  to  the  noble  Lord  himself,  than  to 
those  whom  he  reproached.  His  historical 
reminiscences,  in  particular,  were  especially 
open  to  this  imputation,  and  appeared  to 
him  not  only  too  unimportant  in  their  na- 
ture to  sway  the  opinions  or  to  ^x  the 
judgment  of  the  Housoi  but  rather  tending 


to  a  totally  opposite  conclusion  to  that  in- 
dicated by  the  noble  Lord's  Bill.  It  ap- 
peared to  him,  for  instance,  that  the  object 
of  the  noble  Lord  should  have  been  to 
show,  if  possible,  that  the  Irish  Viceroys 
generally  had  impeded  and  perverted  the 
good  intentions  of  English  legislation  ; 
that,  at  the  different  periods  of  our  history 
to  which  he  referred,  they  had  been  the 
insti£:ators  of  the  unwise  measures  which 
had  been  pursued  with  regard  to  Ireland  ; 
that  they  had  thwarted  and  perverted  the 
more  reasonable  and  beneficent  policy 
which  the  Government  at  home  might  have 
wished  to  introduce.  Whereas  the  noble 
Lord,  on  the  contrary,  bad  endeavoured, 
rather  unnecessarily,  to  prove  that  the 
Viceroys  sent  over  from  this  country  were 
men  of  the  best  abilities  and  intentions, 
thwarted  and  assailed  only  by  the  Irish 
themselves.  This  might  be  a  reasonable 
argument  for  the  abolition  of  the  Irish 
people,  but  it  was  an  argument  against 
the  removal  of  the  Irish  Viceroys.  In  fact, 
the  noble  Lord's  history  had  run  away 
with  his  logic.  Were  he  (Mr.  Moore)  in- 
clined at  that  moment  to  dress  up  the  sub- 
ject in  rags  of  ancient  history — did  ho 
think  that  any  fair  inference  as  to  the  in- 
fiuence  of  the  Viceroy alty  in  modern 
times  could  be  drawn  from  its  relative 
influence  in  days  gone  by — he  thought  he 
could  make  out  a  case  in  favour  of  the 
office  that  might  not  be  considered  alto- 
gether contemptible.  He  thought  he  could 
show  that,  comparing  the  biography  of  the 
men  with  the  history  of  the  times,  they 
had  been  generally  in  advance,  often  cen- 
turies in  advance,  of  the  ages  in  which 
they  lived.  That,  as  a  general  rule,  they 
had  sought  to  modify  and  soften  the  over- 
bearing pride  of  England  on  the  one  hand, 
and  the  mutual  animosities  of  the  Irish  on 
the  other ;  that  reflecting,  as  it  were,  in 
virtue  of  their  office,  a  ray  of  light  from 
the  noblest  prerogative  of  the  Crown,  and 
gathering  in  some  sort  inspiration  from  the 
genius  of  the  law,  which,  even  in  its  out- 
raged majesty,  they  represented,  they  had 
interposed  the  aegis  of  British  protection 
between  the  oppressors  and  the  oppressed; 
that  they  had  been  the  pioneers  of  reason, 
justice,  and  humanity,  as  they  had  hewn 
their  toilsome  path,  step  by  step,  through 
the  dark  and  ferocious  prejudices  of  bar- 
barous ages;  that  it  was  their  wisdom  that 
had  foreshadowed,  and  their  counsels  that 
had  led  the  way  to  the  wise  reforms  which 
the  present  age  had  reluctantly  conceded, 
and  even  to  those  which  it  had  not  yet  had 
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the  yirtue  to  acbieve.  Among  the  many 
instances  of  this  humane  pre-eminence 
which  occurred  to  his  memory,  he  might 
cite  that  of  Sir  John  Perrot,  whose  wise 
and  beneficent  government  had  drawn  down 
upon  him  such  unjust  reproach  on  the  part 
of  his  own  countrymen,  that  he  was  obliged 
to  petition  the  Queen  to  relieve  him  from 
a  charge  which  the  temper  of  the  times 
would  not  allow  him  conscientiously  to  ful- 
ifil.  He  might  cite  the  case  of  the  Mar- 
quess of  Ormond,  who,  well  nigh  two  cen- 
turies before  its  time,  had  produced  to  the 
world  the  embryo  of  the  Emancipation 
Act  of  1829,  as  well  as  of  other  reforms 
which  were  still  in  the  womb  of  time.  He 
might  refer  to  the  unavailing  efforts  of 
Lord  Chesterfield,  of  the  Duke  of  Bedford, 
and  of  Lord  Townshend,  to  encourage  the 
growth  of  national  energy,  to  promote 
something  like  equal  justice,  and  soften 
the  ferocity  of  the  penal  laws.  He  might 
cite,  in  contrast  with  the  efforts  of  these 
statesmen,  the  miserable  misrule  which 
had  existed  during  the  interregna  of  the 
Viceroys,  sufficient,  as  Lord  Clare  had  de- 
clared, to  beat  down  the  strongest  nation 
upon  earth.  He  might  remind  the  House 
of  the  significant  history  of  Lord  Fitzwil- 
liam*s  acceptance  of  office,  and  the  equally 
significant  history  of  his  recall ;  the  ad- 
ministration of  Lord  Wellcsley,  struggling 
with  reluctant  Governments,  and  belea- 
guered by  contending  parties.  The  admin- 
istration of  Lord  Anglesey,  more  liberal 
than  the  liberal  Ministry  of  the  day, 
brought  down  to  their  own  times  the  his- 
tory of  the  Lord  Lieutenants  of  Ireland, 
who,  harassed  as  they  were  by  interna- 
tional antipathies,  thwarted  by  remorseless 
factions,  and  bearing  the  obloquy  of  deeds 
not  their  own,  had  not  been  without  some 
regard  for  their  own  honour — not  without 
some  charity  for  a  trampled  race — not 
without  a  sense  of  that  high  trust  and  de- 
legated majesty  to  which  the  empire  and 
the  Government  from  which  they  were 
derived  had  been  utterly  insensible.  He 
found  the  Irish  Viceroys  in  every  age  bet- 
ter than  the  Englisii  Governments  they 
respectively  represented;  better  than  the 
dominant  parties  by  whose  intrigues  their 
best  efforts  had  been  rendered  abortive  ; 
and  if  he  were  obliged  to  judge  of  the 
future  by  the  past,  he  would  be  bound  to 
infer  that  an  Irish  Viceroy  would  still  con- 
tinue to  be  a  shade  better  than  an  English 
Secretary,  and  the  rule  of  Downing-street 
something  worse  than  that  of  the  Castle. 
Aa  for  the  peculiar  line  of  argument  put 


forward  by  the  noble  Lord,  and  afterwardi 
repeated  wiih  additional  point   and  plea> 
santry  by  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  the 
Member  for  Middlesex,  he   could  hardly 
conceive  that  either  the  noble  Lord  or  his 
hon.  Friend  could  be  seriously  of  opinion 
that  the  occasional  impopularitj  of  parti- 
cular Viceroys,  or  the  saucy  things  that 
might  be  occasionally  said  or  done  by  a 
Dublin  rabble,  affected  the  present  ques- 
tion.    As  the  hon.  Member  for  Bucking- 
hamshire had    shrewdly  remarked,    sack 
arguments  as  these  told  just  as  strongly 
for  the  abolition  of  the  Monarchy  in  Mm 
country,  as  the  removal  of  the  Yiceroyalty 
from  Ireland.     What  foul  thing  had  been 
said,  what  vile  act  had  been  perpetrated, 
in  regard  of  an  Irish  Lord   Lieutenant, 
that  worse  had  not  been  said  or  done  with 
regard  to  our  English  Monarch s  ?    If  hon. 
Gentlemen  looked  to  words,  he  would  refer 
them  not  to  such  works  as  the  anonymoo* 
slanders  of  an  obscure  print,  but  to  the  Tiop- 
penny  Poithag^    and  the   Irish    Avatar^ 
written  by  the  most  illustrious  authors  of 
the  present  age.    If  they  demanded  facts, 
in  return  for  the  bottle  which  had  been 
flung  at  the  head  of  an  Irish  Viceroy,  and 
which  the  noble  Lord  with  such  sententious 
significance  had  flung  at  the  heads  of  hif 
opponents  in  the  course  of  the  debate,  be 
might  remind  the  House  that  within  the 
memory  of  man  the  lives  of  two  reigning 
Sovereigns  had  been  three  times  attempted 
— that  one  Minister  of  State  had  been  as- 
sassinated, and  another  had  only  escaped 
by  a  mistake  on  the  part  of  the  assassin, 
and  at  the  sacrifice  of  another  valuable 
life.  When  he  found  that  no  more  important 
facts  than  such  as  these,  no  more  important 
arguments  than  such  as  these,  had  been  al- 
leged in  support  of  this  measure  by  the  First 
Minister  ofthe  Crown,  and  when  he  perceived 
that  one  of  the  cleverest  and  most  effective 
speakers  in  the  House  could  do  no  more  than 
repeat  the  same  facts  and  arguments,  with 
no  other  addition  than  the  salt  and  spice 
with  which  his  wit  and  fancy  had  flavoured 
them,  could  he  be  considered  unreasonable 
in  entreating  that  before  they  came  to  vote 
upon  so  great  a  question,  they  should  have 
the  means  of  judging  on  more  substantial 
grounds  and  on  more  satisfactory  informa- 
tion ?     He  cast  aside  altogether  the  petty 
interests  which  complicated  this  question, 
which  gave  it  a  fictitious  importance  to 
some,  and  invested  it  with  a  fictitious  in- 
significance in  the  eyes  of  others.     To  the 
Dublin  shopkeepers,  St.  Patrick *8-hall  wai 
still  the  hall  of  Tara;  and  the  Vioeregal 
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Court  the  palladium  of  their  national  liber* 
ties.  Unaer  this  patriotic  and  disinterest- 
ed impression,  they  had  convened  public 
meetings,  and  unanimously  resolved  that 
Irishmen  of  all  parties  should  merge  all 
other  objects,  all  other  grievances  in  one 
glorious  stand  for  the  Castle  balls.  He 
regretted  this  indiscreet  display  on  their 
part,  inasmuch  as  it  had  the  effect  of  per- 
suading many  worthy  people  as  shallow  as 
themselves,  that  the  wnole  significance  of 
the  whole  question  was  expressed  in  the 
poisy  folly  of  these  obtrusive  clamours. 
For  himself,  although  he  could  not  see 
without  sincere  regret  the  ruinous  loss 
that  this  measure  would  inflict  upon  so 
many  of  his  fellow  citizens  in  the  city  of 
Publin,  he  could  not  allow  a  feeling  of 
this  description  to  prejudice,  in  ever  so 
minute  a  degree,  his  consideration  of  this 
question;  neither  could  he  enter  into  the 
fantastic  imaginations  of  those  who  called 
the  Viceregal  Court  a  national  feather  on 
the  one  hand,  or  a  badge  of  national  ser- 
vitude on  the  other.  At  the  risk  of  being 
called  a  traitor  to  his  country,  he  declared 
he  cared  very  little  about  the  Viceregal 
Court,  but  he  cared  a  great  deal  about  the 
government  of  Ireland.  The  material 
question  was,  whether  the  administration 
of  Irish  affairs  should  be  conducted  by  a 
local  or  central  government,  and  that  ques- 
tion involved  two  distinct  considerations  : 
first,  would  the  goyemment  of  Ireland  be 
more  wisely,  more  equitably,  and  more 
satisfactorily  conducted  in  times  of  general 
tranquillity  ?  and,  secondly,  would  the 
maintenance  of  public  order,  and  the  sup- 
pression of  popular  disturbance,  be  as 
carefully,  and,  at  the  same  time,  as  con- 
stitutionally guarded  under  the  system 
now  proposed,  as  under  that  which  they 
were  about  to  supersede  ?  Had  Irish  Mem- 
bers, who,  with  such  reckless  facility,  un- 
dertook to  decide  upon  a  great  national 
question  such  as  the  future  administration 
of  their  country,  ever  considered  this  lat- 
ter part  of  the  question  at  all  ?  Had  it 
ever  occurred  to  them  to  inquire  as  to  what 
was  to  be  the  nature  of  the  Irish  Executive 
in  case  of  disturbance  or  insurrection  in 
that  country  ?  Was  a  provisional  Viceroy 
to  be  sent  over  for  the  nonce,  or  was  Ire- 
land to  be  subjected  to  a  military  dictator, 
subject  only  to  instructions  from  London, 
which  might  be  intercepted  or  indefinitely 
suspended  ?  Insh  Members  of  all  politi- 
cal opinions  should  narrowly  consider  the 
possible  consequences  before  they  pro- 
nounced too  hastily  in  this  master.     The 


only  solid  advantage  which  he  had  yet 
heard  stated  as  likely  to  arise  from  this 
change,  was  the  additional  responsibility 
of  the  Minister  who  would  have  the  charge 
of  Irish  business  —  the  advantage  of 
having,  in  that  House,  a  Minister  who 
might  be  called  to  account  if  public  busi- 
ness was  neglected,  from  whom  explana- 
tion might  be  demanded  whenever  matters 
appeared  unsatisfactory  or  obscure.  But 
he  saw  no  valid  reason  why  that  might 
not  be  the  case  under  the  present  system. 
He  saw  no  reason  why  the  Irish  Executive 
should  be  represented  in  that  House  as  it 
was,  unless  it  was  the  deliberate  intention 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government  to  carry 
this  question  by  a  species  of  blockade, 
and  to  prove  the  necessity  of  a  new  ar- 
rangement by  making  the  present  impossi- 
ble. The  Irish  Executive,  as  it  was  repre- 
sented in  the  House,  was  an  argumentwn 
dd  absurdum  in  favour  of  the  Bill;  and  if 
an  admission  that  any  change  would  be  for 
the  better,  argued  an  acquiescence  in  the 
change  proposed,  it  would  be  unnecessary 
to  divide  the  House  upon  it.  He  thought, 
however,  that  Her  Majesty's  Ministers  were 
taking  an  unfair  advantage  of  the  House,  in 
this  style  of  argument;  he  thought  the  diffi- 
culty capable  of  another  solution,  and  that 
it  would  be  necessitated  as  much  by  the 
rejection  as  by  the  passing  of  this  Bill. 
He  did  not  flatter  himself  he  had  cleared 
up  this  most  difficult  question;  but  if  ha 
had  succeeded  in  proving  that  it  still  re- 
quired elucidation — if  he  had  succeeded 
in  mowing  down  any  part  of  the  jungle  in 
which  the  whole  subject  was  smothered  and 
obscured,  he  had  not  risen  in  vain. 

Lord  NAAS  felt  compelled  to  say  tl^at 
he  felt  some  satisfaction  in  supporting  the 
Bill,  reserving  to  himself  the  right  of  using 
his  discretion  hereafter  as  to  whether  he 
should  support  or  oppose  whatever  form 
of  government  might  be  substituted  for 
the  existing  system  in  Ireland.  Looking 
back  as  he  did  upon  the  history  of  Ireland, 
he  believed  that  that  history  was  but  one 
continued  scene  of  misgovemment.  He 
looked  upon  the  office  of  Lord  Lieutenant 
as  the  chief  feature  of  that  system,  and 
now  that  it  was  proposed  to  abolish  that 
office,  he  could  but  rejoice  at  the  change. 
He  feit  that  the  present  system  of  governing 
that  country  partook  very  much  of  that  pur- 
sued with  reference  to  the  colonies,  while  it 
possessed  nothing  whatever  of  its  efficiency. 
He  had  listened  with  much  interest  and 
pleasure  to  the  able  end  eloquent  speech 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  the 
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University  of  Dublin;  but  he  could  not  dis- 
cover that  ho  had  advanced  any  substan- 
tial reasons  in  opposition  to  the  Bill.  How- 
ever, he  (Lord  Nans)  should  feel  bound  to 
support  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
in  some  of  his  views  during  the  progress  of 
the  Bill  in  Committee.  He  was  sorry  that 
Government  had  not  taken  this  opportunity 
to  indicate  their  intention  to  pursue  a  new 
line  of  policy  towards  Ireland.  As  an 
Irishman  he  could  not  view  with  any  feel- 
ings of  alarm  a  measure  which  might 
have  the  effect  of  drawing  closer  the  bonds 
of  union  between  England  and  Ireland. 
If  Irish  influence  was  really  to  be  felt — if 
Irish  interests  were  really  to  become  power- 
ful— it  was  not  by  provincial  but  by  im- 
perial influence  that  those  ends  were  to  be 
obtained.  As  Members  of  the  Imperial  Se- 
nate, Irishmen  could  far  better  minister  to 
the  welfare  of  Ireland,  than  by  backstairs  in- 
trigue in  the  Castle  of  Dublin.  It  seemed 
there  was  no  such  intention,  and  that  in  fact 
this  Bill  would  effect  nothing  more  than 
transfer  the  office  of  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland  to  London  under  another  name. 
The  only  difference  in  the  new  system 
would  be,  that  the  functions  and  powers 
now  exercised  in  Ireland  by  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant, would  for  the  future  be  discharged 
in  this  country  by  the  fourth  Secretary 
of  State.  He  believed  the  Government 
might  have  devised  a  better  system,  and 
one  more  productive  of  advantage  to 
Ireland;  however,  he  would  support  the 
Bill,  as  he  believed  the  system  of  Irish  go- 
vernment at  present  pursued  was  very  bad. 
Without  pledging  himself  as  to  his  opin- 
ions respecting  tho  mode  of  government 
which  may  be  substituted,  he  should  now 
vote  for  the  abolition  of  the  office  of  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  and  in  favour  of  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill. 

Sir  G.  grey  said,  that  two  ques- 
tions had  entered  into  all  that  had  been 
stated  that  evening,  and  which  ought  to 
be  kept  quite  distinct :  one  was,  whether 
the  office  of  the  Lord  Lieutenancy  ought 
to  be  abolished;  and  the  other  was,  by 
whom,  and  in  what  manner,  the  duties 
of  that  office  should  be  performed,  should 
Parliament  approve  of  the  abolition  ?  With 
respect  to  the  first,  he  considered  that 
it  must  be  apparent,  that  it  would  be  be- 
neficial to  have  the  duties  performed  by  a 
person  having  a  seat  in  the  Cabinet.  With 
respect  to  the  greater  part  of  the  infor- 
mation received  by  the  Lord  Lieutenant, 
he  could  havo  no  other  means  of  col- 
lecting it   in  Ireland  than  could  be   at 


his   command  in   London.     He  mnst  ob- 
tain  his    information    by   letters  and  re- 
cords,  and   not   by  personal   intercourse, 
whether  in  DubHn  or  in  London;  and  as 
communications  could  now  pass  with  al- 
most as  much  facility  from  Dublin  as  from 
Yorkshire  or  Devonshire  to  London,  any 
inconvenience  arising  on  that  head  could 
surely  not  be  advanced  as  a  reason  for  con* 
tinning  what  was  undoubtedly  an  expen- 
sive, and,  he  believed,  an  inconvenient  ar* 
rangement.     It  had  been  asked  how  could 
the  requisite  attention  be  given  to  the  af- 
fairs of  Ireland,  if  the  Lord    Lieutenant 
was  withdrawn  from  Dublin,   and  placed 
here  ?     The  answer  to  that  was,  that  if  be 
were  sitting  as  a  Member  either  of  the  one 
House  of  Parliament  or  the  other,  with  a 
seat  in  the  Cabinet,  he  would  be  able  to 
give  his  attention  to  every  Bill  and  every 
measure  that  was  brought  forward  affect- 
ing Ireland — to  take  a  part  in  the  debates 
upon  those  measures,  in  constant  commu- 
nication with  the  other  Members  of  the 
Government,  and  sharing  in  the  responsi- 
bility of  every  measure,  while  taking  upon 
himself  the  main  responsibility  of  all  the 
measures  especially  affecting  Ireland.    The 
real  question  was,  whether  the  administra- 
tion of  the  affars  of  Ireland  could  be  best 
carried  on  by  a  Lord  Lieutenant  resident 
in  Ireland,  or  by  a  responsible   Minister 
here  ?     For  his  own  part,  he  could   not 
entertain   a  doubt  that  the  latter  would 
be  the  best  plan.    He  could  see  no  ground 
for  treating  Ireland  differently  from  any 
other  part  of  the  empire.     He  admitted 
that  the  Home  Secretary  was  responsible 
for  the  administration  of  Ireland,  and  was 
bound  to  answer  any  questions  that  might 
be  asked  regarding  it;  but  to  be  able  to 
do  that  he  must  be  in  constant  communi- 
cation with  the  Lord  Lieutenant.  He  him- 
self had   been  so  now  for  a  considerable 
period;  but  he  felt  it  would  be  infinitely 
more   satisfactory  if  that  communication 
could  take  place  personally  with  a  Secre- 
tary  of  State  for  Ireland — assuming  at 
present  that  there  was  to  be  one — meet- 
ing in  the  same  room,  than  by  correspon- 
dence.    Undoubtedly  there  had  been  in- 
stances in  which  the  Lord  Lieutenant  had 
come  here  to  defend  his  policy;  but  that 
had  been    attended  with   great   inconve- 
nience,   and   could  not  be  adopted    as  a 
practice.     If  the  direction  of  the  affairs  of 
Ireland  were  conducted  here,  instead  of  in 
Ireland,  the  Secretary  of  State  having  the 
rcponsibility   of  them  would  have  ample 
opportunity  of  intercourse  with  his  Col- 
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leagues,  while  he  would  also  have  per- 
sonal communication  with  gentlemen  con- 
nected with  that  country,  and  he  ahle  to 
ascertain  the  views  and  feelings  of  all 
parties.  Then  there  was  the  separate 
and  distinct  question,  namely  —  if  the 
office  in  Ireland  were  abolished,  and  its 
duties  transfered  to  a  Member  of  the  Cabi- 
net, by  whose  hands  would  those  duties 
be  performed  ?  He  admitted  the  import- 
ance of  unity  of  action  in  governing  this  em- 
pire. Departmental  government  was  an  evil; 
and  there  could  be  no  doubt  of  the  desira- 
bleness of  having  one  mind  to  pervade  and 
influence  every  department  of  government, 
but  there  must  also  be  division  of  labour, 
and  looking  at  the  number  and  importance 
of  the  measures  that  were  daily  brought  be- 
fore Parliament  affecting  Ireland,  and  the 
pressure  of  business  that  was  continually 
arising  respecting  it,  it  would  not  only  be 
impossible  at  once  to  throw  the  whole  bur- 
den and  responsibility  of  that  upon  the 
Home  Secretary,  but  it  would  not  be  giv- 
ing the  present  measiu*e  a  fair  chance  of 
success,  if  provision  were  not  to  be  made, 
in  the  flrst  instance  at  least,  for  the  dis- 
charge of  the  duties  of  the  office  by  some 
other  person  than  the  Home  Secretary. 
It  was  easy  to  speak  of  Ireland  as  iden- 
tified with  other  parts  of  the  empire,  but 
in  many  things  it  was  very  different.  It 
might  be  desirable  that  the  legislation  for 
the  whole  empire  should  be  assimilated,  and 
the  present  measure  would  do  much  to- 
wards that  end;  but  there  were  some  sub- 
jects on  which  identity  of  legislation  was 
unattainable.  He  thought  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  Tamworth  had 
rather  overrated  some  of  the  inconveni- 
ences which  might  arise  from  the  abolition 
of  this  office.  For  instance,  he  had  asked, 
supposing  disturbances  to  take  place  in 
Ireland,  and  the  question  arose  whether  a 
regiment  should  be  sent  there  or  not,  how 
was  it  to  bo  decided  whether  the  regiment 
should  be  sent  or  not?  Really  he  (Sir  G. 
Grey)  could  not  see  the  difficulty.  Such  a 
difficulty  could  not  arise  in  an  united  go- 
vernment. It  would  be  with  respect  to 
Ireland  as  it  is  now  with  respect  to  all 
other  places.  A  regiment  was  wanted 
for  Ireland,  or  for  a  colony.  Well,  one 
Member  of  the  Cabinet  mentions  that  to 
the  others;  they  consult  upon  it;  and  with- 
out any  difficulty  it  is  settled  whither  a 
regiment  shall  be  sent,  and  from  what  part 
of  the  kingdom  it  shall  be  withdrawn.  Then 
with  respect  to  the  judicial  institutions  of 
Ireland,  he  could  not  imagine  how  the  idea 
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had  got  abroad  that  the  courts  of  law  were 
to  be  removed  from  Ireland  to  England. 
Such  a  notion  had  never  entered  the  mind 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government.  The  courts 
of  law  in  Scotland  exist  there  now  as  they 
had  always  done;  and  so  would  the  courts 
of  law  in  Ireland  continue  there  after  the 
abolition  of  the  Lord  Lieutenant's  office, 
just  as  before.  No  doubt  communication 
between  the  Judges  and  the  Lord  Lieute- 
nant was  necessary,  and  that  communica- 
tion with  the  Judges  in  Ireland  could  just 
as  well  be  kept  up  if  the  Lord  Lieutenant, 
or  a  Secretary  for  Ireland,  were  here,  as  it 
is  kept  up  between  the  Judges  in  Scotland 
and  the  Government  in  London.  And 
when  Gentlemen  spoke  of  the  administra- 
tion of  the  internal  affairs  of  Ireland,  look- 
ing at  the  system  which  had  lately  grown 
up  of  putting  questions  in  that  House  upon 
almost  every  imaginable  point,  and  the  an- 
swers to  which  often  required  a  knowledge 
of  the  most  minute  details,  there  could  be 
no  doubt  that  the  constant  presence  in 
Parliament  of  the  person  most  intimately 
conversant  with  those  affairs  and  details 
would  be  an  essential  benefit.  With  re- 
gard to  the  suggestion  of  the  right  hon. 
Baronet,  of  the  possibility  of  withdrawing 
a  portion  of  the  duty  of  the  Secretary 
of  State,  in  order  to  allow  him  to  de- 
vote more  of  his  time  to  Ireland,  that  was 
a  subject  which  hereafter  might  be  well 
worthy  of  the  attention  of  Parliament. 
Upon  that  point,  however,  he  would  not 
at  present  offer  any  opinion,  the  question 
now  before  the  House  being,  whether  they 
would  consent  to  the  abolition  of  the  office 
of  Lord  Lieutenant,  and  the  substitution 
of  a  Minister  responsible  to  Parliament  in 
his  place.  He  hoped  the  House  would  agree 
to  the  second  reading  of  this  Bill,  with  a 
view  to  substitute  imperial  for  provincial 
government,  and  to  place  the  administra- 
tion of  Irish  affairs  in  the  hands,  whether 
of  a  fourth  Secretary  of  State  or  of  some 
other  Member  of  the  Government;  but  still 
in  the  hands  of  a  Minister,  who  would  have 
to  answer  in  his  place  in  Parliament  from 
day  to  day  any  questions  that  might  be  put 
to  him,  and  who  would  be  responsible  for 
any  legislative  measures  which  he,  as  a 
member  of  the  Cabinet,  might  have  to 
bring  forward. 

Mr.  TORRENS  M'CULLAGH  :  lean- 
not  refrain  from  expressing  the  satisfaction 
at  the  serious  and  considerate  tone  which 
has  characterised  this  debate,  contrasting 
forcibly  as  it  does  with  the  levity  of  allu- 
sion and  bitterness  of  taunt,  by  which  a 
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former  night's  discusBion  was  but  too  much 
characterised.  The  question  before  us  is 
one  eminently  worthy  of  dispassionate, 
careful,  and  full  deliberation.  A  question 
more  grave  you  cannot  be  called  on  to  de- 
termine, with  reference  to  the  future  wel- 
fare of  Ireland,  or  the  permanent  strength 
and  unity  of  the  empire.  It  is  no  nice 
balance  of  merits  between  different  sets  of 
official  forms.  It  is  no  rain  or  empty  dis- 
pute about  the  comparative  fitness  of  titles 
which  this  or  the  other  functionary  may 
hereafter  bear.  It  is  no  inflated  contro- 
versy about  subordinate  details.  The  real 
question  before  us  is,  whether  the  Govern- 
ment of  Ireland  shall  be  transferred  from 
Ireland  to  England,  and  whether,  if  it  be 
so  transferred,  it  will  be  rendered  thereby 
more  efficient  and  more  responsible  ?  In- 
cidental difficulties  or  inducements  con- 
nected with  the  proposed  change  may  be 
entitled  to  more  or  less  of  incidental  con-' 
sideration  ;  but  the  main  question  is  this  : 
Are  you  prepared  to  decree  that  in  fu- 
ture there  shall  be  no  local  government  in 
Ireland  ?  Are  you  convinced  that  the  good 
of  that  country  will  be  promoted  by  the 
complete  concentration  of  all  administra- 
tive authority  in  Downing-street  ?  And 
here  I  would  ask  the  House  to  consider 
whether  the  time  is  peculiarly  propitious 
for  the  intended  change  ?  Are  the  difficul- 
ties of  Irish  administration  so  diminished, 
or  is  the  condition  of  the  country  itself  so 
happy  and  secure,  that  you  should  just  now 
precipitate  this  confessedly  most  unpopular, 
and,  I  believe,  most  perilous  experiment  ? 
The  strife  of  sects  is  indeed  abated,  and 
the  violence  of  party  has  for  a  season  died 
away;  but  the  old  quarrel  still  remains — 
the  unquenched  suspicion  and  distrust  be- 
tween an  alien  proprietary  and  the  great 
mass  of  the  people  of  the  land;  and  he 
must  be  a  very  superficial  observer,  I 
think,  of  what  is  daily  passing  before  our 
eyes,  who  does  not  see  how  strongly  the 
currents  of  popular  feeling  are  running 
there,  with  regard  to  these  the  most  vital 
questions  by  which  society  can  be  moved. 
For  one,  I  can  only  say,  that,  knowing 
what  I  do  of  the  condition  of  things  now 
existing,  and  anticipating  what  I  do,  as  to 
the  exigencies  that  may  arise,  I  should  be 
false  to  myself  and  to  those  whose  represen- 
tative I  am,  were  I  to  withhold  the  avowal 
that  I  look  toward  the  present  and  proxi- 
mate future  of  society  in  Ireland  with  pro- 
found and  painful  misgivings.  Were  this 
my  own  conviction  merely,  I  should  hesi- 
tate publicly  to  urge  it  upon  the  Attention 


of  others.    Bat  it  is  not  so.     Similar  feel- 
ings are,  I  believe,  entertained  bj  eveij 
person  whose  judgment  I  ahonld  wish  to 
have  were  I  placed  in  a  position  of  respon- 
sibility in  connection  with  the  affairs  of 
that  country;  and  I  am  firmly  persuaded 
that  no  man  of  experience  or  foresight 
who  comprehends  the  nature  of  those  grier- 
ances  whereof  the  great  bulk  of  the  comnm- 
nity  with  too  much  {xsason  complain,  will  say 
that  the  utmost  care,  vigilance,    and  cau- 
tion, are  likely  to  become  superfluous  in  the 
daily  administration  of  affairs.      The  duty 
of  Government  in  a  representative  State 
may  be  said  to  be  twofold  :    it  is  charged 
with  the  maintenance  of  the  laws  while 
they  remain  in  force;  and  it  is  responsible 
for  their  modification,  as  well  as  for  the 
suggestion  of  new  laws  when  circumstances 
demand  them.     How  will   this    measure 
affect  the  performance  of  these  two  func- 
tions ?    When  we  talk  of  laws  being  well 
administered,  it  is  important  to  bear  dis- 
tinctly in  mind  what  the  laws  in  question 
are.     It   is  proposed,   that  hereafter  the 
laws  of  England  and  Ireland   should   be 
administered  under  the   same  Ministerial 
authority,  and  from  the  same  Ministerial 
seat  of  power.     Well,  that  might  be  some- 
what more  reasonable  if  the  laws  to  be  thus 
administered  were  the  same;  but  what  if 
the  laws  are  wholly  and  in  the  gravest  es- 
sentials dissimilar  ?  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Sheffield  (Mr.  Roebuck)  asked 
why  should  there  be  distinct  administra- 
tion when  the  laws  of  the  two  realms  were 
identical  ?  Why,  where  was  a  greater  delu- 
sion than  that  which  such  a  question  be- 
trayed.    Identity  of  English  and  Irish  laws 
may  be  an  apt  phrase  in  debate;  it  maj 
be  a  pleasing  rhetorical  mode  of  expression 
made  use  of  by  parties  in  power,  or  can- 
didates for  power  who  wish  to  conciliate 
Irish  support ;    but  as  a  matter  of  fact 
it  is  perfectly  certain  that  no  such  thing 
exists;  nor  in  my  belief  is  there  the  slight- 
est probability  of  its  existence,  within  any 
period  of  time  which  any  one  here  can  as- 
sign.    To  talk  of  assimilation  of  laws  as  a 
condition  precedent  which  may  be  assumed 
as  a  settled  basis  for  a  single  and  central- 
ised administration,  is  no  better  than  so- 
lemn trifling.     Not  in  minute  details,  in 
nice  adaptation  merely,  but  in  every  char- 
acteristic feature  of  our  domestic  polity, 
the  difference  is  wide  and  palpable.     The 
educational  system  by  which  the  children 
of  the  many  in  Ireland  are  formed,  is  wholly 
unlike    anything    which    exists  in    £ng^ 
land.      The   organisation  of  the  geaml 


1445    Lord  Heutenanet^  Abolition    {Jujsb  17} 


(Ireland)  BiU. 


1446 


police,  whereby  offenderg  are  made  amen- 
able to  jostiee,  is  whollj  unlike  anything 
which  any  one  dreams  of  in  England.  The 
entire  machinery  whereby  public  employ- 
ment is  permanently  afforded  through  the 
•ub -department  of  public  works,  has  no 
parallel  or  counterpart  here.  The  ground 
plan  of  our  poor-law  and  its  whole  super- 
structure is  necessarily  dissimilar  from  that 
which  exists  in  England.  Go  through  the 
whole  list — not  of  exceptional  statutes,  but 
of  fundamental  and  permanent  laws — and 
you  will  be  forced  to  confess  that  in  erery 
thing  of  importance  and  of  difficulty — in 
every  thing  where  administrative  skill,  cir- 
cumspection and  energy  are  required — the 
laws  of  the  two  kingdoms  are  diverse  not 
identical.  This  may  be  an  evil,  or  it  may 
be  a  good.  That  is  not  the  question  here. 
Is  it  a  fact  ?  Will  any  one  on  either  side 
of  the  House  who  has  ever  held  responsible 
office  connected  with  Ireland,  rise  in  his 
place  and  controvert  it  ?  And  if  not,  where 
IS  the  point  or  force  in  the  reasoning  that 
rests  altogether  upon  an  hypothesis  so  ut- 
terly and  helplessly  unsound  ?  When  the 
noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Government 
introduced  this  Bill,  I  was  one  of  those 
who  understood  him  to  do  so  as  affording 
the  means  of  finally  settling  a  great  pro- 
blem, of  determining  the  true  proportions 
of  central  power,  and  of  adjusting  the  ba- 
lance between  local  and  imperial  functions. 
But  after  what  we  have  heard  to-night 
from  the  right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  R.  Peel), 
and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secre- 
tary for  the  Home  Department,  it  seems 
pretty  clear  that  this  is  only  a  first  step  in 
the  path  of  centralisation.  The  right  hon. 
Member  for  Tamworth  deprecated  the  in- 
ference drawn  from  his  ominous  words  re- 
garding  the  Irish  bench  and  bar,  by  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Cork.  He 
says  he  did  not  mean  to  foreshadow  their 
fall.  I  was  happy  to  find  him  so  prompt 
in  endeavouring  to  do  away  the  effect  which 
his  expressions  were  so  well  calculated  to 
produce;  although  what  he  meant  to  con- 
vey by  the  use  of  the  singular  phrases  *•  a 
separate  bar,  and  a  local  chancellor,"  no- 
body in  this  House  but  himself  will  under- 
take to  explain.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man (Sir  G.  Grey)  appeared  almost  to  out- 
bid the  right  hon.  Baronet  for  the  favour  of 
those  who  desire  to  see  every  local  institu- 
tion uprooted  in  Ireland;  for  he  intimated 
not  very  obscurely  that  a  fourth  Secretary 
of  State  might  be  only  a  transitionary  ex- 
pedient, and  that  we  might  look  forward, 
ere  hng,  to  the  honour  of  being  bereft  of 


every  remnant  of   a  separate  or   distinct 
executive  power.    Considering  the  position 
of  the  representatives  of  Ireland  in  this 
House,  and]  that  on  every  occasion  where 
the  interests  of  their  country  and  those  of 
other  portions  of  the  empire  are  supposed 
to  differ,  the  Irish  Members  are  liable  first 
to  be  outnumbered  in  the  lobby,  and  then 
to  be  held  up  as  fit  objects  of  public  de- 
nunciation and  abuse;  it  is  vain  to  pretend 
that  any  practical  responsibility  could  be 
enforced  in  Irish  affairs,  if  such  affairs  were 
massed  and  confused  with  those  which  now 
engage  the  undivided  care  of  the  Home 
Secretary.     The  stronger  influence  would 
prove  irresistible;  and  the  weaker  would 
be  left  without  redress,  or  the  hope  of  ex- 
acting any  thing  like  Ministerial  accounta- 
bility.    The  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Sheffield  asked  us  to  discuss  this  question 
as  if  no  deep  and  dangerous  channel  had 
been  by  the  hand  of  nature  interposed  be- 
tween the  two  countries.     It  was  certainly 
a  large  demand  upon  our  powers  of  imagi- 
nation to  invite  us  to  ignore  the  existence 
of  that  formidable  and  uncontrollable  tide. 
But  the  hon.  Gentleman  in  fact  required 
a  much  greater  stretch  of  our  fancy,  when 
he  requested  that  we  should,  for  the  pur- 
poses of  this   debate,  forget   the  moral, 
social,  political,  and  religious  differences 
between  the  two  nations.     Of  these  the 
Channel  is  but  in  truth  a  very  inadequate 
symbol.     The  rustic,  we  are  told  in  the 
fable,  punished  his  donkey  for  having  dnmk 
up  the  moon  that   shone  in  the  shallow 
pool;  but  the  thirst  of  centralisation   is 
more  silly  and  more  insatiable;  for  it  would 
not  only  gulp  the  sea,  but  it  would  fain  be- 
lieve that  those  popular  wants  and  passions 
with  which  the  dark  and  restless  waves 
have  been  so  often  compared,  can  be  got 
rid  of  by  simply  refusing  to  see  or  heed 
them  more.     Suppose  for  a  moment,  how- 
ever, that  all  this  were  possible — suppose 
we  could  forget  all  we  have  had  bitter 
cause  to  remember — suppose  that  we  sin- 
cerely desired  to  obliterate  henceforth  all 
national  distinctions  in  legislation  and  go- 
vernment, does  any  man  who  knows  the 
real  feeling  of  this  or  the  other  House  of 
Parliament,  believe  that  we  should  find  the 
slightest  approach  to  a  general  or  substan- 
tial compliance  with  such  a  demand  ?     I 
have  had  but  brief  experience,  and  may 
be  deemed  to  possess  but  limited  faculties 
of  observation.     But  I  doubt  if  any  one  of 
weight  or  character  will  hazard  a  confirma- 
tion of  the  assertion  made  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for   Sheffield,  that  the 
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people  of  England  regard  the  people  of 
Ireland  as  politically  undistinguishable  from 
themselves,  and  that  Parliament  is  pre- 
pared to  make  laws  in  future  for  the  two 
communities  in  one  and  the  same  spirit. 
I  totally  disbelieve  both  propositions :  I 
utterly  disbelieve  in  the  alleged  disposition 
to  legislate  for  Ireland — not  in  the  same 
words  or  forms,  but — in  the  same  just,  for- 
bearing, and  considerate  temper  which 
charactenses  legislation  for  Great  Britain. 
And  how  is  it  conceivable,  that  while  a 
jealous,  distrustful,  and  severing  spirit 
pervades  the  making  of  laws,  you  can 
hope  to  reduce  their  administration  to 
moral  or  intelligible  unity  ?  I  have  no 
particular  love  for  an  obsolete  office.  I 
set  little  store  on  the  perpetuation  of  a 
title  somewhat,  it  must  be  owned,  out  of 
date.  Still  less  do  I  care  for  the  dingy 
pomp  of  Viceroyalty.  What  I  desire  above 
and  beyond  all  else  is  to  sec  the  business 
of  the  country  well  done,  and  therefore 
done  where  alone  it  can  be  efficiently  done 
— on  the  spot.  For  business  so  done  you 
may  and  can  exact  responsibility  at  that 
table;  but  for  business  ill  done,  or  left  un- 
done in  Downing-street,  we  should  never  be 
able  to  enforce  any  responsibility  at  all. 
With  respect  to  the  other  great  duty  of  a 
constitutional  Ministry,  that  of  originating 
measures  of  change  in  the  law,  the  conse- 
quences of  adopting  the  present  proposal 
would  be  equally  injurious.  The  words  of 
Lord  Bacon  have  grown  almost  proverbial, 
that  '*  laws  they  are  not,  which  public 
opinion  hath  not  made.*'  But  whose 
opinion  did  the  wise  man  mean  to  declare 
thus  indispensable  ?  Manifestly  that  of 
those  on  whom  the  laws  are  to  be  imposed, 
and  whose  willing  assent  it  is  of  so  much 
value  to  reckon  upon.  A  sagacious  and 
liberal  Government  is  careful  to  ascertain, 
and  prompt  to  embody  in  permanent  forms 
of  law,  the  opinions  of  the  community,  or  of 
the  better  portion  thereof.  This  may  not 
always  be  easy  to  ascertain.  Not  unfre- 
quently  the  predominant  feeling  or  sense 
of  the  public  is  matter  of  dispute.  But  the 
duty  of  those  who  fill  the  station  of  Minis- 
ters is  so  far  plain,  that  they  are  bound  to 
use  all  diligence,  and  to  avail  themselves 
of  the  best  means  in  their  power  for  as- 
certaining what  public  opinion  upon  each 
important  subject  is,  and  to  take  nothing 
on  trust  or  at  second  hand  where  there  is 
danger  of  their  being  deceived,  and  where 
opportunities  are  open  to  them  of  judging 
for  themselves.  But  what  is  the  use  of 
affected  assent  to  these  incontestable  prin- 


ciples, if  the  essential  consideration  it  n- 
lently  evaded — what  public  opinion  ia  to 
be  consulted  ?     In  points  of  imperial  po- 
licy the  range  of  inquiry  ought  to  be  im- 
perial, and  any  may  be  consulted  where  all 
are  concerned.     But  where  measures  are 
strictly  limited  to  one-third  of  the  empire, 
ought  not  especial  care  to  be  taken  that 
the  sentiments  of  that  particular  portioa 
should  be  heard,  and  examined ,  and  weigh- 
ed ?     And  how  is  this  practically  possible 
if  the  Minister  whose  especial  duty  it  is  to 
frame   laws   and  alterations    in    laws   for 
Ireland,  is  as  a  matter  of  course  to  reside 
and  transact  the  business  of  his  depart- 
ment all  the  year  round  in  London  ?   Is  he 
to  take  his  notions  of  public  opinion  in  Ire- 
land from  the  hungry  and  pliant  crew — high- 
born or  humble  it  signifies  not — who  crowd 
the  steps  of  every  department,  and  eagerly 
wait  for  a  propitious  moment   when  they 
may  pour  the  tale  they  imagine  best  cal- 
culated to  please,  into  the  ear  of  one  who 
has  favours  to  bestow  ?  Is  it  only  what  is 
agreeable  to  his  humour,  or  what  jumps 
with  his  preconceptions,  that  it  is  needful 
a  Minister  should  hear?  Or  is  it  only  from 
the  lips  of  the  importunate,  the  intrusive, 
or  the  intriguing,  that  he  is  to  learn  by 
personal  observation  the  state  of  a  nation  ? 
If  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  J.  Russell),  were 
Irish  Minister,  would  he  not  rather  seek  to 
know   what  were   the   real    feelings    and 
thoughts  of  the  middle  classes  of  the  com- 
munity— those  classes  whose  worth  was  re- 
garded, and  justly  regarded  in  this  fortu- 
nate country,  as  the  true  ballast  of  the 
State  ?  But  how  could  a  Minister  perma- 
nently resident  in   London   come   at  the 
genuine  thoughts  and   feelings    of  these 
classes  in  Ireland  ?    Police  reports  daily 
received  and  duly  noted  when  read,  may 
give  a  Minister  very  accurate  notions  of 
all  that  is  evil,  and  barren,  and  vile;  but 
out   of  police   reports,   no  Minister   with 
heart  to  conceive  any  project  of  popular 
amelioration,  or  intellect  capable  of  work- 
ing out  such  a  scheme,  will  ever  glean  the 
knowledge  that  he  requires.     In  Ireland, 
the  classes  to  whom  I  allude,  for  the  most 
part  possess  but  limited  means;  and  from 
too  long  neglect  and  depression  they  are 
but  ill  fitted  to  make  their  sentiments  heard 
on  questions  of  unattractive  and  unexciting 
detail,  by  a  distant  and  unknown  Minister. 
The  consequence  would  be,  that  while  their 
opinions  and  wishes  remain  unheeded,  in 
their  name  a  restless   and   selfish   cabal 
would   ever  beset  the   department  here; 
and  instead  of  tbe  free  and  varied  reflec* 
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tion  of  the  national  mind,  there  would  he 
nothing  hut  the  worthless  suggestions  and 
promptings  of  an  insignificant  oligarchy.  I 
cannot  regard  such  a  result  as  in  any  de- 
gree tending  towards  improvement  or  pro- 
gress. I  cannot  believe  that  executive  re- 
sponsibility will  thus  be  rendered  greater; 
on  the  contrary,  I  am  persuaded  that  it 
will,  of  necessity,  be  rendered  far  less. 
Irish  Peers  and  Members  of  Parliament 
may  gain  somewhat  in  personal  influence; 
but  it  will  be  at  the  cost  of  their  country, 
and  in  a  political  sense  the  change  will  de- 
serve not  the  title  of  gain.  It  has,  I  know, 
been  said  by  those  who  would  sweep  away 
every  vestige  of  a  distinct  department,  and 
who  would  make  the  Home  Office  discbarge 
the  same  functions  for  both  kingdoms,  that 
however  partial  and  unequal  past  legisla- 
tion may  have  been,  in  future  everything 
shall  be  uniform,  and  imperial  assimilation 
shall  become  the  inflexible  order  of  the 
day.  Now,  if  you  expect  us  to  credit  this 
marvellous  change  in  your  Parliamentary 
ways  of  thinking  and  acting,  you  ought 
to  show  us  some  sign  whereby  we  may 
know  that  you  are  in  earnest  in  promising 
it ;  you  ought  to  point  out  some  of  the 
symptoms  from  which  wo  may  fairly  infer 
that  its  coming  is  nigh  at  hand.  For  my 
part  I  have  sought  diligently,  but  hitherto 
most  unsuccessfully,  for  any  such  symptom 
or  sign.  Neither  within  the  Statute-book, 
nor  without,  have  I  been  able  as  yet  to  find 
any  trace  of  an  altered  spirit  of  legislation 
for  Ireland;  any  proof  of  even  an  inter- 
mittent distrust  towards  her.  Let  me  not 
be  mistaken  as  making  any  complaint  that 
the  two  islands  have  not  the  same  laws. 
The  theory  of  assimilation  is  that  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Sheffield  :  it  is  not  mine. 
What  we  desire  is  equal,  not  identical,  in- 
stitutions. To  be  truly  equal,  they  can- 
not, in  my  opinion,  be  the  same.  The 
habits  and  wants  of  the  two  nations  are 
not  identical;  how  then  can  you  satisfy 
them  alike  if  you  do  not  vary,  adapt,  and 
suit  their  respective  laws  to  each  ?  What 
I  do  complain  of  ifl,  that  not  only  is  the 
letter  of  legislation  difierent,  but  that  the 
spirit  is  wholly  and  essentially  diverse. 
And  when  by  way  of  a  remedy  it  is  pro- 
posed that,  fit  or  unfit,  suitable  or  the  con- 
trary, the  selfsame  enactments  shall  be 
made  without  distinction  for  both,  so  as  to 
secure  the  semblance  and  show  of  imperial 
impartiality;  we  are  left  to  search  in  vain 
for  even  a  trial  of  this  clumsy  experiment 
in  national  justice.  We  have  for  years  past 
been  continually  assared  that  the  old  sys- 


tem in  this  respect  was  about  to  be  given 
up;  that  a  reformed  Parliament  would  cer- 
tainly deal  quite  differently  with  Ireland; 
that  the  Union  would  at  length  be  made 
real;  and  that,  for  better  for  worse,  we 
should  dwelt  in  the  same  constitutional 
home,  and  partake  of  the  same  political 
fare.  Well,  is  it  so  ?  Why,  the  mere 
enumeration  of  statutes  made  in  the  two 
last  years,  would  convince  the  most  credu- 
lous dreamer  of  amended  rule,  that  not 
even  a  beginning  as  yet  has  been  made  in 
the  way  of  assimilation.  In  the  Session 
of  1844  you  passed  133  "public and  gene- 
ral Acts'*  as  they  are  termed  in  the  Sta- 
tute-book. Many  of  these  are  in  point  of 
fact  strictly  local,  and  the  title  of  "  pub- 
lic" seems  oddly  enough  applied  to  several 
others.  So  that  in  truth  it  may  be  fairly 
assumed  that  not  above  100  deserve  the 
designation  of  national  statutes.  Well, 
of  these  no  fewer  than  twenty-five,  or  a 
fourth  of  the  whole,  are  limited  in  their 
operation  to  Ireland  only;  while  of  those 
which  were  meant  to  extend  the  provisions 
of  English  enactments  to  that  country, 
there  are  to  be  found  but  four.  Will  it  be 
said  that  nevertheless  the  tendency  is  to- 
wards assimilation  ?  Let  us  see.  In  the 
following  year,  1849,  the  public  and  gene- 
ral statutes  passed  were  111,  from  which 
we  should,  for  any  purpose  of  legitimate 
comparison,  deduct  a  considerable  number 
as  being  but  technically  distinguished  from 
"local"  Acts.  Out  of  these,  no  less  than 
thirty-two  were  exclusively  applicable  to 
Ireland  ;  and  of  assimilating  statutes, 
there  were  during  the  Session  but  three; 
so  that  the  proportion  of  separate  and 
distinct  laws  made  by  the  present  Parlia- 
ment appears  to  be  rather  upon  the  in- 
crease than  otherwise.  You  find  it  impos- 
sible to  assimilate  the  forms,  and  you  are 
not  prepared  to  equalise  the  spirit  of  legis- 
lation :  yet  you  ask  us  to  consent  that  the 
administration  should  be  concentrated  in  a 
single  hand  and  in  a  single  place,  while 
the  enactments  to  be  administered  con- 
tinue to  be  utterly  dissimilar.  The  noble 
Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Government  lays 
claim  on  behalf  of  Parliament  to  Irish 
gratitude,  on  account  of  the  Franchise 
Bill.  It  will  be  time  enough,  I  think,  for 
the  people  of  Ireland  to  make  up  their 
minds  regarding  that  measure  when  they 
have  got  it.  Rumour  may  be  deceptive 
on  this  as  on  other  subjects;  but  as  far 
as  those  who  are  not  in  the  secrets  of  party 
elsewhere  can  venture  to  form  a  conjec- 
ture, it  seems  to  bo  still  exceedingly  doubt- 
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f  al  how  much  of  that  measure  we  are  likely 
to  get.  But  however  and  whenever  pass- 
ed, I  must  frankly  say  that  iu  my  judg- 
ment no  claim  of  gratitude  can  or  ought 
to  he  made  for  the  tardy  payment  of  such 
a  deht  so  long  overdue.  In  conclusion,  I 
can  only  repeat  that  while  I  have  no  objec- 
tion that  the  title  of  Viceroy,  and  the  cer- 
emonial connected  with  that  ancient  office 
should  be  abolished,  and  to  the  substitu- 
tion of  a  Minister  of  State  for  Ireland, 
with  a  seat  in  the  Cabinet,  I  cannot  assent 
to  the  annihilation  of  all  the  means  of  lo- 
cal government  in  Ireland,  or  the  concen- 
tration of  all  administrative  authority  in 
London.  I  believe  that  so  long  as  the  in- 
stitutions of  the  two  kingdoms  differ  in  the 
most  essential  features,  you  may  com- 
pound but  you  cannot  unite  their  respon- 
sible government.  You  may  detach  and 
disgust  the  middle  classes  by  shutting 
them  out  from  every  opportunity  of  making 
their  sentiments  understood;  you  may  drive 
the  working  classes  into  a  more  deep  and 
dark  sense  of  the  hopelessness  of  their 
condition  under  your  system  of  rule;  but 
the  peace  of  Ireland  you  will  not  secure, 
and  the  unity  of  the  empire  you  will  not 
consolidate,  by  this  Bill.  It  will  gratify  an 
absentee  gentry,  it  will  fulfil  the  anticipa- 
tions of  theorists,  and  conciliate  the  ap- 
plause of  bureaucratic  cliques;  but  it  will 
tend  to  enfeeble  authority  in  Ireland,  and 
render  you  more  dependent  than  ever  for 
the  maintenance  of  order  and  tranquillity 
there  upon  the  strength  of  your  garrison. 

Mh.  SIIEIL  :  The  fervid  nationality  of 
my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Dundalk 
has  overcome,  in  this  instance,  his  habitu- 
ally admirable  good  sense.  His  criticism 
on  the  details  of  the  Bill,  which  is  at  least 
as  minute  as  it  is  accurate,  does  not  touch 
the  principle.  lie  has  throughout  assumed 
that  the  Minister  for  Ireland  is  not  to  visit 
that  country.  This  is  a  misapprehension. 
That  functionary  ought  to  have  a  perfect 
knowledge  of  Ireland,  and  be  conversant 
with  our  policy,  our  feelings,  our  preju- 
dices, our  passions,  our  good  qualities,  and 
our  imperfections;  and  there  can  be  no 
doubt  that  his  residence  in  Ireland  must 
be  conducive  to  that  knowledge,  and  is  to 
be  desired.  I  have  risen.  Sir,  with  a  view 
to  prove  two  things :  first,  that  the  Lord 
Lieutenancy  is  worse  than  useless  ;  and, 
secondly,  that  the  Government  of  Ireland 
ought  not  to  be  absorbed  in  the  Home 
Office.  There  was  a  time  when  the  Lord 
Lieutenancy  was  made  subservient  to  the 
policy  upon  which  the  Government  of  Ire- 


land was  carried  on ;  when  Ireland  wu 
governed,  through  the  chief  proprietors  of 
the  country,  upon  principles  which  were 
not  more  Protestant  than  they  were  aris- 
tocratic ;  when  the  Irish  gentry  were  the 
sole  depositories  of  political  power,  and  the 
entire  patronage  of  the  Crown  circulated 
in  a  lacrative  monopoly  through  that  con- 
tracted channel ;  when  thej  commanded 
the  representation  of  almost  every  conntj, 
and  the  nomination  of  almost  every  bo- 
rough in  Ireland,  and  the  Minister,  not 
only  not  unnaturally,  but  almost  inevit- 
ably, looked  to  them  for  Parliamentsrj 
sustainment.  The  Irish  Lord  Lieutenant, 
a  nobleman  of  high  rank  and  conaideratioo, 
surrounded  with  the  apparatus  of  a  court, 
made  the  Castle  the  point  of  political  and 
social  centralisation,  and  attracted  the 
small  hut  powerful  class  in  which  the  ex- 
clusiveness  of  fashion  and  the  intolerance 
of  faction  were  combined.  That  a  con- 
siderable influence  was  exercised  hy  the 
Irish  Executive  through  their  instrumen- 
tality cannot  be  doubted ;  but  suddenly 
the  foundation  on  which  this  artificial 
fabric  was  constructed  gave  way.  Catholie 
emancipation  was  carried  ;  it  was  followed 
by  Parliamentary  reform.  Power  was  al- 
most immediately  transferred  from  the 
favoured  and  manageable  few  to  the  mul- 
tifarious and  unmanageable  many.  The 
Lord  Lieutenant  was  denuded  of  all  influ- 
ence ;  he  was  unable  materially  to  effect 
the  return  of  a  single  Member  of  Parlia- 
ment ;  and  what  had  been  an  engine  of 
State  was  converted  into  a  mere  scenic 
machine  for  the  very  imperfect  representa- 
tion of  Royalty  on  a  very  provincial  stage. 
The  spectators  are  weary  of  the  exhibition, 
and  it  is  time  that  the  theatre  should  he 
closed.  Let  us  get  rid  of  the  Irish  Courts 
which  is,  after  all,  a  badge  of  colonial  in- 
feriority. Let  us  get  rid  of  the  Malvolio 
dignity  of  the  retainers  of  this  mimetie 
institution.  Let  this  glittering  superfluity 
— I  dare  not  call  it  this  gaudy  nuisance — 
be  put  aside,  and  in  lieu  of  all  this  mock- 
cry  let  us  give  the  opportunity  to  the  Irish 
people  to  give  to  the  Sovereign  of  that 
great  empire,  of  which  Ireland  constitutes 
a  part  so  important,  that  frequent  welcome 
which  will  never  fail  to  come  in  fervour 
from  the  nation's  heart,  and  of  which,  by 
its  reiteration,  the  enthusiasm  will  never 
be  impaired.  I  pass  to  the  important 
question,  whether  Ireland  should  be  merged 
in  the  Home  Office  ?  I  think  the  duties 
of  that  department  too  onerous.  It  will 
be  deemed  presumption  on  my  part  to  dif* 
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fer  from  the  Member  for  Tamworth,  who 
filled  that  office,  and  conferred  lustre  upon 
it.  I  cannot  help  thinking  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  is  the  least  competent 
witness  on  the  subject ;  because,  gifted 
with  Atlantean  faculties,  he  judges  of  the 
power  of  other  men  to  sustain  a  mighty 
Irarden  bj  his  own.  He  could  perhaps 
keep  back  England  with  one  hand,  and 
itaj  Ireland  with  the  other ;  but  this 
aehieyement  is  not  giien  to  others  to  per- 
form. The  hon.  Baronet  alluded  to  the 
10th  of  April.  If  circumstances  should 
arise  analogous  to  those  under  which,  two 
years  ago,  so  much  energy,  so  much  firm- 
ness, and  BO  much  moderation  were  exhi- 
bited by  my  right  hon.  Friend,  when  with 
the  constable's  staff  he  struck  insurrection 
down,  do  you  think  that  England  and  her 
peace  would  not  giro  him  enough  to  do  ? 
Ireland,  with  her  millions,  her  distresses, 
and  her  dangers,  would  not  fit  in  the  Home 
Office.  The  Home  Office  would  not  hold 
her.  Look  at  Ireland.  Don't  shut  your 
eyes.  Don't  endeavour  not  to  see  the  evils 
to  which  she  is  subject,  and  the  hazards  to 
which  she  is  exposed.  Ireland  is  passing 
through  a  frightful  ordeal,  to  which  the 
gentle  and  mitigated  name  of  "  transition" 
IS  sometimes  applied.  Ireland  has  not  yet 
adapted  herself  to  that  terrible  novelty — 
that  dire  necessity — the  Irish  Poor  Law. 
The  Commission  for  the  Sale  of  Encum- 
bered Estates  is  proceeding  with  a  rapidity 
which  divests  the  law  of  its  proverbial  pro- 
erastination.  Great  as  the  good  it  will  do 
in  many  regards,  it  will  throw  hundreds  of 
well-born  and  well-instructed  men  upon  the 
world;  and  it  is  not  necessary  to  tell  you 
that  ruin  is  the  recruit  of  agitation.  Vast 
assemblages  of  the  peasantry  are  held  in 
Tarious  parts  of  the  country,  where  an 
agrarian  code  is  propounded,  and  the  liabi- 
lities of  landlords  and  the  prerogatives  of 
tenants  are  defined.  At  the  head  of  these 
assemblies  stand  the  priesthood — Catholic 
and  Presbyterian.  I  could  say  much  more 
than  I  choose  to  utter;  but  I  have  said 
enough  to  show  you  that  the  state  of  Ire- 
land must  long  engross  the  undivided 
thought  and  the  undistracted  solicitude  of 
the  man  to  whose  care  she  shall  be  con- 
signed. But  is  the  administration  of  Ire- 
land to  continue  distinct  for  ever  ?  I  do 
Dot  mean  to  say  so.  But  great  changes 
must  first  take  place  in  Ireland,  which  we 
may  not  live  to  witness,  but  to  which  we 
may  even  now  remotely  contribute.  When 
the  moral  asp®^^  ^^  Ireland  shall  have 
ehaDged«<*^wj^0n   ahe   shall  have   passed 


through  a  process  of  social  and  political 
amelioration — when  the  disaffection  which 
is  still  smouldering  shall  be  extinct — when 
the  embers,  still  pregnant  with  fire,  living 
though  latent,  shall  grow  cold — when  the 
rights  of  property  and  the  rights  of  po- 
verty (for  poverty  has  its  rights  as  well  as 
property)  shall  be  reconciled  and  adjusted 
— when  an  Irish  landlord  shall  learn  Ho 
look  on  a  poor-house,  not  as  a  memorial  of 
extortion,  but  as  a  monument  of  public 
mercy — when  you  shall  adapt  your  institu- 
tions to  Ireland,  and  give  up  the  idle  en- 
deavour of  adapting  Ireland  to  your  insti- 
tutions— ^when  the  Parliament  shall  give 
the  Government  leave,  or,  I  should  rather 
say,  when  the  people  of  England  shall 
give  the  Parliament  leave  to  do  what  it  is 
so  hard  to  do,  but  what  every  man  who 
has  the  least  acquaintance  with  Ireland 
pronounces  it  to  be,  for  the  purposes  of 
wellbeing,  and  even  of  safety,  indispensable 
to  accomplish — ^when,  I  say,  these  things 
shall  have  come  to  pass,  then,  and  not  till 
then,  let  the  administration  of  England, 
of  Scotland,  of  Ireland,  be  as  indivisible  as 
the  realm  ;  but  until  then,  in  the  interval 
—long,  perhaps,  in  reference  to  individual 
existence,  but  short  in  reference  to  a  na- 
tion's life  —  let  us  wisely  abstain  from 
adding  to  the  weight  of  toil  and  care  ne- 
cessarily incidental  to  the  internal  adminis- 
tration of  this  great  island  a  cumulative 
load  of  labour  and  of  solicitude,  which  it 
would  require  a  rare  and  almost  hopeless 
combination  of  intellectual  power  and  of 
physical  endurance  to  sustain. 

Mr.  DISRAELI  :  Sir,  when  I  heard 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who  has  just  sat 
down  allude  to  the  fervid  appeals  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Dundalk,  and  then  listened  to  his  own 
glowing  address,  I  was  surprised;  but  more 
so  when  I  found  his  rhetoric  clothed  an 
argument  in  favour  of  an  office  which  he 
rose  to  abolish.  "  I  will  prove,"  he  says, 
"  that  the  Castle  of  Dublin  has  under- 
gone a  great  revolution — that  all  corrupt 
influence  there  is  at  an  end,  and  because 
it  is  pure  that  is  the  first  reason  I  would 
abolish  it."  "  But,"  said  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  "  I  have  another  reason — 
the  situation  of  Ireland  is  most  peril- 
ous— her  situation  cannot  be  compared 
to  the  situation  of  other  countries;'  and 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  having  paint- 
ed her  situation  in  most  forcible  terms, 
says,  "I  am  for  destroying  the  form  of 
government  which  is  already  established, 
and  which  hitherto  has  successfully  coped 
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with  these  dangers.  Sir,  I  feel  the  difficulty 
of  the  question  heforo  the  Ilouse.  On 
the  only  division  wliich  has  taken  place, 
I  recorded  my  vote  with  Her  Majesty's 
Ministers,  for  I  thought  it  was  but  Parlia- 
mentary courtesy  to  permit  a  Minister  to 
introduce  a  measure  ;  but  at  the  same 
time  I  intimated  some  objections,  which  ap- 
peared to  me  on  the  face  of  the  scheme, 
as  worthy  of  the  attention  of  the  House. 
Since  then  I  have  had  the  opportunity,  in 
common  with  other  hon.  Members,  of  pe- 
rusing the  Bill  then  introduced,  and  since 
then  I  have  listened  attentively  to  the 
speeches  of  Members  on  both  sides  of  the 
Ilouse;  but,  after  a  careful  consideration,  I 
can  arrive  at  no  conclusion  which  shakes 
the  general  opinion  I  then  expressed,  and 
in  maintaining  that  conclusion,  I  am  sure  I 
am  not  misled  by  any  party  feeling.  In- 
deed, it  is  a  question  on  which  no  feeling 
exists  which  might  endanger  the  exist- 
ence of  a  Government,  and  that  I  think 
a  fortunate  circumstance.  I  should  there- 
fore probably  have  given  a  silent  vote,  if 
I  had  not  had  a  strong  conviction  that  the 
measure  is  a  most  unwise  one  —  that  it 
is  a  measure  that  will  not  work — that  it  is 
not  a  deeply-considered  and  finely-matured 
measure — and  that  before  long  the  coun- 
try and  the  House  will  recognise  in  un- 
expected disasters  its  consequences.  That 
is  why  I  would  express  my  reasons  for  the 
conclusions  at  which  I  have  arrived.  What 
is  the  principle  of  this  Bill  ?  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Home  Secretary  found 
it  convenient  to  impress  upon  the  House 
that  the  principle  was  simply  the  abolition 
or  maintenance  of  the  Lord  Lieutenancy. 
There  I  entirely  differ  from  the  right  hon. 
Baronet.  Tlie  principle  of  the  Bill  is  ex- 
pressed in  its  title,  '*  to  provide  for  the 
abolition  of  the  office  of  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  and  for  the  appointment  of  a 
fourth  Secretary  of  State.*'  The  appoint- 
ment of  a  fourth  Secretary  of  State  is  as 
much  the  principle  of  the  Bill  as  the  abo- 
lition of  the  Lord  Lieutenancy.  The  right 
hon.  Baronet  treated  that,  however,  as  a 
mere  matter  of  detail,  and  held  out  to 
the  House  that  the  appointment  of  the 
fourth  Secretaryship  was  a  matter  which 
might  bo  corrected  in  Committee.  It 
is  not,  however,  a  matter  of  detail. 
When  you  have  voted  for  the  principle 
of  this  Bill,  you  will  have  but  little  chance 
of  recording  a  negative  opinion  in  Com- 
mittee on  this  point.  But  I  will  argue 
the  case  on  the  ground  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  chosen,   I  think  un- 


fairly.    I  will  admit,  for  the  sske  of  tke 
argument,  that  the  principle  of  the  Bill  is 
simply  the  abolition  of  the   Lord  Lieoteo- 
ancy.  Then  what  is  the  object  of  the  Bill! 
It  is  to  abolish  an  office  which  has  been  in 
existence  for  centuries,    and,   modified bj 
modern  experience,  and,  adapted  to  modem 
practices,  has  flourished  for  at  least  fifty 
years  — an  office  which,  I  think,  has  bees 
victoriously  vindicated  by   the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Mayo  and  other  hon.  Gentlemeo. 
But  if  you  are  about  to  abolish  an  office 
which  has  existed  for  centuries,  and  which, 
even   according  to  modern    practice,  hai 
worked  well  for  half  a  century,  what  are 
you  going  to  substitute  for  it  ?     Whatever 
opinions  hon.  Members  may    entertain  of 
the  office — although  some   may   think  it 
feeble,  some    corrupt,     some    that    it   it 
inadequate   to  the  difficulties,    and  others 
that  it  is  unable  to  cope  with  the  necessities 
of  the  times — no  man  ought  to  vote  for  its 
abolition  unless  he  be  prepared  to  approve 
of  that  which  is  to  be  substituted  for  it. 
This  is  not  the  first  time  a  new  Secrctaiy 
has  been  proposed  for  institution  bj  a  Min- 
istry, and  assented  to  by  the  House.     A 
third  Secretary  was  proposed  by  the  Prime 
Minister  of  England,  as  Secretary  for  the 
Colonies,   in  1768.      The    plantations  of 
England  were  so  prosperous,   the  colonial 
interests  of  England  had  developed  them- 
selves in    so   striking  and   satisfactory  a 
manner,  that  the  ancient  mode  of  admin- 
istration   under   which    this    had     taken 
place  was  not  deemed  adequate  to  its  man- 
agement, and  caused  the  Minister  to  come 
forward    in    1768,    and   propose   a    third 
Secretary  of   State,   in  order  to  manage 
our    colonies.       What     was    the      conse- 
quence ?      Ten  years  afterwards   we  lost 
our  colonies,  in  consequence  of  the  man- 
agement of  the  new  Secretary.      The  new 
Secretary  was  appointed  to  foster  the  for- 
tunes of  our  plantations  in  America,  and 
ten  years  afterwards  the   plantations    in 
America  did  not  belong  to  England.      The 
precedent  is  so  unfortunate,  that  I  caunot 
help  looking  with  suspicion  on   this   pro- 
posal to  substitute  a  fourth  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  ancient  form  of  administra- 
tion in  Ireland.     Let  the  House  well  re- 
member the  words  used  by  Mr.  Pitt  in 
proposing  the   Union.       **  My    object   is 
to  place  under  one  public  will  the  direc- 
tion of  the  whole  force  of  the  empire." 
I  want  to  know  from  Her  Majesty's  Min- 
isters whether  their  proposal  to  create  a 
fourth  Secretary  of  State  is  calculated  to 
realise  the  plan  of  Mr.  Pitt  ?     Not  a  single 
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argument  have  I  heard  to  show  that  the 
appoiutraent  of  a  fourth  Secretary  will 
have  a  tendency  to  '*  place  under  one  pub- 
lic will  the  whole  force  of  the  empire." 
On  the  contrary,  it  is  evident  when  you 
call  into  being  a  great  Ministerial  officer, 
second  to  none  but  the  First  Minister  of 
the  Grown,  that,  proud,  and  justly  proud, 
of  his  position,  he  will  stand  upon  the  rights 
of  his  office,  and  will  not  allow  the  general 
tenor  of  the  policy  adopted  to  be  any  one's 
but  his  own.  It  is  possible  that  that  policy 
maybe  a  wise  one;  but  still  it  will  not  bo 
that  of  the  Cabinet,  except  by  consent — 
at  any  rate,  there  will  not  be  that  unity  of 
will  spoken  of  by  Mr.  Pitt  any  more  than 
under  the  old  form  of  government.  Is  it 
intended  that  the  fourth  Secretary  shall 
be  resident  in  Ireland  ?  I  want  an  answer 
to  that  question.  If  he  be  resident  in  Ire- 
land he  is  a  governor,  and  all  the  alleged 
evil  consequences  of  the  present  system — 
which  I  am  not  prepared  to  recognise — 
must  again  occur.  If  he  be  not  resident 
in  Ireland,  he  must  depend  upon  the  sub- 
ordinates of  his  office  ;  and  how,  under 
those  circumstances,  will  the  Government 
be  freed  from  local  management  and  local 
influences  ?  The  difference  between  the 
new  system  and  the  old  system  will  be, 
that  under  the  latter  we  had  local  manage- 
ment by  an  officer  of  exalted  position  and 
high  character;  and  under  the  new  system 
we  shall  have  local  management  under 
obscure  and  intriguing  persons.  But  then 
it  is  said  that  the  office  of  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant is  an  anomalous  office.  Are  anoma- 
lies so  rare  in  this  ancient  country,  that 
the  moment  an  office  becomes  anomalous 
it  ought  to  be  destroyed  ?  Does  every- 
thing exist  here  by  the  force  of  pure  rea- 
son ?  On  the  contrary,  everybody  knows 
we  have  prescription  and  prejudice  with- 
out stint;  but  are  not  prescription  and  pre- 
judice sources  of  strength  which  no  wise 
statesman  would  throw  away,  and  certainly 
not  unless  he  had  something  to  propose  in 
their  stead  a  little  more  matured  than  the 
present  scheme.  The  Lord  Mayor  of  Lon- 
don is  an  anomalous  office.  H  is  real  {Posi- 
tion and  his  general  reputation  are  so  con- 
tradictory that  no  foreigner  could  understand 
them;  and  yet  the  Lord  Mayor  is  treated 
almost  with  royal  ceremonial.  He  has  a 
mimic  court;  but  is  his  a  flimsy  existence 
or  not  ?  Its  consequences  are  very  sub- 
stantial. It  is  an  office  which  has  contri- 
buted to  the  liberty  of  this  country,  and  to 
the  maintenance  of  our  public  spirit,  and  yet 
not  an  argument  against  the  anomalous 


mimic  Court  of  Dublin  has  been  used  that 
will  not  apply  to  that  chief  magistrate  who 
has  made  some  figure  in  the  history  of  Eng- 
land. And  here  I  cannot  help  making  a  re- 
mark on  what  has  fallen  from  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Tam worth, 
who,  like  that  distinguished  orator  the 
Master  of  the  Mint,  appears  to  me  to 
have  delivered  a  most  unanswerable  speech 
against  the  measure.  The  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet— and  every  word  which  fell  from  his 
lips  was  in  fact  an  armoury,  f]K>m  which 
every  opponent  of  this  measure  may  And  a 
weapon — closed  his  address,  notwithstand- 
ing, by  saying  that  he  should  support  the 
Bill  as  an  experiment.  I  must  say  I  have 
no  great  taste  for  experimental  legislation. 
I  have  seen  a  great  many  things  intro- 
duced into  this  House  as  experiments, 
which,  in  my  opinion,  have  not  succeeded. 
Not  to  touch  on  subjects  which  might  create 
ill  blood,  I  might  remind  the  House  that 
the  income  tax  was  an  experiment — an  ex- 
periment, too,  which  will  take  a  long  time 
in  its  solution.  I  must,  however,  make 
one  observation  on  the  speech  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman.  While  he  con- 
sents to  the  abrogation  of  this  high,  an- 
cient, and,  as  I  believe,  most  useful  office, 
touched  doubtless  with  some  generous  re- 
miniscences of  the  distinguished  years 
which  he  passed  in  Dublin,  he  added  that 
he  could  only  do  so  upon  certain  terms, 
namely,  that  the  citizens  of  Dublin  shall 
receive  an  equitable  and  liberal  compensa- 
tion. Now,  really,  before  we  go  to  a  vote, 
I  think  we  ought  to  have  some  explana- 
tion of  such  a  peculiar  phrase  from  such  a 
high  quarter.  "  Equitable  and  liberal 
compensation"  comprises  a  great  deal. 
What  I  recommend  to  the  citizens  of  Dub- 
lin and  to  their  representatives,  is  to  press 
for  some  distinct  definition.  I  know  the 
unhappy  class  with  which  I  have  some 
connexion  were  once  promised  compcnsa* 
tion.  That  promise  was  never  forgotten, 
and  never  fulfilled.  If  the  citizens  of 
Dublin  are  not  to  have  more  liberal  com- 
pensation than  the  agricultural  interest,  I 
recommend  them  to  omit  making  use  of  no 
means  of  opposing  this  Bill;  and  I  advise 
thim  not  to  suppose  that  if  they  give  their 
assent  to  the  present  stage  they  will  find 
hereafter  something  that  will  console  them. 
Truly,  I  think  that  the  right  hon.  Baronet, 
considering  that  he  has  been  once  Prime 
Minister  of  this  country — that  his  fame  pe- 
culiarly rests  upon  his  financial  knowledge 
— that  he  has  always  been  remarkable  for 
his  great  caution — that  he  is  celebrated 
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M  a  Minister  for  doing  more  than  he  pro- 
miBes— ought  to  give  Bome  explanation  of 
what  he  means  hy  "  equitable  and  liberal 
oompensation "  to  the  citizens  of  Dublin 
for  the  abolition  of  the  Lord  Lieutenancy. 
For  the  life  of  me,  I  cannot  annex  an  idea 
to  the  phrase.  Ever  since  I  heard  it,  I 
have  puzsled  mj  brain  to  discover  what  it 
could  possibly  mean.  I  have  pictured  to 
myself  the  countenance  of  a  Prime  Minis- 
ter coming  down  to  the  House  to  propose 
a  loan,  and  then  its  additional  longitude 
when  again  he  comes  down  to  turn  the 
loan  into  a  gift.  The  amount — the  char- 
acter—  the  nature  of  this  compensation 
are  all  most  perplexing;  and  it  is  most  im- 
portant that  on  this  point  we  should  have 
definite  information.  There  is  another 
point  on  which  I  would  remark.  The 
right  hon.  Baronet  threw  out  a  preg- 
nant hint  to  the  Government  that  those 
•ort  of  duties  which  are  usually  filled  in 
foreign  countries  by  the  Minister  of  Justice 
might  be  transferred  from  the  Secretary 
of  State  to  the  Lord  Chancellor;  so  that 
the  Lord  Chancellor  would  have  to  decide 
on  those  important,  interesting,  and  nu- 
merous cases  which  occur  in  Ireland  with 
regard  to  the  exercise  of  the  prerogative 
of  mercy.  I  diflPer  entirely  with  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  on  that  point.  I  do  not  think 
that  the  prerogative  of  mercy  is  one  upon 
which  a  mere  lawyer  ought  to  be  consulted. 
With  the  grreatest  respect  to  many  of  my 
friends  in  this  House  who  belong  to  the 
long  robe,  I  think  they  might  be  too  much 
inclined  to  view  such  cases  in  a  legal  spi- 
rit. Those  are  cases  in  which  a  Cabinet 
Minister  —  a  statesman  —  a  man  of  the 
world— of  large  experience  and  accustomed 
to  responsibility — would  best  advise  the 
Sovereign.  The  point  would,  perhaps,  be 
of  less  importance,  but  that  a  hint  from 
such  a  significant  quarter  must  be  looked 
upon  as  being  put  forward  to  cut  the  knot 
01  some  of  the  difficulties  which  are  in- 
volved in  this  measure.  The  Bill  is  brought 
forward  as  an  experiment.  I  will  take 
none  of  its  responsibility — I  will  not  have 
anything  to  do  with  such  an  experiment. 
I  think  the  case  which  the  Government 
have  made  out  against  the  oflice  a  weak 
case,  drawn  from  ancient  prejudices,  and 
founded  on  traditions  long  since  obso- 
lete. But  if  it  were  a  case  as  complete 
and  powerful  as  I  think  it  partial  and 
weak,  I  could  not  support  it  unless  I  found 
'a  better  substitute  for  the  ofiice  than  the 
one  proposed.  I  deny  that  the  two  sub- 
leeta— the  abolition  of  the  one  office,  and 


the  establishment  of  the  other— -«re  not 
necessarily  connected.  I  say,  both  are  iie> 
cessarily  and  indissdubly  conneeted;  aad 
that,  in  voting  for  the  principle  of  the  Bill« 
you  cannot  leave  out  that  moietj  which 
relates  to  the  establishment  of  the  fourth 
Secretary. 

Sir  R.  H.  INGLIS  said,  the  gorgeow 
eloquence,  he  might   say  poetrj.  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Master  of  the 
Mint,    and    the    perpetual   exhibition    of 
fireworks    with    which    he   bad    deazled 
them,  could  not  make  hira  overlook  the 
close    of    his    speech,    rendered     signifi- 
cant  by  the   cheers  with  which    it   was 
greeted,  and  the  quarter  from  which  those 
cheers  came,  when  he  said  he  regarded 
the  measure  as  chiefly  valuable  beeaase  it 
gave  him  reason  to  hope  when  there  was 
one  uniform  system  of  administration,  and 
when  the  great  operations  of  centralisation 
were  fixed  here,  that  the  early  dream  d 
his  boyhood  would  be  accomplished.    Now, 
who  would  contradict  him  (Sir  R.  Inglis) 
when  he  affirmed  that  the  object  to  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  alluded  iras  the 
establishment  of  the  Church  of  Rome  in 
the  kingdom  of  Ireland  ?     He  would  ever 
oppose  a  proposition  to  which  such  a  ten- 
dency could  be  assigned;  and  he  begged 
to  ask  the  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the 
Government  and  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
the    Member    for    Tamworth,   how   thej 
had  ruled  the  country  so  long  without 
bringing    forward  a  measure    thej  now 
thought  of  such  importance  to  its  des^ 
nies  ?     In  1844  both  parties  were  agreed 
in  stating  the  time  had  not  come  for  the 
abolition  of  the  office.     The  whole  argu- 
ment in  favour  of  it  now  must  rest,  there- 
fore, on  what  had  occurred  between  1844 
and  1850;   but  he  would  appeal  to  the 
House  if,  in  January  1850,  any  one  could 
have  anticipated  Government  would  hare 
brought  forward   this  measure.      Having 
heard  nothing  in  1850  which  would  have 
induced  him,  if  it  had  been  stated  in  1844, 
to  vote  for  the  Bill,  and  having  listened  to 
the  whole  speech  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  the    University  of    Dublin, 
which  seemed  quite  conclusive,  he  was  not 
prepared  to  vote  for  the  BilL 

Mr.  REYNOLDS  begged  to  tender  to 
the  hon.  Member  for  Buckinghamshire,  on 
behalf  of  his  constituents,  his  sincere 
thanks  for  the  suggestion  he  had  thrown 
out  as  to  the  compensation  of  which  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Tam- 
worth spoke;  and  would  endeavour  to  avail 
himself  of  that  snggestion,  if  necessary. 
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It  would,  he  feared*  prore  uliimatelj  but 
a  sbadow  and  a  sound;  because  be  recol* 
looted  wben  the  noble  Lord  stated  Dublin 
would  not  suffer  so  much  loss,  because  Her 
Majesty  would  pay  an  occasional  visit,  he 
(Mr.  Reynolds)  had  asked  the  noble  Lord 
to  insert  a  clause  to  that  effect,  and  had 
been  answered  only  by  a  nod,  which  satis- 
fied him  the  clause  would  not  be  inserted. 
He  wished  to  declare  that  the  citizens  of 
Dublin  never  had  advocated  the  retention 
of  the  office  on  the  narrow  grounds  put 
forward  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Mayo, 
but  believ^  that  the  abolition  of  the  Lord 
Lieutenancy,  while  especially  injurious  to 
Dublin,  would  prove  detrimental  to  Ireland 

S morally.  The  right  hon.  Baronet  the 
ember  for  Tamworth  had  admitted  he 
entertained  some  doubts  as  to  tho  wisdom 
and  necessity  of  the  measure.  He  wished 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  given  Ire- 
land the  benefit  of  his  doubts.  As  a  ques- 
tion of  argument  very  little  had  been  urged 
for  the  abolition — indeed,  the  only  substan- 
tial argument  for  the  measure  was  **  the 
Conway  tube."  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
tho  Master  of  the  Mint  had  pointed  out,  as 
a  consolation,  that  the  fourth  Secretary 
would  visit  Dublin  occasionally,  but  had  not 
stated  where  he  would  take  up  his  quarters. 
He  (Mr.  Reynolds)  supposed  it  would  be  at 
'*  the  Hibernian,"  or  **  the  Gresham,*'  and 
that  the  morning  papers  would  announce 
the  arrival  of  this  locomotive  specimen  of 
British  legislation  at  some  hotel,  which 
would  be  very  good  places  to  stop  at,  as 
he  might  receive  very  valuable  information 
from  the  waiters.  It  occurred  to  him  that 
Government  were  not  anxious  about  the 
measure,  and  would  be  happy  to  make  a 
ereditable  and  satisfactory  retreat  from  it ; 
and,  as  one  of  thoir  supporters  and  sincere 
friends,  he  would  rejoice  if  they  were 
rescued  from  their  dilemma.  They  said, 
*'  Ireland  has  been  badly  governed,  there- 
fore remove  the  Lord  Lieutenant."  Now, 
he  (Mr.  Reynolds)  condemned  all  references 
to  those  angry  portions  of  history;  because 
they  were  calculated  to  do  much  evil,  and 
BO  good;  and  he  would  not,  therefore, 
allude  to  the  attrocities  committed  in  the 
reign  of  Oliver  Cromwell,  or  in  the  time  of 
his  royal  successors  in  Ireland ;  but  he 
would  draw  a  distinction  between  the  Eng- 
lish of  the  past  and  of  the  present  day,  and 
he  believed  the  latter  were  desirous  of 
doing  justice  to  his  country.  Would  it  be 
doing  justice,  however,  if  they  were  to 
substitute  for  the  Lord  Lieutenant  a  fourth 
Secretarj— an  Englishman,  of  course— 


who  would  reside  in  England — ^who  would 
have  no  connexion  with  Ireland,  and  pos- 
sessed no  knowledge  of  tho  people?  In 
conclusion,  he  could  only  say,  that  if  he 
wished  to  cut  the  painter  between  the  two 
countries,  and  to  introduce  republican  prin- 
ciples, he  would  vote  for  this  measure;  and 
he  could  assure  the  House  he  had  not  met 
a  man  discontented  with  British  connexion 
who  had  not  rejoiced  at  the  proposal.  He 
implored  the  House  to  reject  a  measure 
which  would  inflict  one  more  blow  on  hia 
unfortunate  country. 

Colonel  THOMPSON  was  sure  there 
were  many  English  Members  who  like 
himself  were  unwilling  to  pass  under  the 
sweeping  description  of  following  the  book  of 
the  Govomment  without  any  reason  being 
offered  for  the  course  they  were  adopting. 
He  was  surprised  to  find  that  during  the 
long  debates  which  had  taken  place,  no  re- 
ference had  been  made  to  a  great  precedent 
—  a  grand  experiment,  though  confined 
perhaps  to  the  negative  part  of  the  argu- 
ment— ho  meant  the  precedent  of  Scot- 
land. He  would  ask  whether  the  condition 
of  that  country  a  century  ago,  was  not  as 
bad  as  anything  that  can  exist  in  Ireland, 
and  whether  every  one  of  the  arguments 
employed  against  the  abolition  of  the  Lord 
Lieutenancy  might  not  equally  have  been 
urged  in  the  case  of  Scotland,  had  such  an 
ofiice  existed  ?  John  of  Groat's  House,  it 
might  have  been  argued,  was  so  far  off,' 
and  it  was  so  difficult  to  get  information 
without  being  at  least  as  near  as  Edin- 
burgh, and  the  communication  across  the 
border  was  so  liable  to  be  interrupted 
by  floods  and  snow.  But,  for  all  Uiat, 
was  there  any  Scottish  Member  who  would 
aver  that  the  complete  union  with  Eng- 
land had  not  greatly  improved  the  country 
which  he  represented  ?  The  reason  why 
he  and  other  English  Members  would 
support  the  Bill,  was  simply  because  they 
believed  the  Lord  Lieutenancy  hod  always 
been,  and  especially  in  worse  times  than 
the  present,  tho  centre  of  the  accumula- 
tions of  evil  which  had  afflicted  Ireland. 
Who  was  the  first  Lord  Lieutenant  ?  Was 
it  Strongbow  ?  If  not,  it  ought  to  have 
been.  As  an  Englishman  who  admitted 
that  there  had  been  an  almost  incessant 
course  of  ill-treatment  to  Ireland,  he  formed 
this  opinion  of  the  office  and  its  tendencies. 
He  heartily  agreed  in  the  sentiment  ex* 
pressed  by  the  hon.  Member  who  led  the 
opposition  to  the  Bill,  as  to  the  danger  to  be 
apprehended  on  the  side  of  America.  He 
(Colonel  Thompson)  believed  that  Ameriof 
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would  soon  look  with  the  same  eye  upon  Ire- 
land as  she  was  now  looking  upon  Cuba.  He 
was  strengthened  in  that  belief  by  the  sen- 
timents expressed,  not  indeed  in  a  com- 
munication from  an  American  Secretary 
of  State — for  Secretaries  of  State  were  not 
given  to  be  communicative  on  such  points 
— but  in  a  document  put  into  the  hands 
of  every  American  man,  woman,  and  child, 
that  landed  in  England — a  book  that  like 
Peter  Pindar*s  razors  was  made  to  sell,  and 
therefore  it  was  quite  certain  did  not  de- 
signedly run  counter  to  public  opinion  in 
America;  in  short,  the  American  Guide-book 
for  England,  entitled  the  Tourist* s  Guide, 
or  Pencillings  in  England,  published  in 
Philadelphia.  With  the  permission  of  the 
House,  he  would  quote  a  passage  : — 

*'  While  standing  on  tho  summit  of  the  tower 
(at  Windsor),  the  royal  standard  of  Enghind  was 
proudly  thowing  out  its  silken  folds  to  the  southern 
breeze  from  the  loflby  pinnacle  above,  giving  notice 
to  all  that  royalty  revelled  in  the  banquetting>hall 
of  Windsor  Castle,  and  that  its  warders  were  on 
duty  at  their  watch  towers.  While  gazing  and 
listening  at  the  flapping  of  the  royal  banner,  as  if 
proud  of  its  lofly  height,  I  thought  that  the  time 
would  come,  and  probably  the  child  was  then  bom 
in  tho  western  world  who  would  live  to  see  yon 
silken  banner  give  place  to  the  stars  and  stripes 
of  America,  whose  mandates  would  go  forth  from 
those  massive  portals  below,  dictating  to  the 
world,  commanding  nations  to  honour  and  respect 
the  modest  bunting  that  waved  in  signal  triumph 
from  the  towers  of  Windsor  Castle." 

These  aspirations  were  significant,  and  the 
danger  would  be  increased  from  many 
causes.  Among  others,  there  would  no 
doubt  be  a  number  in  Ireland,  and  perhaps 
in  England,  who  would  be  swayed  by  the 
desire  of  a  republican  form  of  government; 
though  he  should  have  thought  that  late 
events  both  in  France  and  in  America  had 
shown  that  the  election  of  the  head  of  the 
State,  was  the  weak  point  in  their  form  of 
government.  But,  the  danger  would  still 
be  there;  and  everything  pointed  to  the 
fact,  that  a  few  years  hence  England  and 
Ireland  must  be  as  completely  united  as 
England  and  Scotland  are,  or  there  would 
be  an  open  door  for  the  admission  of  foreign 
domination  to  them  all.  Providence  in  its 
good- will  appeared  to  have  removed  the 
barriers  between  the  two  countries;  for  if 
the  last  newspaper  did  not  misinform  the 
public,  the  passage  between  Dublin  and 
Liverpool  was  reduced  to  fourpence.  He 
hoped  Irish  Members  would  not  take  it  ill 
from  him,  for  he  never  addressed  himself 
to  an  Irishman  without  a  feeling  of  com- 
radeship; but  he  really  thought  Irishmen 
were  making  a  mistake  like  that  of  the 


native  American  chieftain  to  whom  the 
Spaniards  sent  chains  under  the  guise  of 
ornaments,  and  who  did  not  discover  his 
error  till  he  found  himself  a  prisoner  in 
the  Spanish  camp. 

Mr.  p.  S.  butler  said,  that  he 
thought  it  his  duty  to  his  constituents  not 
to  give  a  silent  vote  on  this  occasion. 
He  would  allude  to  a  speech  made  by 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Memher  for 
Tam worth  in  the  year  1844,  when  that 
right  hon.  Gentleman  expressed  his  be- 
lief that  absenteeism  was  tho  greatest 
curse  upon  Ireland.  The  aholition  of  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  would  increase  ahsentee- 
ism.     The  opinion  of  Dean  Swift  was — 

"  That  a  people  long  nsed  to  hardships  lose  hj 
degrees  the  very  notion  of  liberty  ;  they  look  on 
themselves  as  creatures  at  the  mercy  of  a  Govern- 
ment, and  feel  that  all  impositions  laid  on  them 
by  a  strong  hand  are  legal  and  obligatorj  ;  hence 
proceeds  the  poverty  and  lowness  of  spirits  to 
which  a  kingdom  as  well  as  an  individual  may  bo 
subjected." 

That  opinion  applied  to    Ireland    at   the 
present   day.      He  suggested  that,  as  in 
olden  times,  the   relatives    of   the    Sove- 
reign should  fill  the   high  office  of  Lord 
Lieutenant,  and  when  the  young  princes 
came  of  age  they  ought  to  he  sent  over 
to   represent   their  Sovereign  in  Ireland, 
lie  wished  not  to  give  a  silent  vote,  hut 
at  the  same  time  he  was  not  one  of  those 
Memhers  who    were  in   the  hahit  of   re- 
tiring to    their   closets   to   prepare    their 
speeches,  which  they  came  down  and  de- 
livered like  parrots.     He  greatly    regret- 
ted that  he  was  obliged  to  differ  in  opin- 
ion from,  and  vote  contrary  to,  many  hon. 
Gentlemen  from  Ireland.     He  had  the  mis- 
fortune also  conscientiously  to  differ  from 
the  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Govern- 
ment, whose  policy  he  had  always  admired, 
and  whom  he  hoped  he  would  be  able  to 
continue  to  support.     He  should  on  this 
occasion  go  into  that  lobby  where  he  hoped 
to  find  a  few  honest  men,  and  a  few  sym- 
pathising Englishmen,  who  would  consci- 
entiously vote  against  this  Bill  for  the  aho- 
lition of  the  Lord  Lieutenancy  of  Ireland, 
which  would  alienate  the  people  of  that 
country  from  England,  and  inflict  great 
harm  on  both. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided : — Ayes  295;  Noes 
70:  Majority  225. 

List  of  the  Ayes. 

Acland,  Sir  T.  D.  Anson,  hon.  Col. 

Adair.  H  E.  Archdall.  Capt.  M. 

Adair,  R.  A.  S.  ArmstroDg,  Sir  A« 
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Bagshaw,  J. 
Bailej,  J. 

Baines,  rt.  hon.  M.  T. 
Baldock,  £.  H. 
Baring,  H.  B. 
Baring,  rt.  hon.  Sir  F.  T. 
Barnard,  £.  6. 
Bass,  M.  T. 
Benbow,  J. 
Berkeley,  Adm. 
Berkeley,  C.  L.  G. 
Bemal,  R. 
Birch,  Sir  T.  B. 
Blackstone,  W.  S. 
Blair,  S. 
Blewitt,  R.  J. 
Booth,  Sir  R.  6. 
Bouverie,  hon.  £.  P. 
Bowles,  Adm. 
Boyd,  J. 
Boyle,  hon.  Col. 
Bramston,  T.  W. 
Bright,  J. 
/   Brisco,  M. 
Broadley,  H. 
Brocklehurst,  J. 
Brockman,  E.  D. 
Brothcrton,  J. 
Brown,  H. 
Brown,  W. 
Browne,  R.  D. 
Bruce,  Lord  E. 
Bunbury,  E.  H. 
Burke,  Sir  T.  J. 
Buxton,  Sir  E.  N. 
Campbell,  hon.  W.  F. 
Carter,  J.  B. 
Caulfeild,  J.  M. 
Cavendish,  W.  6. 
Cayley,  E.  S* 
ChapUn,  W.  J. 
Cholmeley,  Sir  M. 
CUy,  J. 
CUy,  Sir  W. 
Clements,  hon.  C.  S. 
Clifford,  U.  M. 
Cockbum,  A.  J.  E. 
Colebrooke,  Sir  T.  E. 
Colvile,  C.  R. 
ConoUy,  T. 
Corry,  rt.  hon.  II.  L. 
Cowper,  hon.  W.  F. 
Craig,  Sir  W.  G. 
Crowder,  R.  B. 
Cubitt,  W. 
Currio,  R. 
Dalrymple,  Capt. 
Davie,  Sir  H.  R.  F. 
Davies,  D.  A.  S. 
Dawson,  hon,  T,  V. 
Deedes,  W. 
Denison,  £. 
Denison,  J.  £. 
D*£yncourt,rt.hon.C.T. 
Douglas,  Sir  C.  £. 
Drummond,  H.  U. 
Duff,  G.  S. 
Duke,  Sir  J. 
Duncan,  Visct. 
Duncan,  G. 
Duncuft,  J. 
Dundas,  Adm. 
DandM,  rt.  hon.  Sir  D. 


Du  Pre,  C.  G. 
East,  Sir  J.  B. 
Ebrington,  Visot. 
Egerton,  W.  T. 
EUice,  rt.  hon.  E. 
Ellis,  J. 

Elliot,  hon.  J.  £. 
Enfield,  Visct. 
Estcourt,  J.  B.  B. 
Euston,  Earl  of 
Evans,  J. 
Evans,  W. 
Evelyn,  W.  J. 
Ewart,  W. 
Fagan,  W. 
Famham,  £.  B. 
Fergus,  J. 
Ferguson,  Col. 
Ferguson,  Sir  R.  A. 
Fitzwilliam,  hon.  G.  W. 
Fordyce,  A.  D. 
Forster,  M. 
Fortescue,  hon.  J,  W. 
Fox,  W.  J. 
Frecstun,  Col. 
Gibson,  rt.  hon.  T.  M. 
Gladstone,  rt.  hon.  W.E. 
Glyn.  G.  C. 
Goddard,  A.  L. 
Gooch,  £.  S. 
Goulbum,  rt.  hon.  II. 
Grccnall,  G. 
Greene,  J. 
Greene,  T. 
Grenfell,  C.  P. 
Grenfell,  C.  W. 
Grey,  rt.  hon.  Sir  G. 
Grey,  R.  W. 
Gwyn,  H. 
Hale,  R.  B. 
Hall,  Sir  B. 
Hally burton.  Lord  J.  F. 
Halsey,  T.  P. 
Hanmer,  Sir  J. 
Hardcastle,  J.  A. 
Harris,  R. 
Hastie,  A. 
Hastie,  A. 
llatohell,  J. 
Uawes,  B. 

Hayter,  rt.  hon.  W.  G. 
Headhim,  T.  £. 
Heald,  J. 

Heneage,  G.  H.  W. 
Heneage,  E. 
Herbert,  U.  A. 
Herbert,  rt.  hon.  S. 
Horvcy,  Lord  A. 
Heyworth,  L. 
Hildyard,  T.  B.  T. 
Hobhouso,  rt.  hon.  Sir  J. 
Hobhouse,  T.  B. 
Hodges,  T.  L. 
HoUond,  R. 
Hope,  A. 
Howard,  Lord  £. 
Howard,  hon.  C.  W.  G. 
Howard,  hon.  E.  G.  G. 
Hughes,  W.  B. 
Humphery,  Aid, 
Hutohins,  £.  J. 
Hutt,  W. 
Jermyn,  Earl 


Jervis,  Sir  J. 
Jocelyn,  Visct. 
Johnstone,  Sir  J. 
Keating.  R. 
Keogh,  W. 
Ker,  R. 
Kershaw,  J. 
Kildare,  Marq.  of 
King,  hon.  P.  J.  L. 
Labouchere,  rt.  hon.  H. 
Langston,  J.  H. 
Lascelles,  hon.  W.  S. 
Legh,  G.  C. 
I^enion,  Sir  C. 
Lennard,  T.  B. 
Leslie,  C.  P. 
Lewis,  G.  C. 
Loch,  J. 
Locke,  J. 
J^ckhart,  W. 
Lowthcr,  hon.  Col. 
Lusliington,  C. 
Lygon,  hon.  Gen. 
Mackic,  J. 
Mackinnon,  W.  A. 
Macnaghten,  Sir  £. 
M'Gregor,  J. 
Meagher,  T. 
Mangles,  R.  D. 
Marshall  J.  G. 
Marshall,  W. 
Martin,  J. 
Martin,  C.  W. 
Martin,  S. 
Masterman,  J. 
Mathcson,  J. 
Matheson,  Col. 
Maule,  rt.  hon.  F. 
Mcux,  Sir  H. 
MUner,  W.  M.  £. 
Milton,  Visct. 
Mitchell,  T.  A. 
MonseU,  W. 
Moody,  C.  A. 
Morison,  Sir  W. 
Morris,  D. 

Mostyn,  hon.  £.  M.  L. 
Mulgrave,  Earl  of 
Naas,  Lord 
Newport,  Visct. 
Newry  and  Mome,Viact. 
Noel,  hon.  G.  J. 
Norreys,  Lord 
Norreys,  Sir  D.  J, 
O'Connell,  M.  J. 
O'Connor,  F. 
OTlaherty,  A. 
Ogle,  S.  C.  H. 
Ord,  W. 
Osborne,  R. 
Owen,  Sir  J. 
Paget,  Lord  A. 
Palmer,  R. 
Parker,  J. 
Patten,  J.  W. 
Pearson,  C. 
Pechell,  Sir  G.  B. 
Peel,  rt.  hon.  Sir  R. 
Peel,  F. 

Pelham,  hon.  D.  A. 
Pennant,  hon.  Col. 
Perfect,  R, 
Pigott,  F. 


Pilkington,  J. 
Plowdcn,  W.  H.  C. 
Portal,  M. 
Powlett,  Lord  W. 
Pugh,  D. 
Pusey,  P. 
Rcid,  Col. 
Ricardo,  0. 
Rice,  E.  R. 
Rich,  H. 

Robartes,  T.  J.  A. 
Romilly,  Col. 
Romilly,  Sir  J. 
Rushont,  Capt. 
Russell,  Lord  J. 
Russell,  hon.  £.  S. 
Russell,  F.  C.  H. 
Sadlcir,  J. 
Salwey,  Col. 
Sandars,  J. 
Seymer,  H.  K. 
Seymour,  Lord 
Shell,  rt.  hon.  R.  L. 
Shelbume,  Earl  of 
Slaney,  R.  A. 
Smith,  rt.  hou.  R.  V. 
Smith,  J.  A. 
Smith,  J.  B. 
Smyth,  J.  G. 
Smollett,  A. 
Somerville,rt.hon.  SirW 
Spearman,  U.  J. 
Stanley,  hon.  E.  H. 
Stonton,  W.  H. 
SUunton,  Sir  G.  T. 
Strickland,  Sir  G. 
Stuart,  H. 
Sutton,  J.  H.  M. 
Tancred,  II.  W. 
Tennent,  R.J. 
Thicknesse,  R.  A. 
Thompson,  Col. 
Thomely,  T. 
ToUemaohe,  hon.  F.  J. 
Towneley,  J. 
Townley,  R.  G. 
Townshend,  Capt. 
Tufoell,  U. 
Turner,  G.  J. 
Villiers,  hon.  C. 
Wakley,  T. 
Walmsley,  Sir  J. 
Walpole.  S.  H. 
Watkins,  Col.  L. 
Wawn,  J.  T. 
Wcgg-Prossor,  F.  R. 
Welby,  G.  £. 
Westhead,  J.  P.  B. 
Wilcox,  B.  M. 
Williams,  J. 
Williamson,  Sir  H. 
WiUoughby,  Sir  H. 
Wilson,  J. 
Wilson,  M. 
Wood,  rt.  hon.  Sir  C. 
Wood,  W.  P. 
Wyld,  J. 

Wynn,  Sir  W.  W. 
WyviU,  M. 
Toung,  Sir  J. 

TBLLBRS. 

Hill,  Lord  M. 
Bellew,  R.  M. 
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Utt  of  the 'SoES. 

Alexander,  N.  Dod,  J.  W. 


Anstey,  T.  C. 
Arkwright,  G. 
Bankes,  G. 
Berkeley,  hon.  H,  F, 
Best,  J. 
Blackall,  S.  W. 
Boldero,  H.  G. 
Bremridge,  R. 
BuUer,  Sir  J.  Y. 
Bnrghley,  Lord 
Burrell,  Sir  C.  H. 
Butler.  P.  S. 
Cabbell,  B.  B. 
Chatterton,  Ool. 
Chichester,  Lord  J.  L. 
Christy,  S. 
Crawford,  W.  S. 
Devereux,  J.  T. 
Dickson,  S. 
Disraeli,  B. 


Dodd,  G. 
Dunoombe,  hon,  0. 
Danne,  Col. 
Edwards,  H. 
Fagan,  J. 
Farrer,  J. 
Floyer,  J. 
Forbes,  W. 

Forester,  hon.  G.  C.  W. 
Frewen,  C.  H. 
Gore,  W.  0. 
Grace,  0.  D.  J. 
Granby,  Marq.  of 
Grogan,  £. 
Hamilton,  J.  H. 
Hildyard,  R.  C. 
Ilood,  Sir  A. 
Hornby,  J. 
Inglis,  Sir  R.  H. 
Mackenxie,  W.  F. 


M'CnlUgh.  W.  T. 
Mahon,  The  O'Gorman 
Mannen,  Lord  C.  S. 
Manners,  Lord  J. 
Moore,  G.  H. 
MuUings,  J.  R. 
Napier,  J. 
Neeld,  J. 
Nugent,  Sir  P. 
O'Brien,  Sir  L. 
O'Brien,  Sir  T. 
O'Connell,  M. 
Reynolds,  J. 
Roche,  £.  B. 
Scully,  F. 
Sibthorp,  Col. 


Smythe,  hon*  O. 
Stanley,  E. 
Stoart,  J. 
Salliyan,  M. 
Talbot,  J.  H. 
Taylor,  T.  E. 
Teniaon,  E.  K. 
TbomhUl,  G. 
VilUers,  hon.  F.  W.  0. 
Waddingfton,  H.  S. 
Walsh,  Sir  J.  B. 
Wellesley^,  Lord  C. 


Grattan,  H. 
Hamilton,  G.  A« 


Main  Qnetiion  put,  and  Agreed  to. 

Bill  read  2S  and  committed  for  Monday, 
Ist  Jul  J. 

The  House  adjourned  at  a  qaarter  bo- 
fore  One  o'clock. 


PROTEST 

0/  Lord  MoNTEAOLE,  Lord  Wodebouse,  and  Lord  Robbie  (Kinnaibd),  against  A$ 
Reftual  to  Hear  Petitioners  hy  Counsel,  June  10,  1850,  against  the  AustraUam 
Colonies  Oovemment  Bill,  (p.  943.) 


DlSSEKTIENT — 

1.  BecauBO  it  is  unjust  to  refuse  hearing 
petitioners,  who  allege  that  they  are  deeply 
interested,  hy  property  and  otherwise,  in 
the  Australian  Colonies,  and  that  they  will 
he  greatly  prejudiced  by  the  provisions  of 
the  Bill  now  hefore  the  House,  should  it 
pass  into  a  law  in  its  present  stage. 

2.  Because  this  refusal  to  hear  counsel 
is  contrary  to  precedents  laid  down  hy  the 
House  in  analogous  cases;  more  especially 
on  the  5th  Fehruary,  1838,  when  the  agent 
of  the  Assembly  of  Lower  Canada  was 
heard  against  the  Canada  Government 
Bill;  and  on  the  28th  June,  1839,  when 
the  agent  for  Jamaica,  as  well  as  counsel 
for  private  petitioners,  were  heard  against 
the  Jamaica  Bill. 

3.  Because  the  refusal  to  hear  petition- 
ers,  who,  from  fonner  residence  in  Aus- 
tralia, from  the  possession  of  property 
there,  and  from  the  political  functions  with 
which  they  have  been  entrusted,  have  a 
claim  to  be  heard,  is  peculiarly  injurious 
in  a  case  like  the  present,  where  a  Bill  is 
under  consideration,  containing  enactments 
not  defended  on  their  own  merits,  but  by 
an  assertion  of  the  state  of  public  feeling 
in  the  Colony,  and  by  the  degree  of  accept- 
ance which  those  enactments  may  have  re- 
ceived. 


4.  Because  it  is  salutary  and  most  poli- 
tic at  all  times,  and  more  especially  in 
cases  where  the  interests  of  great  and  dis- 
tant colonial  communities  are  inrolved,  to 
prove,  by  the  course  adopted  in  Parlia- 
ment, that  this  House  acts  with  wise  eao- 
tion  and  consideration,  and  will  be  ready 
to  receive  all  information  that  is  tendered 
on  behalf  of  those  subjects  of  Her  ICajestj 
who,  though  not  directly  represented  in 
the  Imperial  Legislature,  are  entitled  to 
claim  our  sympa^y  and  our  protection. 

5.  Because  we  are  fearful  that  this  re- 
fusal to  hear  the  petitioners,  and  the  rash 
and  precipitate  prosecution  of  this  Bill  in 
the  absence  of  the  information  thus  ten- 
dered, but  rejected,  cannot  but  prodoce 
local  discontent,  and  may  suggest  an  in- 
ference that  the  Imperial  Parliament  is 
careless  or  indifferent  in  respect  to  a  mea- 
sure on  which  depends  the  future  w^U 
being  of  the  Australian  Colonies,  and  the 
establishment  of  a  legislature  founded  on 
those  constitutional  principles  which  have 
been  found  in  the  mother  country  the  beat 
securities  for  liberty  and  for  order. 

HONTEAOLE  OF  BbAHDOV. 
WODEHOUSE. 

RoBsiE  (Kinnaibd). 
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Lord  Lieutenancy  Abolition  (Ireland),  Leave, 

227 
Post  Office,  475 

Stamp  Duties  (No.  2),  Res.  157,  168 
Sugar  Duties,  573 
Supply — Civil  Services,  234  ; — Now  Houses  of 

Parliament,  235.  332,  333.  337.   348^  350,     COBDEN,  Mr.  R.,  Yorkshire,    W.B 


Clay,  Sir  W.,  Tower  Hamlets 
Metropolitan  Interments,  Com.  689  ;  d.  2, 697; 

el  7,  707 ;  cl  28,  917 
Supply— New  Houses  of  Parliament,  339,  340 

Clerk,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  G.,  Dovor 

Marriages,  Com.  cil  2,  150 


390,  391,  986,  1007  ;— Buckingham  Palace, 
823,  325,  327;  — Public  Works  (Ireland). 
361.  363 ;— The  Treasury,  391,  392  ;— Comp- 
troller of  the  Exchequer,  408  ; — Poor  Law, 
413,  414  ;— Public  Records,  425  ;— Grant  to 
Maynooth,  597 
Wood  used  in  Shipbuilding,  Res.  Amend.  307, 
309 

Chancery,  Court  of, 
L  Returns  moved  for  (Lord  Brougham).  369 
c.  Question  (Mr.  W.  Patten),  431  ;  (Hon.  E.  P. 
Bouverie),  432  ;  (Mr.  J.  Stuart),  896 

Chancery,  Court  of,  Bill, 
c.  2R.  1128 

Chancery  Court  of  Appeal  Bill, 
I.  1R.»  426;  2R.   1199;   Order  for  2R.  dis- 
charged, 1216 

Chancery,   Court  of  {County  Palatine  of 
Lancaster)  Bill, 
1 1R.»  491  ;  2R.»  931  ;  Rep.»  1030 ;  8R.» 
1146 

Chancery,  Court  of,  Decrees  of,  dc,  Bill, 
L  1R.»  158 

Chancery,  Court  of  {Ireland)  Bill, 
c.  3R.»  384 
1 1R.»  491 

Chatterton,  Col.  J.  C,  Cork  City 

Libraries,  Public,  and  Museums,  Com.  cl  1, 

1176 
Marriages,  Com.  cl  6,  Amend.  1190 
Prerogative,   Court    of  (Ireland),    2R.    155 ; 

Amend.  156 

Chester  and  Holyhead  Railway  Bill, 
c.  3R.  884  ;  add.  cl  (Mr.  0.  Gore),  385,  [A. 
118,  N.  137.  M.  19]  387 

Chichester,  Earl  of 

Australian  Colonies  Government,  Com.  add.  cl 
1065 

Chichester,  Bishop  of 

Appeals  to  the  Privy  Council,  &c.,  2R.  C46 

Chichester,  Lord  J.  L.,  Belfast 
Supply — Grant  to  Maynooth,  597 


Brooke,  Sir  J.,  294,  296,  297,  301,  302,  303 
Com,  Foreign,  Comm.  moved  for,  88,  97 
Greece,  A&irs  of.  Return  moved  for,  235,  286 
Metropolitan  Interments,  Com.  cU  27,  912 
Navy  Estimates,  287,  291,  293,  294,  296,  297, 

301.  802,  808 
Passport  System,  The,  403 
Supply — Royal  Palaces.  822  ; — ^New  Iloiues  of 

Parliament,  841  ;— Public  Works  (IreUnd), 

860 ;— The  Treasury,  393 

Cochrane,  Mr.  A.  B.,  Bridport 

Factories.  Com.  1271 
Foreign  Policy,  815,  818 
Greece,  Affiiirs  of,  719 

CocKBURN,  Mr.  J.  A.  £.,  SouihanipUm 

County  Courts  Extension,  Com.  add.  cl.  1170 
Marriages.  Com.  cl.  2,  126,  U9  ;  cl.  3,  1188 
Small  Tenements  Rating,  8R.  1145 

Coffee,  Adulteration  of, 
c.  Motion  (Mr.  C.  Anstey),  268 ;  Motion  neg. 

279 

CoLEBROOKE,  Sir  T.  £.,  Taunton 

Railway  Communication  in  India,  1114 

Commissions  of  Inquiry,  Expenses  of 
c.  Observations  (Mr.  J.  Stuart),  285 

Common  Pleas,  Court  of.  Fees  Bill, 
I  1R.*1;  2R.  429;  3R.*  705 

Commons  Inclosure  Bill, 
I.  Royal  Assent,  158 

Commons,  The  New  Houses  of, 

c.  Observations  (Rt.  Hon.  Sir  6.  Grey),  431  ; 
First  Sitting  in,  456  ;  Question  (Mr.  B.  Os- 
borne), 458;  (Mr.  Bankes),  755;  (Mr. 
Aglionby),  1121 

Compound  Householders  Bill, 
c.  1R.»456 

CoNOLLY,  Mr.  T.,  Donegal 
Lord  Lieutenancy  Abolition  (Ireland),  2R.  1022 

Convict  Prisons  Bill, 
c.  Rcp.»311,  384 
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CoPELAND,    Mr.   Aid.  W.  T.,    Stoke-on- 
Trent 

Metropolitan  Interments,  Com.  cl.  30,  1072 
Supply— Poor  Lav,  416,  417.  418,  419,  420  ; 
Amend.  421 ;— The  Mint,  421,  424 

Com^  Foreign, 
e,  Comm.  moved  for  (Hon.  G.  Berkeley),  19, 
[A.  184,  N.  298,  M.  114]  97 

CoRRT,  Rt.  Hon.  H.  T.  L.,  Tyrone 

Navy  Estimates,  293 

County  Courts  Extension  Bill, 
c.  Com.  add,  d.  (The  Attorney  General),  1162 ; 
add.  cl.  (Mr.  T.  M'Cullagh),  1166  ;  cl  with- 
drawn,  1167;   add.  cl.  (Mr.  Crowder),  i6., 
[A.  25,  N.  108,  M.  83]  1173 

Court  of  Prerogative  {Ireland)  Bill, 
c.  2R.  162  ;  Amend.  (Mr.  Reynolds),  154 

Court  of  Session  {Scotland)  Bill, 

c.  3R.»  528 
i.  1R.»598 

Cowan,  Mr.  C,  Edinburgh 

Marriages,  Com.  cL  2,  144 
Post  Office,  475 

CowpER,  Hon.  W.  E.,  Hertford 
Lea,  River  Trust,  2R.  388 

Crawford,  Mr.  W.  S.,  Bochdale 

Derby  Day,  Adjournment  over  the,  431 
Elections  (Ireland),  3R.  add.  el.  463,  465 
Factories,  Com.  845,  1235. 1236, 1271 
Landlord  and  Tenant,  Com.  1120 
Metropolitan  Interments,  Com.  d.  53, 1079 
Poor  Laws  (Irehind),  745 
Small  Tenements  Rating,  3R.  1145 

Crowder,  Mr.  R.  B.,  Liskeard 
County  Coxurts  Extension,  Com.  add.  cl.  1167, 
1173 

Cruelty  to  Animals  { Scotland)  Bill, 
e.  1R.»  1158 

Cuban  Expedition,  The, 
I.  Question  (Lord  Brougham),  872 
c.  Question  (Mr.  Disraeli),  898 

CuBiTT,  Mr.  W.,  Andover 
Supply — New  Houses  of  Parliament,  346 

Deeds,  Begistration  of  {Ireland), 
c.  Rep.»  11 ;  3R.  364 
/.  1R.»  306 

Deedes,  Mr.  W.,  Kent,  E, 
Drainage  and  Improvement  of  Land  Advances, 
Com.  el.  4,  888 

Defects  in  Leases  Act  Amendment  Bill, 
I.  2R.»  158 ;  3R.»  366  ;  R^yal  Assent,  491 

Denisok,  Mr.  E.  B.,  Yorkshire,  W»B. 
Factories,  Com.  841 


Denison,  Mr.  J.  E.,  Malton, 

Supply — Poor  Law,  413 

Derby  Day,  Adjournment  over  the, 
c.  Motion  (Major  Beresford),  430 

Desart,  Earl  of 
Parliamentary  Voters  (Ireland),  2R.  810 

D'Eyncourt,  Rt.  Hon.  C.  T.,  Lambeth, 

Metropolitan  Interments,  Com.  685 ;  cl.  0, 
706  ;  cl.  20. 866  ;  Amend.  860  ;  d.  30,  931 ; 
cl.  53,  1078 ;  add.  cl.  1287 

Disraeli,  Mr.  B.,  Buckinghamshire 

Corn,  Foreign,  Comm.  moved  for,  81 

Cuba,  American  Expedition  against,  898 

Factories,  Com.  1278 

French  Ambassador,  Recall  of  the,  166,  109, 

257,  268 
Greece,  Afl&drs  of,  105,  257,268 
Lord  Lieutenancy,  Abolition  (Ireland),  Leave, 

218;  2R.  1454 
Navy  Estimates,  290 
Petitioning,  Right  of,  Post  Office  Patronage, 

891,802 
Supply— The  Treasury,  392, 394,  396 

Distress  for  Rent  {Ireland)  Bill, 
Z.  2R.  492;  Rep.*  1199 

Distressed  Unions  Advances,  dc.  {Ireland) 
Bill, 

L  Com.  9;  3R.*  101 ;  Royal  Assent,  158 
DivETT,  Mr.  E.,  Exeter 

Marriages,  Com.  Amend.  Ill 

Divisions,  List  of,  * 

Appeals  to  the  Privy  Council  from  the  Ecclesi- 
astical Courts  Bill,  2R.  Amend.  (Marquess 
of  Lansdowne),  [o.  q.  Contents  51,  Not-Con- 
tents  84,  M.  33]  674 

Assessed  and  Window  Duties  Repeal,  Leave, 
Amend.  (Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer),  [A« 
130,  N.65,  M.  65]  315 

Australian  Colonies  Government  Bill,  Motion 
(Lord  Brougham),  [Contents  25,  Not-Con- 
tents,  33,  M.  8]  956  ;  Com.  Amend.  (Bishop' 
of  Oxford),  [o.  q.  Contents  21,  Not-Contents 
34,  M.  13]  979 ;  Amend.  (Lord  Monteagle), 
[Contents  20,  Not-Contcnte  22,  M.  2]  1047  ; 
add.  cl.  (Ix>rd  Lyttelton),  [Contents  18,  Not- 
Contents  28,  M.  10]  1055  ;  cl.  30,  Amend. 
(Lord  Stanley),  [o.  q.  Contents  23,  Not- 
Contents  22,  M.  1]  1227 

Com,  Foreign,  Comm.  moved  for  (Hon.  6. 
Berkeley),  [A.  184,  N.  298,  M.  114]  97 

County  Courts  Extension  Bill,  Com.  add,  el, 
(Mr.  Crowder),  A.  25,  N.  108,  M.  83]  1178 

Education  BUI,  2R.  [A.  38,  N.  287,  M,  229] 
792 

Factories  Bill,  Com.  Amend.  (Hon.  J.  Elliot), 
[0.  q.  A.  246,  N.  45,  M.  201]  845  ;  Amend. 
(Lord  Ashley),  [A.  72,  N.  102,  M.  30]  855  ; 
Consideration,  Amend.  (Lord  Ashley),  [A. 
159,  N.  100,  M.  1]  1240 ;  Amend.  (Lord  J. 
Manners),  [o.  q.  A.  181,  N.  142,  M.  39] 
1283 

Greece,  Affairs  of.  Motion  (Lord  Stanley),  [Con* 
tents  169,  Not-Contenti  132,  M.  37]  liOl 
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Divmont,  lAst  o/— contiinied. 
Homo-made   Spirits  in  Bond,   Comm.  moved 

for  (Loi-d  Naas),  [A.  86.  N.  53,  M.  32]  1097 
Libraries,  Public,  and  Museums    Bill,    Com. 

Amend.  (Col.  Sibthorp),  [o,  q.  A.  87,  N.  21, 

M.  66]  1177 
Lord  Lieutenancy  Abolition  (Ireland),  Leave, 

[A.  170,  N.  17,  M.  153]  232 
Marriages  Bill,  Com.  cl.  2,  Amend.  (Mr.IXrett), 

[0.  ^.A.  Ill,  N.  68,  M.  43J  136 
Metropolitan    Interments   Bill,  Com.  Amend. 

(Mr.  Lacy)  [o.  q.  A.   159,  N.  57,  M.  102] 

692 ;  d.  30,  Amend.  (Mr.  Lushington),  [A. 

88,  N.  126,  M.  38]  927 
Navy  Estimates,  Amend.  (Mr.  Cobden),  [o.  q, 

A.  145,  N.  20,  M.  125]  307 
Poor  Laws  (Ireland),  Ris.  (Mr.  F.  French), 

[A.  69,  N.  90,  M.  25]  752 
Post  Office,  Motion  (Lord  Ashley),  [A.  93,  N. 

68,  M.  25]  484 
Prerogative,    Court   of    (Ireland)    Bill,    2R. 

Amend.  (Col.  Chattcrton),  [A.  20,  N.  83,  M. 

63]  157 
Sugar  Duties,  Motion  (Sir  E.  N.  Buxton),  [A. 

234,  N.  275,  M.  41]  593 
Supply — New  Houses  of  Parliament,  Amend. 

(Sif  D.   L.  Evans),  [A.   94,  N.   75,  M.  19] 

359  ;  Amend.  (Mr.  Hume),  [o.  q.  A.  144,  N. 

62,  M.  82]  1005  ;— Public  Works  (Ireland), 

Amend.  (Col.  Sibthorp),  [A.  47,  N.  124,  M. 

77]  364  ; — Grant  to  Maynooth,  Amend.  (Mr. 

Forbes),  [o.  q.  A.  68,  N.  66,  M.  13]  597 
Wood  used  in  Shipbuilding,  Res.  (Mr.  Mitchell), 

Amend.  (Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer),  [A. 

50,  N.  19,  M.  31]  310 

Douglas,  Sir  C.  E.,  Warwick 
Chester  and  Holyhead  Railway,  3R.  add,  cl, 
386 

Down  and  Connor,  Bishop  of 
Austfalian  Colonies  Government,  Com.  add,  cl. 
1065 

Xhainage  and  Improvement  of  Land  Ad- 
vances Bill, 

t.  2R.»  166 ;  Com.  879  ;  Amend.  (Mr.  Tre- 
lawny),  ib.  [o.  q.  A.  73,  N.  4,  M.  69]  881 ; 

el,  1,  lb. ;  cl,  4, 884,  [A.  45,  N.  107,  M.  62] ;  888 ; 

d,  8,  889 ;  Amend.  (Mr.  Roche),  t^. ;  Amend, 
withdrawn,  890 ; 

8R.»  1067 ; 

/.  1R.»  1146 

DntMMOND,  Mr.  H.,  Surrey,  W, 
Brooke,  Sir  J.,  296,  297 
Drainage  and  Improvement  of  Land  Advances, 

Com.  d.  1.  882  ;  cl.  4,  886 
Education,  2R.  760 
Greece,  Affairs  of,  255 
Landlord  and  Tenant,  Com.  cl.  1,  1122 
Marriages,  Com.  cl.  2,  134,  135 
Metropolitan  Interments,  Com.  cl,  2,  700 ;  cl, 

8,  709 
Navy  Estimates,  296,  297 
Registration  of  Deeds  (Ireland),  3R.  364 
Supply — Buckingham  Pa1aee,325 ; — New  Houses 

of  Parliament,  340; — Public  Works  (Ireland), 

363;— Poor  Law,  411 

Dublin  Hospitals, 
t,  Comm.  moved  for  (Mr.  Grogan),  721 ;  Mo- 
tkm  neg.  723 


DuKX,  Sir  J.,  L(mdon 

Lea,  River  Trust,  2R,  389 


DuNCOMBE,  Hon.  Captioii  A.#  Retford,  E, 

Chester  and  Holyhead  Rulw»r,  SR.  add,  cL 
386 

DuNCOMBE,  Mr.  T.  S.,  Finshury 

Metropolitan  Interments,  Com.  684  ;  d.  2, 
Amend.  692  ;  cl.  19,  858  ;  d,  20,  866,  868  ; 
0^.27,907,911  ;  c^  58, 1077 

Dunne,  Lieut.-Col.  F.  P.,  Portarlingion 
Com,  Foreign,  Comm.  moved  for,  Z'Z,  96 
Elections  (Ireland),  3R.  add,  el.  404 
Greece,  Affoirs  of,  256 
Lord  Lieutenancy  Abolition  (Ireland),  Leave, 

230,  231  ;  2R.  1018 
Poor  Laws  (Ireland),  742 
Registration  of  Deeds  (Ireland),  SR.  365 
Supply — New  Houses  of  Parliament,  668  ; — 

PubUo  Works  (Ireland),  361  ; — Poor  Law, 

410,  414 
Tenements  Recovery  (Ireland),  2R.  764 

Ebrington,  Viscount,  Plymouth 
Supply — Poor  Law,  418 
Westminster,  Sewerage  of,  1159,  1160,  1161 

Ecclesiastical  Commission,  The 
c.  Question  (Sir  B.  Hall)^  169,  460 ; — Supply, 

408 

Eddisburt,  Lord 
Greece,  Affairs  of,  1388 

Education  Bill, 
c.  2R.  Adj.  Debate,  75«,  [A.  68,  N.  987,  M. 

229]  792 

Edwards,  Mr.  H.,  Halifax 
Factories,  Com.  830,  847, 1237,  1277 

Egerton,  Mr.  W.  T.,  Cheshire,  N. 

Chester  and  Holyhead  Railway,  3R.  add,  cL 

387 
Factories,  Com.  1238 

Elections  (Ireland)  Bill, 
c.  3R.  460  ;  add.  d.  (Attorney  General)  ib,  [A. 

168,  N.  21,  M.  147]  463  ; 
Proviso  (Mr.  T.M'CuUagh),t6.,[A.  62,  N.  118, 

M.  66]  465 ;  add,  d.  (Mr.  F.  French),  ib., 

[A.  33,  N.  108,  M.  75]  466  ; 
/.  1R.»491 

Ellenborough,  Earl  of 

Sunday  Trading  Prevention,  Com.  495  ;  d,  2, 
407  ;  Rep.  714 

Elliott,  Hon.  J.  E.,  Boxhurghshire 

Commons,  New  House  of,  459 
Factories,  Com.  Amend.  823,  829,  833,  838, 
1238,  1277 

Ellis,  Mr.  J.,  Leicester 

Drainage  and  Improvement  of  lA&d  AdfnMts^ 

Com.  c/.  1,  883 
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Emigration  of  Orphan  Children, 

e.  Motion  (Mr.  W.  MUes),  433  ;  Amend.  (Mr. 
Stafford),  445  ;  Amend.  (Mr.  Hawes),  457 ; 
Uouflo  (Counted  Oat,  453 

^ncumhered  Estates  (Ireland)  Act  Amende 
ment  Bill, 
I  in*  491 ;  2R.  932 ;  Rep.»  1199 

Estates  Lewng  (Ireland)  Bill, 
/.  2R.8 

JiYANS,  Major  General  Sir  De  Lacy,  West' 
minster 
Elections  (IreUnd),  3E.  add.  el  465 
Metropolitan  Interments,  Com.  682,  690  ;  d. 
2,  700  ;  d,  20,  864  ;  d.  27,  915  ;  d,  30,  925 
Metropolitan  Waterworks,  211.  15 
Supply — Royal  Palaces,  321 ; — New  Houses  of 
Parliament,  348,  354,  358 

Etans,  Mr.  J.,  Haverfordwest 
County  Courts  Extension,  Com.  add,  d*  1173 

Evans,  Mr.  W.  Derbyshire,  N, 
Sugar  Duties,  537 

Evictions  in  Ireland, 
c.  Question,  (Mr.  Napier),  675 

EwART,  Mr.  W.,  Dumfries 
libraries.  Public,  and  Afuseums.  Com.  d.  1, 
108,  109,1174,1176,1178 

!P!xcHEQUER,     Chanoellor   OF   THE,    see 
Chakgellor  of  the  Exchequer 

Exchequer  Bills,  (9,200,000i.)  Bill, 
L  Royal  Assent,  158 

Exchequer  BilU,  (8,558,700^.)  Bill, 
c,  IR.*  166;   2R.»  237;   Rep.*  311;  8R.» 

456 
/.   1R,»  491;   2R.*  598;    Rep.*  714 J    3R.* 

795  ;  Royal  Assent,  931 

Exchequer,  Comptroller  of  the-^Supply, 

c.  407 

Exchequer,  Court  of  (Ireland)  Bill, 
c.  IR.*  675 

Factories  Bill, 
e.  Com.  823  ;  Amend.  (Hon.  J.  Elliot),  828  ; 

[0.  q.  A.  246,  N.  45,  M.  201]  845  ; 
Amend.  (Lord  Ashley),  846,  [A.  72,  N.  102, 

M.  30]  855 ; 
Consideration,  Amend.  (Lord  Ashley),   1234, 

[A.  159,  N.  160,  M.  1]  1240 
Amend.   (Lord  J.  Manners),  1243,  [p.  q,  A. 

181,  N.  142,  M.  39]  1283 

Factories,  Inspectors  of—Supply, 
c.  425 

Fagak,  Mr.  W.,  Cork  City 

Life  Policies  of  Assurance  (No.  2),  Com.  107 
Lord  Lieutenancy  Abolition  (Ireland),  Leave, 

196 
Ministers'  Money  (Ireland),  485 
Ramigate  Harbour,  Comm.  moTod  for,  1080 


Farrer,  Mr.  J.,  Durham,  8, 

Marriages,  Com.  d,  6,  Amend.  1195,  1199 

Fees  (Court  of  Common  Pleas) Bill, 

I,  IR.*  1 ;  2R.  429  ;  3R.*  795 

Fergus,  Mr.  J.,  Fifeshire 
Factories,  Com,  829 

Ferguson,  Sir  R.  A.,  Londonderry  City 

Supply — Poor  Law,  414 

Fines,  Collection  of  (Ireland)  Bill, 
c.  IR.*  166  ;  2R.*  676 

Fish,  Engines  for  Taking  (Ireland)  BOl, 
e,  IR.*  102 

FiTZROY,  Hon.  H.,  Lewes 

County  Courts  Extension,  Com.  €idd,  d,  1169 
Metropolitan  Interments,  Com.  600 ;  c/.  2,  706 
Nayy  Estimates,  289 

FiTZWiLLiAM,  Earl 
Australian  Colonies    GoTemment,  2R.    511; 

Com.  d.  8, 1049 
Incumbered  Estates  (Ireland)  Act  Amendmrat, 

2R.  936 
Parochial  Assessments,  Comm.  moved  for,  4 

Florin,  The,  Issue  of, 
c.  Question  (Mr.  Thornely),  421 

Floyer,  Mr.  J.,  Dorsetshire 
Landlord  and  Tenant,  Com.  d,  1, 1123 

Forbes,  Mr.  W.,  Stirlingshire 
Libraries,  Public,  and  Museums,  Com.  d*  1, 

1177 
Supply— The  Treasury.   391,  392 ;— Grant  to 
Maynooth,  Amend.  596 

Foreign  Office — Supply, 
c,  399 


Foreign  Policy, 
c.  Obseryations  (Mr.  B.  Coehrane),  315  ; 
Oreeee,  Ajfaxn  of 


FoRSTER,  Mr.  M.,  Berwiek-on- Tweed 

Petitioning,  Right  of—- Post  Office  Patronure, 

891 
Post  Office,  484 

Fox,  Mr.  W.  J.,  Oldham 

Education,  2R.  783,  792 
Factories,  Com.  844,  1239, 1268 

French,  Mr.  F.,  Boscommon 
Drainage  and  Improvement  g£  Land  Adrwoes, 
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Life  Policies  of  Assurance  (No.  2),  Com.  108 
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704 
Post  OflBce,  981 
Sugar  Duties,  547 

Gladstone,    Rt.    Hon.   W.  E.,    Oxford 
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French  Ambassador, 

I.  Question  (Lord  Brougham),  101,  159  ;  Ob- 
servations (Marquess  of  Lansdowne),  795 ; — 
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rane), 315;  Question  (Mr.  BaUlle),  716 

Green  ALL,  Mr.  G.,  Warrington 
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d.  31,  1228,  1229 ;  d.  35, 1230 
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Libraries,  Public,  and  Museums,  Com.  ct.  1, 1 10, 
1178 

Local  Acts,  Comm.  moved  for,  457 
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706 ;  cl.  6,  706,  707  ;  d,  7,  ih.,  708  ;  c/.  8, 
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1077;   Proviso,  1078 ;   <uW.cZ.  1287,  1289, 
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Halsey,  Mr.  T.  P.,  Hertfordshire 
SnuOl  Tenements  Rating,  3R.  1142 
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Dublin  Hospitals,  Comm.  moved  for,  722 
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Supply— Royal  Pahices,  322  ;— Public  Woriui 
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1176 
Marriages,  Com.  d.  2, 135 
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Herbert,  Rt.  Hon.  S.,  Wiltshire,  8, 

Brooke,  Sir  J.,  305 

Landlord  and  Tenant,  Com.  c/.  1, 1123 

Supply — Buckingham  Palace,  326 

Herbert,  Mr.  H.  A.,  Kerry 
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Hudson's  Bay,  1080 
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1175,  1178 

Local  Acts,  Conni.  moved  for,  457 

Lord  Lieutenancy  Abolition  (Ireland),  Leave, 
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Marriages,  Com.  cL  2,  116 

Metropolitan  Internments,  Com.  087 ;  cl.  2, 694, 
705  ;  d.  6,  706,  707  ;  cl  7, 708  ;  cl  30,  025, 
027,  929  ;  Amend.  930 

Metropolitan  Water  Works,  2R.  10 

Ministers'  Money  (Ireland),  487 

Passport  System,  The,  402 

Petitioning,  Right  of— Post  Office  Patronage, 
894 

Prerogative,  Court  of  (Ireland),  Comm.  711 

Railway  Communication  in  India,  1114 

Ramsgate  Harbour,  Comm.  moved  for,  1087 

Small  Tenements  Rating,  3R.  1144 

Sugar  Duties.  538,  547 

Supply — CivU  Services,  284  ; — Houses  of  Par- 
liament, 390,  391,  981,  090,  992,  993,  1004, 
1005;— The  Treasury,  302,  393;— Foreign 
Office,  404,  406  ;— Comptroller  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, 407  ;— Poor  Law,  410,  419  ;— The 
Mint,  422 ; — Inspectors  of  Factories,  425 

Universities,  English  and  Irish,  491 

HuMPiiERY,  Mr.  Alderman  J.,  Southwark 
Supply— New  Houses  of  Parliament,  313 

HoTT,  Mr.  W.,  Oateshead 

Sugar  Duties,  565 
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c  Observations  (Hon.  CapUin  Harm),  979 

Incumbered  Estates  (Ireland)  Ad  Amend- 
ment Bill, 

I,  IR.*  491 ;  2R.  032;  Rep.*  1190 

IncorpoToUon  of  Borcughe   CanArfnation 
BiU, 
e.  1R.»  1067 

Incorporation  of  Boroughs  Confirmation 
{No.  2)  BiU, 

c.  1R.»  1281 

Indemnity  Bill, 
I  Royal  Assent,  158 

India, 
BaiUvay  CammuHication,  e.  Paper*  mored  for 

(Viscount  Jocelyn),  1090 

Inolis,  Sir  R.  H.,  Oxford  University 
County  Courts  Extension,  Com.  add.  cl.  1172 
Lord    Lieutenancy  Abolition    (Ireland),    Sft. 

1460 
Marriages,  Com.  d.  3,  1187 
Preroj^ve,  Court  pf(Irriand),  9a.  169,  156 

Interments,  MetropMtan,  Bill, 

c.  Rep.*  384  ;  Com.  677 :  Amend.  (Mr.  Laey), 
ib. ;  Amend.  Adj.  (Mr.  Wyld),  680  ;  Motion 
withdrawn,  682,  [o.  q.  A.  159,  N.  57,  M.  1091 
692 ; 

cl  2,  ib.,  [A.  135,  N.  57,  M.  78]  706  ; 

cl  6,  ib. ;  d.  7,  707 ;  d.  8,  708  ; 

cl  0, 700  ;  cl  10,  ib. ; 

cl  13,  Amend.  (Mr.  Stanford),  856  ;  Amend. 

withdrawn,  858 ;  Amend.  ( Mr.    Roebuck), 

f6.,  [o.  q.  A.  88,  N.  48,  M.  40]  860  ; 
el  20,  ib.\  Amend.  (Mr.  Stanford), 860;  Amend. 

withdrawn,  805  ;  Amend.  (Mr.  D^Evnoourt), 

[A.  64,  N.  171,  M.  107]  860  ; 

d.  23,  t6.  ; 

d,   27,  003;    Amend.    (Mr.    Wakley),    Oil; 

Amend,  withdrawn,  912 ;  Proviso  {lit.  Sad- 

leir),  014;  Proviso  neg.ib.;  Proviso   (Bfr. 

Bright),  ib. ;  Proviso,  n^.  916^  [A.  104,  N. 

25,  M.  79]  ib. ; 
cl  28,    Amend.  (Mr.  Stanford),  ib.;  Amend. 

withdrawn,  917  ; 
d.  30,  ib.  ;  Amend.  (Mr,  Lnshington),    921, 

[A.  88,  N.  126,  M.  38]  927 ;  Amend.  (Sir  B. 

Hall),  928 ;  Amend.  (Mr.  Ilume),  [r.  p.  A. 

52,  N.  144,  M.  92J  930;  Amend. '(Hon.    Ji. 

P.  Bouverie),  [o.  q.  A.  136,   N.  23,  M.  113] 

931  ;  Amend.  (Rt.  Hon.  Sir  G.  Grey),  1068; 
cl  32, 1073  ;  cl  33,  1075 ; 
cl  53,  1070  ;  Proviso  (Sir  B.  HaU),  [A.  36,  N. 

100,  M.  64]  1078  ;  Amend.  (LordD.  Stii»rt). 

ib.,  [o.  q.  A.  93,  N.  37,  M.  60]  1070  ; 
cl  04,  Amend.  (Mr.  L.  Hodges),  1280  ; 
adcl  d.  (Mr.  Lacy),  ib.  ;    add.  cl  (Mr*  L. 

Hodges),  [A.  19,  I^.  180,  M.  1611  1287  ;  mdd. 

cl  (Attorney  General),  ib. ;  ada.  cl  (Sir  B 

Hall),  1289  ;  d.  neg.  1292 

Ireland, 
Dublin  Hospitals,  c.  Comm.  moved  for  (Mr. 

Grogan),  721 ;  Motion  ncg.  723 
EidcUons,  c.  Question  (Mr.  Napier),  675 
Ministers'  Money,  c  Ohservationa   (Mr.  W. 
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Prerogative,  Court  of,  see  Prerogative,  Court 
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(Ireland)  BiU 
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Summary  Jurisdiction,  see  Summary  Jurisdic- 
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moved  for,  1099,  1111,  1113,  1110 
Supply — Buckinght^fi  PaUcOi  323 
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JohUFiE,  Sir  W.  J.  H.,  Petsrsfield 

Landlord  and  Tenant,  Com.  cl.  1,  1125 
Metropolitan  Interments,  Com.  c/.  30,  920 
Supply — Poor    Law,  417 ;  —  Chief  Secretary 
(Ireland)  426 

Judges  of  Assize  Bill, 

c.  IR.*  716  ;  2R.*  823  ;  Rep.«  879 ;  8R.»  980 
I  1R.*1146;  2R.*1292 

Judgments  (Ireland)  Bill, 
1.2K.  6;  Rep.*  1199 

Keoqh,  Mr.  W.,  Athlone 

Prerogative,  Court  of  (Ireland),  2R.  152,  153, 
155, 156, 157;  Comm.  710,  711,712 

Kershaw,  Mr.  J.,  Stochport 
Libraries,  Public,  and  l^uueums.  Com,  d,  1, 
1176 

Kinnaird,  Lord 
Australian  Colonies  GoTemment,  051;  Com. 
cl,  30, 1226 

Knox,  Colonel  B.  W.,  (Marhw,  Great) 

Metropolitan  Waterworks,  2R.  17 

Lacy,  Mr.  H.  C,  Bodmin 
Metropolitan  Interments,  Com.  Amend.  677 ; 
cl.  19,  859  ;  d.  20,  865  ;  add.  cl  1286 

Landlord  and  Tenant  Bill, 

c.  Com.  1119  ;  Amend.  (Col.  Sibthorp),  1120, 
[o.  q.  A.  65,  N.  22,  M.  43]  1121  ; 

d.  1,  Amend.  (Sir  J.  Y.  Buller),  ib.,  [o.  q,  A. 
65,  N.84,  M.  19]  1126; 

cl  9,  Amend.  (Mr.  T.  Greene),  1127,  [A.  117, 
N.  46,  M.  71]  1128 

Landlord  and  Tenant  [Ireland)  BiU, 

I  IR.*  598 

Langdale,  Lord 
Australian  Colonies  Goyemment,  Com.  cl  31, 

1299 
Fees  (Court  of  Common  Pleas),  2R.  429 
Privilege,  Breach  of,  455 

Lansdow>'e,  Marquess  of 
Appeals  to  the  Privy  Council,  ^.,  2R.  Amend. 

020,  623,  626,  629,  648,  652,  668 
Australian  Colonies  Government,  Com.  add.  d. 

10G6 
Cuban  Expedition,  The,  873,  874,  876,  876 
Distress  for  Rent  (Ireland),  2R.  492 
Distressed  Unions  Advances  (Ireland),  Com.  0, 

10 
Estates  Leasing  (Ireland),  2R.  8,  9 
French  Ambassador,  Departure  of  tho>   109» 

163,  165,  166 
Greece,  Affairs  of,  795,  798, 1820,  1332,  1343, 

1351 
Incumbered  Estates  (Ireland),  Act  Amendment, 

2R.  941,  943 
Judgments  (Ireland),  2R.  6,  8 
Parliamentary  Voters  (Ireland),  2R.  799,  822 
Parochial  Assessmepts,  Comm.  moved  for,  4 
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MAH 


Lascelles,  Rt.  Hon.  W.  S.  S.,  Knares- 

borough 
Prince,  Birth  of  a,  Her  Majesty's  Answer  to 
Address,  384 

Law,  Hon.  C.  B.  Cambridge  Universitv 
Libraries,  Publio,  and  Museums,  Com.  el,  1, 

1178,1179 
Marriages,  Com.  cl  3,  1190 
Supply— Poor  Law,  420 ;  —  The  Mint,  422, 

423 

Lawless,  Hon.  J.  C,  Clonmel 
Lord  Lieutenancy  Abolition  (Ireland),  Leave, 
Amend.  Adj.  228 

Lecues  Defects  in.  Act  Amendment  Bill, 
L  2R.*  158  ;  SR.*  366 ;  Royal  Assent,  491 

Lea  Biver  Trust  Bill, 
c.  2R.  387;     Amend.  (Mr.  Mowatt),    388; 
Amend,  withdrawn,  389 

Lefeyre,  Rt.  Hon.  C.  S.,  see  Speaker, 
The 

Ledcsteb,  Duke  of 

Judgments,  (Ireland),  2R.  8 

Lenkabd,  Mr.  T.  B.,  Maldon 
Metropolitan  Interments,  Com.  el.  9,  769 

Lewis,  Mr.  G.  C,  Herefordshire 

Population — National  Census,  Leayc,  876,  871 

Libraries,  Public,  and  Museums,  Bill, 

c.  Com.  cl,  1,  168 ;  Amend.  (Col.  Sibthorp), 

1174,  [0.  q,  A.  87,  N.  21,  M.  66]   1177 ; 

Amend.  (Mr.  Brotherton),  [r.  p,  A.  68,  N. 

48,  M.  20]  1178; 

Motion  (Mr.  Ewart),  [A.  85,  N.  47,  M.  58]  1179 

Life  Policies  of  Assurance  {No,  2)  Bill, 
c.  Com.  c/.  1,  106  ;  Amend.  (Sir  F.  Thesiger), 
ib.,  [A.  69,  N.  66,  M.  3]  108 

Limerick,  Bishop  of 

Australian  Colomes  Government,  Com.  add.  cL 
1065 

Linen,     &c..    Manufactures    (Ireland), 
Bill, 
c.  IR.*  675  ;  2R.*  980 

Llandaff,  The  Bishop  of —  Universities 
Commission, 
c.  Question  (Mr.  Ilorsman),  899 

LocaX  Acts, 
c.  Comm.  moyed  for  (Mr.  W.  Patten),  456 

LONDOK,  Bishop  of 

•Appeals  to  the  Privy  Council,  2R.  598,  623, 

625,  626,  645,  672,  673 
Parochial  Assessments,  Comm.  moved  for,  4 

London  (  Watford)   Spring  Water  Com- 
pany  Bill, 
e.  2R.  12 ;  Amend.  (Mr.  Rcpton),  ib.,  \p.  q.  A. 
90,  N.  196,  M.  106]  14 


LoNDONDERRT,  Marquess  of 
Incumbered  Estates  (Ireland)  Act  Amnndmunt, 
2R.  935 

Lord   Leutenaney    AbctUian     (Ireland) 
BiU, 
e.  Leave,  171 ;  Amend.  Adj.  (Hon.  O.  Lawless), 

229.  [A.  19,  N.  213.  m!  194]  231  ;  Amend. 

Adj.  (Mr.   M.  J.  O'ConneU).   ib.  ;    Motion 

withdrawn,  232,  [o.  q.  A.  170,  N.  17,  M.  153] 

ib.; 
IR .•  ib. ;  2R.   1008  ;  Amend.  (Mr.  Grattan), 

1013  ;  Amend.  Adj.  (Mr.  G.  Anstey).  1028, 

[A.  63,  N.  188,  M.  125]  1029  ;  Amend.  Adj. 

(Mr.  Roohe),  ib. ;  Motion  withdrawn,  1030 ; 

Adj.  Debate,  1405 

LucAN,  Earl  of 
Distress  for  Rent  (Ireland),  211.  492 

LusHiNGTON,  Mr.  C,  Westminster 
Metropolitan  Interments,  Com.  681  ;  oL  8,  708; 
d.  30 ;  Amend.  919, 931 

Lttteltok,  Lord 
Appeals  to  the  Privy  CounoU,  Ae,,  2R.  645 
Australian  Colonies  Grovemment,    Com.  978, 

1043 :  d.  5,   1048 ;  d.   8,   1049  ;    add.  d 

1050, 1055,  1066  ;  d.  30, 1227 

M'CuLLAOH,  Mr.  W.  T.,  Dundalk 
County  Courts  Extension,  Com.  add,  €L  1166. 

1167 
Elections  (Ireland),  3R.  add.  d.  460,  463 
Lord  Lieutenancy  Abolition    (Ireland),     2R. 

1029, 1442 
Prerogative,  Court  of  (Ireland),  Comm.  713 

Macoregor,  Mr.  J.,  OUugow 

Brooke,  Sir  J.,  303 
Marriages,  Com.  c/.  6,  1199 
Navy  Estimates,  292,  303 
Supply— The  Treasury,  392 

Mackenzie,  Mr.  W.  F.,  Peebles-shire 

Drainage  and  Improvement  of  Land  Advancef , 

Com.  cl.  1,881 
Home  made  Spirits  in  Bond,  Res.  1098 
Prerogative,  Court  of  Ireland,  Comm.  710 

MACKINNON,  Mr.  W.  A.,  Lymington 
Metropolitan  Interments,  Com.  cL  2,  695 ;  d. 

19,  859 ;  cl.  27, 906 
Ramsgate  Ilarbour,  Comm.  moved  for,  1080, 

1088 

Mahon,  Viscount,  Hertford 
Greeoe,  Affidrs  of,  251 
Passport  System,  399,  404 
Supply — New  Houses  of  Parliament,  353,  354 

Mahon,  Mr.  J.  P.  0.  0.  (The  O'Gobman 
Mahon),  Ennis 

Brooke,  Sir  J.,  304 

Lord  Lieutenancy  Abolition  (Ireland),  Leavep 

231  ;  2R.  1029 
Marriages,  Com.  d»  6, 1198 
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Malmesburt,  Earl  of 

Agricultural  Distress,  373 

Parochial  Assessments,  Comm.  moved  for,  5 

Sundaj  Trading  Prevention,  Com.  6 

Manchester  Bectory  Division  Bill, 

c.  3R.11 

L  IR .•  101 ;  2R.»  031 

Mangles,  Mr.  R.  D.,  Ouildford 

Railway  Communication  in  India,  1118 
Sugar  Duties,  543 

Manners,  Lord  J.  J.  R.,  Colchester 

Brooke,Sir  J.,302,  303 

Factories,  Com.  Amend.  1243 

Navy  Estimates,  290,  302 

Prerogative,  Court  of  (Ireland),  2R.  156 

Supply— Public  Works  (Ireland),  303 

Marriages  Bill, 
Com.  Adj.  Debate,  Amend.  (Mr.  Divctt),  111, 
[o,q,  A.  42,  N.  40,  M.  2]  112 

d,  2,t6.;  Amend.  (Sir  F.  Thcsiger),  119,  [o.  q, 
A.  Ill,  N.  68,  M.  43]  130;  Amend.  (Rt. 
Hon.  F.  Maule),  142,  [A.  137,  N.  144,  M.  7J 
152 

cL  3.  1179 :  Amend.  (Mr.  Roundell  Palmer), 
1186,  [A.  103,  N.  145,  M.  42]  1190 

cLe,  1190;  Amend.  (Col.  Chattcrton),  1105, 
[A.  114,N.132,  M.  18]1199 

Masterman,  Mr.  J.,  London 
Metropolitan  Intormentu,  Com.  683 
Ramsgate  Harbour,  Comm.  moved  for,  1081, 
1088 

Maule,  Rt.  Hon.  F.,  Perth 

Hudson's  Bay,  1079,  1080 

Marriages,  Com.  d.  2  ;  Amend.   138,  152  ;  d, 

6, 1106, 1197 
Supply— Public  Works  (Ireland),  362 

Maynooth,  Grant  to — Supply, 
c  596  ;  Amend.  (Mr.  Forbes),  [o,  q.  A.  68,  N. 
55,  M.  13]  597 

Metropolitan  Interments  Bill, 

c.  Rep.*  384  ;  Com.  677  ;  Amend.  (Mr.  Lacy), 
ib.  ;  Amend.  Adj.  (Mr.  Wyld),  689  ;  Motion 
withdrawn,  692,  [o.  q,  A.  159,  N.  57,  M.  102] 
692; 

c/.  2,  t6.,  [A.  135,  N.  57,  M.  78]  706  ; 

d.  6,  ib. ;  d.  7,  707  ;  d,  8, 708 ;  d.  9, 709  ;  d. 
10,  ib.; 

d.  19,  Amend.  (Mr.  Stanford),  896 ;  Amend. 

withdrawn,  858 ;  Amend.  (Mr.  Roebuck),  iO,, 

[o.  q.  A.  88,  N.  48,  M.  40]  860  ; 
d.  20, ib.;  Amend. (Mr.  Stanford),  862;  Amend. 

withdrawn,  865 ;  Amend.  (Mr.  D'Eyncourt), 

[A.  64,  N.  171,  M.  107]  860  ; 
d.2S,ib.; 
C/.27, 903  ;  Amend.  (Mr. Wakley),  911;  Amend. 

withdrawn,  912  ;  Proviso  (Mr.  Sadleir),  914  ; 

Proviso  nog.  ib.; 
Proviso  (Mr.  Bright),  ib.;   Proviso  nog.  916, 

[A.  104,  N.  25,  M.  79]  it.; 
d,  28;  Amend.  (Mr.  Stanford),  ib.;   Amend. 

withdrawn,  017 ; 
d  30,  ib.;  Amend.  (Mr.  Lushington),  921,  [A. 

88,  N.  126,  M.  38]  927 ;    Amend.  (Sir  B. 

Hall),  928;  (Mr.  Hume),  [r.  p.  A.  52,  N. 


Metropolitan  Interments  BiU—oont. 
144,  M.  92]    930;    Amend.  (Hon.    E.   P. 
Bouverie),   [o.  a.  A.  136,  N.  23,  M.  113] 
931 ;  Amend.  (Rt.  Hon.  Sir  6.  Grey),  1068 ; 

c/.  32,  1073;  d.  33,1075; 

d.  53, 1076  ;  Proviso  (Sir  B.  Hall),  [A.  36,  N. 
100,  M.  64]  1078;  Amend.  (Lord  D.  Stuart), 
i6.,  [o.  q.  A.  93,  N.  37,  M.  56]  1079 ; 

d.  64,  Amend.  (Mr.  L.  Hodges),  1286  ; 

add.   d.  (Mr.  Lacy),  ib.  ;   add,  d.  (Mr.  L. 

Hodges),  [A.  19,  N.  180,  M.  161]  1287 ; 
add.  d.  (The  Attorney  General),  ib.;  add*  d, 

(Sir  B.  HaU),  1289  ;  d.  neg.  1292  ^ 

Metropolitan   Water    Works  {Henley  on 
Thames  and  London  Viaduct)  Bill, 

e.  2R.  15 ;  Amend.  (Mr.  T.  P.  Williams),  t&., 
[o.  q.  A.  110,  N.  216,  M.  100]  19 

Miles,  Mr.  W.,  Somersetshire,  E, 

Com,  Foreign,  Conmi.  moved  for,  47 
Drainage  and  Improvement  of  Land  Advances, 

Com.  d.  4,  886 
Emigration  of  Orphan  Children,  433 
Supply— Poor  Law,  418,  420,  421 

Military  Pensions, 
I.  Petition  (Duke  of  Richmond),  871 

Ministers*  Money  (Ireland), 
e.  Observations  (Mr.  W.  Fagan),  485 

Mint,  The — Supply, 
c.  421 

MiNTO,  Earl  of 
Sunday  Trading  Prevention,  Com.  6 

Mitchell,  Mr.  T.  A.,  Bridport 
Com,  Foreign,  Comm.  moved  for,  40,  52 
County  Courts  Extension,  Com.  add.  d,  1166 
Wood  used  in  Shipbuilding,  Res.  307,  300 

MoFFATT,  Mr.  G.,  Dartmouth 
Coffee,  Adulteration  of,  278 
Metropolitan  Interments,  Com.  d.  7,  707 
Ramsgate  Harbour,  Comm.  moved  for,  1087 

MoLESWORTH,  Sir  W.,  Southwark 

Lea  River  Trust,  2R.  388 
MctropoliUn  Water  Works,  2R.  15 
Navy  Estimates,  Amend.  200,  204 

MoxsELL,  Mr.  W.,  Limerick  Co. 
Emigration  of  Orphan  Children,  451 
Marriages,  Com.  d.  6,  1198 
Prerogative,  Court  of  (Ireland),  2R.  153 
Supply— Poor  Law,  413,  414 
Tenements  Recovery  (Ireland),  2R.  754 

M05TEAGLE,  Lord 
Australian   Colonies    Government,  427,  428; 

2R.  514, 947, 048,  952  ;  Com.  Amend.  1030 ; 

d.  8,  1048,   1049 ;  d.  14,  1050 ;   add.  d. 

1055 
Distressed  Unions  Advances  (Ireland),  Com.  0 
Fees  (Court  of  Common  Pleas),  2R.  429 
Universities  Commission,  Address  moved,  1146 
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MooBT,  Ub.  C.  a.,  SamerteUhire,  W. 

Drainago  and  ImproTemcnt  of  Land  Advances, 
Com.  el  4,  888 

MooBE,  Mr.  G.  H.,  Mayo  Oo. 

Oommons,  The  New  House  of,  459 

Lord   Lieutenancy   Abolition   (Ireland),  2R. 

1430 
Religious  Persecution  by  the  New^y  Board  of 

Guardians,  389 

Mount  Cashell,  Earl  of 

Sunday  Trading  Prevention,  Com.  493,  496 ; 
Eop.  715 

MowATT,  Mr.  F.,  Penryn  and  FaltnotUh 

Lea  River  Trust,  2R.  Amend.  387,  388 
Metropolitan  Interments,  Com.  cl.  2,  703 
Metropolitan  Water  Works,  2R.  17 

MuLLivos,  Mr.  J.  R.,  Cirencester 

Life  Policies  of  Assurance  (No.  2),  Conu  107 
Marriages,  Com.  cL  2, 136 

Municipal  Corporations  (Ireland)  Bill^ 
c.  IR.*  11 ;  2R.*  237 ;  Rep.*  384 ;  3R.*  828 
1 1R.»  871 

MuNTZ,  Mr.  G.  F.,  Birmingham 

Commons,  The  New  Ilouse  o^  459 
Education,  2R.  792 
Factories,  Com.  851,  1265 
Metropolitan  Water  Works,  2R.  17 
Post  Office,  483 

Naas,  Lord,  Eildare  Oo, 

Elections  (Ireland),  3R.  add,  cl,  461 
Home-made  Spirits  in  Bond,  Comm.  moTe4  fi>r, 

1088 
|!jord  Lieutenancy  Abolition  (Ireland),  Leave, 

232;  2R.  1438 
Poor  Law  (Ireland),  734 
Tenements  Recovery  (Ireland),  2R.  754 

Nafier,  Mr.  J.,  Dublin  University 
Education,  2R.  777 
Evictions  in  Ireland,  675, 676 
Lord  Lieutenancy  Abolition  (Ireland),  2R.  1421 
Marriages,  Com,  cl,  2,  125  ;  cl,  6, 1196,  1199 
Prerogative,    Court   of  (Irchuid),  2R.    153; 

Comm.  711,  713 
Tenements  Recovery  (Ireland),  2R.  755 

National  Oallery,  The, 
c.  Question  (Col.  Rawdon),  895 

Naval  Prize  Balance  Bill, 

1, 2R.*  698  ;  3R.*  87I 

Navy, 

Estimates,  e,  287 ;  Amend.  (Sir  W.  Moles- 
worth),  290  ;  Amend,  withdrawn,  294 ; 
Amend.  (Mr.  Cobden),  i6,;  [0.  q.  A,  145,  N, 
20,  M.  125]  307 

Impressment  of  Seamen,  c.  Observations  (Ilon. 
Capt.  Harris),  279 

Newdegate,  Mr.  C.  N.,  Warwickshire,  N. 
Corn,  Foreign,  Comm.  moved  for,  94 
Faotones,  Con^.  1264 


Newdsoate,  Mr.  G.  N.,— e(m<«ittiA2. 
Landlord  and  Tenant,  Com.cZ.  1, 1 124,  c2. 9, 1127 
Metropolitan  Interments,  Com.  d,  ^7$  912  ;  e/. 

30,  923,  924 
Oath  of  Abjuration  (Jews),  CJomm.  488 
Supply— The  Treasury,  398 

NoRBETS,  Sir  C.  D.  0.  J.,  Mallow 
Supply — New  Houses  of  Parliament,  1006 

O'Brien,  Sir  L.,  Clare 

Lord  Lieutenancy  Abolition  (Ireland),LeaTe,S10 
O'Brien,  Mr.  Smith,  Treatment  of,  1231 
Poor  Laws  (IreUnd),  750,  752 
Supply — Civil  Services,  234 

O'Brien,  Mr.  Smith,  Treatment  of, 
e.  Question  (Sir  L.  O'Brien),  1231 

O'Connell,  Mr.  M.,  Tralee 

Elections  (Ireland),  3R.  add.  cl.  461 

Lord  Lieutenancy  Abolition  (Ireland),  Leave, 

202 ;  2R.  1016 
Prerogative,  Court  of  (Ireland),  2R.  156 
Supply— Public  Works  (Ireland),  362, 368 

O'Convell,  Mr.  M.  J.,  Kerry,  Oo. 

Lord  Lieutenancy  Abolition  (Ireland),  Lc^ve, 
229  ;  Amend.  A<y.  231,  232 

O'Connor,  Mr.  F.,  Nottingham 
Protectionist,  Meeting,  The  late,  105 

O'Flahertt,  Mr.  A.,  Galway 

Elections  (Ireland),  3R.  add,  d,  463 

Poor  Laws  (Ireland),  752 

Tenements  Recovery  (Ireland),  2R.  753 

Orphan  Children,  Emigration  of, 
c.  Motion  (Mr.  W.  Miles),  433 ;  Amend.  (Mr. 
Stafford),  445 ;  Amend.  (Mr.  Hawes),  451 ; 
House  counted  out,  452 

Osborne,  Mr.  R.  B.,  Middlesex 

Commons,  The  New  House  of,  458 

London  (Watford),  Spring  Water  Company,  9^ 

13 
Lord  Lieutenancy  Abolition  (Ireland),  Leave, 

202 
Metropolitan  Interments,  Com.   681,  690 ;  cl. 

19,  859  ;  el.  20, 863,  866,  1004  ;  d.  30,'lO71 
Metropolitan  Water  Works,  2R.  18 
Parliament,  New  Houses  of,  102 
Supply — New  Houses  of  Parliament,  235,  328, 

332, 335, 347, 350,  986, 997. 998 ;— Booking- 

ham   Palace,  323 ;   Amend.    325  ; — ^Public 

Works  (Ireland),  362 

Oswald,  Mr.  A.,  Ayrshire 
Marriages,  Com,  el,  2, 142 ;  ol.  8,  1189 

Oxford,  Bishop  of 

Appeals  to  the  Privy  Council,  dse.,  2R.  663 
Australian  Colonics  Qovemment,  Com.  Amend. 
956,  969  :  add,  d.  1056, 1066,  1067 

Pakington,  Sir  J.  S.,  Droitwioh 
Sugar  Duties,  567, 570 
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Palaeei,  Royal — Bupply, 

c.  319,  Amend.  (Col.  Salwej^  820 ;  Amend, 
withdrawn,  829  i^JBuckingham  Falaee,  323 

Palmer,  Mr.  Robert,  Berkshire 

MetropoliUn  Water  Works,  2R.  15 
Small  Tenements  Rating,  SR.  1144 

Palmer,  Mr.  Roundell,  Plymouth 
Marriages,  Com.  d.  2, 132, 137  ;  el,  3,  Amend. 

1179,  1190 
Metropolitan  Interments,  Com.  <zdd,  el,  1290 

Palmerstok,  Viscount,  Tiverton 

Cuba,  American  Expedition  against,  898  " 
Greece,  Affiiin  of,  105,  237,  249,  818,  819, 

717,  719 
Passport  Sjstem,  402,  404 
Sugar  Duties,  588 
Supply— Foreign  Office,  405, 400 

Parish  Constables  Bill, 

I  3R.*  158 

Parliament,  New  Bouses  of, 
c.  Question  (Mr.  B.  Osborne),  102  ;^77te  New 
Bouse  of  Commons,  Obseryations  (Rt.  Hon. 
Sir  G.  Grey),  433  ;  First  Sitting  in,  456 ; 
Question  (Mr.  B.  Osborne),  458  ;  (Mr. 
Bankes),  755  ; — Sewerage  of,  Question  (Mr. 
T.  Greene),  1159 

Parliament,  New  Bouses  of--  Supply, 
e.  235,  328;  Amend.  (Sir  D.  L.  Evans),  [A. 
94,  N.  75,  M.  19]  359  ;  Amend.  (Mr.  Hume), 
390,  [A.  48,  N.  110,  M.  02]  391 ;  2nd  Amend. 
986  ;  [o.  q,  A.  144,  N.  02,  M.  821  1005 ; 
Comm.  moTod  for,  (Mr.  Ilume),  ib,,  [o.  q, 
A.  85,  N.  55,  M.  30]  1008 

Parliamentary  Voters,  dsc.  (Ireland)  Bill, 

h  2R.  790 

Parochial  Assessments, 
L  Comm.  moved  for,  (Lord  Portman),  1 

Passport  System,  The, 
c.  Observations  (Viscount  Mahon),  399 

Pattek,  Mr.  J.  W.,  Lancashire,  N, 

Chancellor,  The  Lord,  431 
Factories,  Com.  1269,  1270 
Local  Acts,  Comm.  moved  for,  456 
Petitioning,  Right  of— Post  Office  Patronage, 
892 

Pechell,  Sir  G.  R.,  Brighton 
Assessed  and  Window  Duties  Repeal,  Leayc, 

315 
County  Courts  Extension,  Com.  add,  el.  1164, 

1166 
Libraries  and  Museums,  Public,  Com.  cl.  1, 110 
Metropolitan  Interments,  Com.  df.  53,  1077 
Navy,  Estimates,  288,  289 
Ramsgate  Ilarbour,  Comm.  moved  for.  Amend. 

1086 
Small  Tenements  Rating,  3R.  1145 
Supply — Poor  Law,  414 

Peel,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  R.,  Tamworth 
Lord  Lieutenancy    Abolition   (Ireland),  2R. 
1020,  1407,  1420,  1421 


PixL,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  R.—^onHmud. 
Metropolitan  Interments,  Com.  687 
Petitioning,  Right  of— Post  Office  Patronage, 

898      . 
Supply — New  Houses  of  Parliament,  990,1001, 

1004, 1007 

Pelhah,  Hon.  Capt.  D.'A.,  Boston 
Drainage  and  Improvement  of  Land  Advances, 
Com.  el,  4,  887 

Petitioning,  Bight  of—Post   Office  Pat- 
ronage, 
c.  Petition  (Mr.  C.  Anstey),  980 

Peto,  Mr.  S.  M.,  Norwich 

Marriages,  Com.  cl.  2,  124 
Navy  Estimates,  291,  292 

Petty  Sessions  (Ireland)  Bill, 
e,  2R.*  884 

Pleadings,  Alterations  in,  Bill, 

c.  2R.*  166  ;  Rep.*  237;  8R.*  311 
/.  Royal  Assent,  491 

Plowden,  Mr.  W.  H.  C,  Newport  (Isle  of 
Wight) 
Navy  Estimate»— Sir  J.  Brooke,  297,  299,  303 

Plumptre,  Mr.  J.  E.,  Kent,  E, 

Com,  Foreign,  Comm.  moved  for,  36 
Oath  of  Abjuration  (Jews),  Comm.  488 
Post  Office,  483 
Supply — Grant  to  Maynootb,  597 

Police  and  Improvement  (Scotland)  Bill, 
c.  3R.*  528 
L  1R.*598 

PoLWABTH,  Lord 
Australian  Colonies  Goremment,  952 

Poor  Law — Supply, 
c.  409 ;   Amend.  (iMr.  Arkwright),  416,  [A;  30, 
N.  157,  M.  1211  418 ;    Amend.  (Mr.  Aid. 
Sidney),  [A.  56,  N.  18,  M.  125]  420 

Poor  Laws  (Ireland), 
c.  Res.  (Mr.  F.  French),  723,  [A.  65,  N.  90, 
M.  25]  762 

Population — National  Census  Bill, 

c.  Leave,  870;  IR.*  871 

Population  (Ireland) — National  Census 
Bill, 
e.  IR,*  1067 

Portman,  Lord  * 

Parochial  Assessments,  Comm.  moved  £o(r,  1 
St.  Burian  Division,  Deanery  of,  IR.  366 
Sunday  Trading  Prevention,  Rep.  716 

Post  Office,  Sunday  Labour  in  the, 

I.  Observation  (Lord  Brougham),  493 
c.  Address  moved  (Lord  Ashley),  466,  [A.  93, 
N.  68.  M.  25]  484  ;  QuesUon  (Mr.  C.  An- 
stey), 720;    Her  Majesty's  Reply,  980;— 
Patronage,  Petition  (Mr.  C.  Anstey),  890 


POW 


RAW 


Powis,  Earl  of 
Australian  Colonies  Govomment,  Com.  add,  cl. 

1067 
Universities  Commission,  Address  moved,  1153 
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Rawdon,  Lieut.  Col.  J.  D.— ^onfintied. 

National  Gallery,  The,  895- 

Petitioning,  Right  of— Post  Office  Patronage, 


Prerogative  Court  of  {Ireland)  Bill, 

c.  2R.  152;  Amend.  (Mr.  Reynolds),  154,  [A. 

34,  N.  91)  M.  57]  156 ;   2ndDiv.  [A.  20,  N. 

95,  M.  75]  ib. ;  (Col.  Chatterton),  [A.  20,  N. 

83,  M.  63]  157,  384  ; 
Nomination  of  Comm.  710;  1st  Div.  [A.  106, 

N.  29,  M.  77]  712  ;  2nd  Div.  [A.  77,  N.  30, 

M.  47],  713 ;  3rd  Div.  [A.  75,  N.  30,  M.  39]  ib. 

Price,  Sir  R.,  Hereford 

Supply — Poor  Law,  416 

Prince,  Birth  of  a, 
I.  Her  Majesty's  Answer,  368 
c.  384 

Privilege,  Breach  of, 
I.  Observations  (Lord  Brougham),  452 

Process  and  Practice  (Ireland)  Bill, 
I.  3R.»  101  ;  Royal  Assent,  491 

Process  and  Practice  {Ireland)  Act  Amend- 
ment Bill, 
I.  1R.»  491 ;  2R.*  698  ;  3R.*  598 
c.  1R.»  675  ;  2R .•  ib. ;  R^p.»  710  ;  3R.»  ib. 
I,  Royal  Assent,  931 

Protectionist  Meeting,  The  late, 
c.  Question  (Mr.  F,  O'Connor),  105 

Protest — Australian  Colonies  Government, 
I,  1407 

Prussian  Minister's  Residence  Bill, 

I  2R.»  1  ;  Rep.»  101 

Public  Houses  {Scotland), 

I  1R.»598;  2R.»  1199 

Public  Works  {Ireland) — Supply, 
c.  360  ;  Amend.  (Col.  Sibthorp),  363,  [A.  47, 
N.  124,  M.  77]  364 

PusEY,  Mr.  P.,  Berkshire 

Landlord  and  Tenant,  Com.  1119;  d.  1,1121, 
1124,1126;  c?.  9,  1127,  1128 

Queen,  The,  Birth  of  a  Prince,  Her  Ma- 

jesty's  Answer, 
7.368 
c.  384 

Bailicays,  Accidents  on,  Bill, 
c.  1R.»  980 

Railway  Audit  {No,  2)  Bill, 
I.  IR.*  714  ;  2R.*  871 ;  Rep.*  931 ;  3R.»  1030 
c,  IR.*  1158 

Railway  Communication  in  India, 
c.  Papers  moved  for  (Viscount  Jocelyn),  1099 

Ramsgate  Harbour, 

c.  Comm.  moved  for  (Mr.  Mackinnon),  1080  ; 
Amend.  (Sir  G.  Pechell),  1086,  [A.  00,  N. 
71,  M.  11]  1088 ;  [o,  q,  A.  78,  N.  47,  M.  31] 
ib. 

Rawdon,  Lieut.  CoL  J.  D.,  Armagh  City 
Marriages,  Com.  d,  6, 1199 


894 
Prerogative  Court  of  (Ireland),  2R.  157;  Comm. 

713 
Supply — New  Houses  of  Parliament,  856, 358; 

— Poor  Law,  414 

Records,  Public — Supply 
c.  424 

Redesdale,  Lord 
Appeals  from  the  Privy  Council,  Ac,  2R.  639 
Australian  Colonies  (^ovemmenty  951  ;    Com. 

add.  d.  1066  ;  d.  30,  1228 
Estates  Leasing  (Ireland),  2R.  8 
Fees  (Court  of  Common  Pleas),  2R.  429 
Privilege,  Breach  of,  455 

Registration  of  Deeds  {Ireland)  Sill, 

r.  Rep.»  11;  3R.  364 
/.  1R.»366 

Religious  Persecution  by  the  Newry  Board 
of  Guardians, 
c.  Question  (Mr.  G.  11.  Moore),  389 

Reptox,  Mr.  G.  W.  J.,  St.  Albans 
London  (Watford)  Spring  Water  Company,  2R. 

Amend.  12 
Supply — Public  Works  (Ireland),  363 

Reynolds,  Mr.  J.,  Dublin  City 
Lord  Lieutenancy  Abolition  (Ireland),  Leare, 

211  ;  2R.  1460 
Prerogative  Court  of  (Ireland),   2R.    Amend. 
154,  156,  157 

RicARBO,  Mr.  J.  L.,  Stohe-upon- Trent 

Wood  used  in  Shipbuilding,  310 

Rice,  Mr.  E.  R.,  Dovor 

Drainage  and  Improvement  of  Land  Advances, 
Com.  d.  4,  887 

Richmond,  Duke  of 
Incumbered  Estates  (Ireland)  Act  Amendment, 

2R.  933 
Military  Pensions,  871 

RociiE,  Mr.  E.  R.,  Cork  City 
Chester  and  Holyhead  Railway,  3R.  add.  d.  387 
Drninngc  and  Improvement  of  Land  Adyances, 

Com.  881  ;  d.  8,  Amend.  889 
Elections  (Ireland),  3R.  add.  d.  461,  464 
Lord    Lieutenancy    Abolition    (Ireland),    2R. 

Amend.  Adj.  1029,  1416 
Tenements  Recovery  (Ireland),  2R.  754 

Roebuck,  Mr.  J.  A.,  Sheffield 

French  Ambassador,  Recall  of  the,  167 

Lord  Lieutenancy  Abolition  (Ireland),  2R.  1020 

Marriages,  Com.  d.  2,  147i  150 

Metropolitan  Interments,  Com.  d.    19,   857; 

Amend.  858,  859  ;  d.  20,  862, 865,  808 
Parliament,  New  Houses  of,  104  , 

Passport  System,  The,  403,  404 
Supply — Foreign  Office,  405 ; — ^New  Homet  of 

Parliament,  1000 


BOIC 


SAL 


RoMiLLT,  Sir  J.y  see  Solicitor  OsNEaAL, 
The 


Russell,  Rt.  Hon.  Lord  J.,  London 

Addresses  to  Her  Majesty,  1404 

Chancellor,  The  Lord,  432,  433,  807 

Ecclesiastical  Gomxnissioncrs,  170,  171 

Evictions  in  Ireland,  070 

Factories,  Com.  1272 

French  Ambassador,  fiecall  of  the,  160,  167, 

168,  109,  264 
Crreece,  AflEairs  of,  263 
Lord  Lieutenancy  Abolition  (Ireland),  Leave, 

171,  224,  231  ;  2R.  1008,  1023,  1039,  1030 
Metropolitan  Interments,  Com.  685,  601  ;d.  2, 

701,  703  ;  cl.  20,  867,  860  ;  d,  30,  030, 031 ; 

add.  el.  1288 
Ministers'  Money  (Ireland),  486 
National  Gallery,  The,  895 
Oath  of  Abjuration  (Jews),  Comm.  moved  for, 

487 
Petitioning,  Right  of— Post  Office  Patronage, 

803,  804 
Post  Office,  081 
Supply — Civil  Services,  234 ; — New  IIouscs  of 

Parliament,  331,  1002,  1004,  1006 
Universities  Commission — The  Bishop  of  lian- 

daff,  000 
Universities,  English  and  Irish,  401 

RumERFURD,  Rt.  Hon.  A.,  tee  ADYOCATEy 
The  Lord 

Sadleir,  Mr.  J.,  Carlow  Borough 

Lord  Lieutenancy  Abolition  (Ireland),  2R.  1427 
Marriages,  Com.  d.  6,  1197, 1190 
Metropolitan  Interments,  Com.  d.  10,  850  ;  d, 

20,  808  ;  d.  27,  005  ;  Proviso,  014 
Tenements  Recovery  (Irchuid),  2R.  755 

St.  Asaph,  Bishop  of 

Sunday  Trading  Prevention,  Com.  405 

St,  Burian  Division,  Deanery  of.  Bill, 
1 1R.»  366 

St.  Dayid's,  Bishop  of 
Appeals  to  the  Privy  Council,  Ac,  2R.  634 

St.  George,  Mr.  C,  Oalway  Co. 

Tenements  Recovery  (Ireland),  2R.  755 

St.  Germans,  Earl  of 

Australian  Colonies  Government,  052, 955,  056 ; 

Com.  1044 
Parliamentary  Voters  (Ireland),  2R.  817,  820 
Sunday  Tradmg  Prevention,  Com.  491 

Salisbury,  Marquess  of 
Agricultural  Distress,  370 

Salisbury,  Bishop  of 
Australian  Colonies,  Government,  Com.  add. 
d.  1064 

Salwey,  Col.  H.,  Ludlow 

Supply — Royal  Palaces,  Amend.  320,  321; — 
New  Houses  of  Parluunent,  342 
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Sandars,  Mr.  G.,  Wakefield 
Com,  Foreign,  Comm.  moved  for,  51 

School  District  Contributions  Bill, 
I.  Royal  Assent,  158 

Scotland, 
Court  of  Session,  see  Court  of  Session  (Scot' 

land)BiU 
Cruelty  to  Animals,  see  Cruelty  to  Animals 

{Scotland)  Bill 
Police,  see  Police  and  Improvement  (Seotland) 

Bill 
Public  Houses,  see  Public  Houses  (ScoHand) 

Bill 
Titles  of  Reliyious  Congregations,  see  Titles 

of  Religious  Congregations  {Scotland)  BiU 


Scott,  lion.  F.,  Berwickshire 

Marriages,  Com.  cl.  2,  152 
Prerogative,  Court  of  (Ireland),  2R.  156 

ScROPE,  Mr.  G.  P.,  Stroud 

Evictions  in  Ireland,  676,  677 

Poor  Laws  (Ireland),  746 

Small  Tenements  Rating,  3R.  Amend.  1142 

Tenements  Recovery  (Ireland),  2R.  Amend.  753 

Scully,  Mr.  F.,  Tipperary 
Elections  (Ireland),  3R.  add.  d.  462 

Session,  Court  of  {Scotland)  Bill, 

c.  3R.*  528 
/.  1R.»  508 

Seymer,  Mr.  n.  K.,  Dorsetshire 
Drainage  and  Improvement  of  Land  Advances, 

Com.  c/.  1,883 
lAndlord  and  Tenant,  Com.  el.  1,  1125 
Supply — Poor  Law,  412 

Seymour,  Lord,  Totness 

Supply— Royal  Palaces,  321,  322  ;~6ncking- 
ham  Palace,  323,  320 

Sheil,  Rt.  Hon.  R.  L.,  Dungarvon 
Chftster  and  Ilolyhead  Railway,  3R.  add.  d. 

386 
Lord  Lieutenancy  Abolition  (Ireland),  2R.  1451 
Supply— The  Mint,  421,  422,  423,  424 

SiBTHORP,  Col.  C.  D.  W.,  Lincoln 

Brooke,  Sir  J.,  301 
Burgess  Lists,  2R.  Amend.  1140 
Commissions  of  Inquiry,  Expenses  of,  286 
Com,  Foreign,  Comm.  moved  for,  35 
Landlord  and  Tenant,  Com.  Amend.  1119  ;  cl. 

1,  1125 
Libraries,  Public,  and  Museums,  Com.  cl.  1, 

108;  Amend.  1174 
Lord  Lieutenancy  Abolition  (Ireland),  Leave, 

230 
Marriages,  Com.  d.  6,  1195 
Metropolitan  Interments,  Com.  add.  cl.  1287> 

1288 
Navy  Estimates,  301 
Prerogative,  Court  of  (Ireland),  2R.  156 
Supply— Civil  Services,  234  ;— Royal  Palaces, 

322  ;  — Buckingham    Palace,   326;— New 

Uoufles  of  Parliament,  341,  344 ;— Public 
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SiBTHoiP,  Col.  0.  D.  W. — eontmued, 

Worka  (Ireland),  862,  863  ;--The  Treaiury, 
301 ; — Comptroller  of  the  Exchequer,  407  ; 
— Poor  Law,  409,  419; — Public  Records, 
425 ; — Chief  Secretary  (Ireland),  Amend. 
426 
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SnanB,  The— «on<&MMl. 
Petitioning,  Right  of-— Post  Office  Patronage, 


Sidney,  Mr.  Aid.  T.,  Stafford 

Burgess  Lists,  2R.  1141 

Factories,  Com.  854,  12G9 

Libraries,  Publio,  and  Musooms,  Com.  d.  1, 

1175 
Metropolitan  Interments,  086 ;   c/.  2,  700  ;   cl. 

20,  861,  804  ;  cl.  27,  904,  015 ;  cl,  80,  930, 

1070  ;  d.  53,  1077 ;  add.  el.  1288 
Supply — Poor  Law,  411,  415;  Amend.  418, 

419  ;--Tho  Mint,  424 

Slaney,  Mr.  R.  A.,  Shrewsbury 
Chester  and  Holyhead  Railway,  3R.  add,  cL 

385 
Com,  Foreign,  Comm.  moTed  for,  88,  41 
Derby  Day,  Adjournment  oyer  the,  431 
Drainage  and  ImproTcmont.of  Land  Adyanccs, 

Com.  880  ;  c/.  4, 887 
Factories,  Com.  854 
Local  Acts,  Comm.  mored  for,  457 
Metropolitan  Interments,  Com.  cl,  2,  704 
Supply— Poor  Law,  419 

Small  Tenements  Rating  Bill, 
r.  3R.  1142 ;  Amend.  (Mr.  P.  Scropo),  1148, 
[o.  q.  A.  94,  N.  15,  M.  79]  1145 ;  add.  cl. 
(Mr.  Cookburn),  ib.  1146 

Small  Tenements  Recovery  (Ireland)  Bill, 
L  1R.»  931 

Smith,  Rt.  Hon.  R.  V.,  Northampton 

Passport  System,  The,  403 

Supply — Buckingham  Palace,  320  ; — Houses  of 
Parliament,  390 ;— The  Treasury,  397;— Ec- 
clesiastical Conmiission,  408  ; — Poor  Law, 
415 

Smith,  Mr.  J.  G.,  York 
Burgess  Lists,  2R.  1142 

Smythe,  Hon.  G.  A.,  Canterhury 
Greece,  Afiairs  of,  252 

Solicitor  General,  The  (Sir  J.  Romilly), 

Devonport 
Chancery,  Court  of,  2R.  1134 
Landlord  and  Tenant,  Com.  d.  9,  1127 
Registration  of  Deeds  (Ireland),  3R.  864, 865 

SoMERViLLE,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  W.  M.  ,Drogheda 
Elections  (Ireland),  3R.  add.  d.  461,  463 
Poor  Laws  (Ireland),  739 
Religious  Persecution  by  tho  Ncwry  Board  of 

Guardians,  389 
Supply — Poor  Law,  415 

Speaker,  The  (Rt.  Hon.  C.  S.  Lefevre), 
Hampshire,  N. 
Commons,  Tho  New  IIouso  of,  459,  756 
Education,  2R,  791 
Emigration  of  Orphan  Children,  451 


891 
Supply  —  Grant   to   Maynooth,    597  ;  —  Now 

Houses  of  Parliament,  1004 
Uniyersities,  English  and  Irish,  458 

Spirits,  Home  Made,  in  Bond  Bill, 

c.  Comm.  moved  for  (Lord  Naas),  1008,  {A. 
85,  N.  53,  M.  32]  1097  ;  Res.  1098  ;  IR.* 
1404 

Spooner,  Mr.  R.,  Wctrwickshire,  N. 
Libraries,  Public,  and  Museums,  Com.  cL  1, 
.1177 

Stafford,  Mr.  A.  S.  0.,  NorihampUm- 
shire,  N. 
County  Courts  Extension,  Com.  add.  c/.  1164 
Elections  (Ireland),  3R.  add.  d.  462 
Emigration  of  Orphan  Children,  Amend.  439 

Stamp  Duties  {No.  2), 

c.  Res.  157 

Stamp  Duties  {No.  2)  Bill, 
c.  1R.»  166  ;  2R.»  237 

Stanford,  Mr.  J.  F.,  Reading 

Factories,  Com.  1264        • 

Libraries  and  Museums,  Public,  Com.  d.  1,  lOSf, 

111,1176 
Metropolitan  Interments,  Com.  cl.  19,  Amend. 

856,  858,  859 ;  cl.  20,  Amend.  862, 865  ;  d. 

28,  Amend.  916  ;  cl.  53,  1077 
Population — National  Census,  Leave,  871 
Supply — New  Houses  of  Parliament,  851 

Stanley,  Lord 

Agricultural  Distress,  377,  384 

Appeals  to  tho  Privy  Council,  Ao.  2R.  648 

Australian    Colonics    Government,    428 ;  2R. 

508,  509,  522  ;  Com.  973,  975,  978,  979  ;  cl. 

30,  Amend.  1217, 1227  ;  d.  31, 1228,  1229 ; 

d.  35,  1230 
Cuban  Expedition,  The,  875,  876 
Fees  (Court  of  Common  Pleas),  2R.  429 
Greece,  Affairs  of,  796,  799,»  1298,  1343 
Incumbered  Estates  (Ireland)  Act  Amendment, 
'  2R.  941,  943 
Parliamentary  Voters  (Ireland),  2R.  802,  814 

Stanley,  Hon.  E.  H.,  Lynn  Regis 

Sugar  Duties,  559 

Stansheld,  Mr.  W.  R.  C,  Huddersfield 

Factories,  Com.  853 

Stranger  in  the  Peeresses  Gallery  {Che- 
valier  Bunsen), 
I  Remarks  (Lord  Brougham),  1292 

Strickland,  Sir  G.,  Preston 
Drainage  and  Improvement  of  Land  Adrsnces, 

Com.  d.  4,  887 
Landlord  and  Tenant,  Com.  1120 

Stuart,  Lord  D.  C,  MaryUhone 
County  Courts  Eztenfiion,  Com.  add.  d,  1166 
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Stuabt,  Lord  D.— continued. 

Metropolitan  Interments,  Com.  678,  690 ;  cL 
2,  704  ;  cl  7,  708  ;  cl.  10,  709  ;  d.  19,  866  ; 
d.  20.  867  ;  ci.  23. 869 ;  c/.  27, 908,  916  ;  cl 
30.  1070.  1072,  1073  ;  cl.  63, 1076;  Amend. 
1078;  add,cL  1286 

Navy  Estimates,  294 

Petitioning,  Right  of— Post  OflKoe  Patronage, 
893 

Stuart,  Lord  P.  J.  H.,  Ayr,  &c. 

Home-made  Spirits  in  Bond,  Comm.  moved 
for,  1092 

Stuart,  Mr.  J.,  Newark 
Chancery,  Court  of,  896 

Commissions  of  Inquiry,  Expenses  of,  286,  287 
Petitioning,   Right  oi — Post  Office  Patronage, 
892 

Sugar  Duties, 
c.  Motion  (Sir  E.  N.  Buxton),  628,  [A.  234,  N. 
276,  M.  41]  693 

Summartf  Jurisdiction  {Ireland)  Bill, 
c.  lR.*'l66;  2R.*980 

Sunday  Fairs  Prevention  Bill, 
e.  Rep.»  102  ;  3R.»  166 
/.   1R.»  366;    2R.»  491;    Rep.*  698;    8R.* 
796:  Royal  Assent,  931 

Sunday  Trading  Prevention  Bill, 
I.  Com.  6,  492  ;   cl  2,  497  ;  Rep.  714  ;    3R.» 

796 
c.  IR.*  1168 

Suwply, 
BuekirKfham  Palace,  323 
Civil  J^erviciif,  234 
Ecclesiastical  Commission,  408 
Exchequer,  Comptroller  of  the,  407 
Factories,  Inspectors  of,  426 
Foreign  Office,  309 
Maynooih,  Grant  to,  696  ;  Amend.  (Mr.  Forbes), 

[o.  q.  A.  68,  N.  55,  M.  13]  697 
Mint,  Tfie,  421 

Navy  Estimates,  287 ;  Amend.  (Sir  W.  Moles- 
worth),     290 ;     Amend,     withdrawn,    294 ; 


Taylor,  Capt.  T.  B.,  Dublin  Co. 

iMvd   Lieutenancy  Abolition  (Ireland),  Leave, 

232 
Supply— Public  Works  (Ireland),  362 

Tenant  Bight  (Ireland)  Bill, 
c.  1R.*980 

Tenants  Recovery  (Ireland)  Bill, 
c.  2R.  763;  Amend.  (Mr.  P.  Scrope),t6.  ;  Bill 
put  off,  765 

Thesiger,  Sir  F.,  Abingdon 

Life  Policies  of  Assurance  (No  2),  Com.  Amend. 

106 
Mjirriagcs,  Com.  c/.  2,  Amend.   112,122,  137, 
145,  147;  c/.  3,  1183 

Thompson,  Lieut.  Col.  T.  P.,  Bradford 
Brockc,  Sir  J..  304 
Coffee,  Adulteration  of,  279 
Corn,  Foreign,  Comm.  moved  for,  70 
County  Courts  Extension,  Com.  add.  cl  1172 
Drainage  and  Improvement  of  Land  Advances, 

Com.  879 
Libraries,   Public,  and   Museums,  Com.  ci.  1, 

1179 
Lonl    Lieutenancy    Abolition    (Ireland),    2R. 

1402 
Marriages,  Com.   cl   2,  123,  161  ;  cl  6,  1196, 

1198 
Metropolitan  Interments,  Com.  677;    d.    10, 

709  ;  cl  20,  868  ;  el  27,  916  ;  cl  30,  919, 

1069;  c/.  33,  1076 
Petitioning,  Right  of — Post  Office  Patronage, 

892 
Post  Office,  479 
Sugar  Duties,  544 
Su[>ply — Roval  Palaces,  321 ; — The  Treasury, 

391,  392,  396 

Thornely,  Mr.  T.,  Wolverhampton 

Petitioning,  Right  of — Post  Office  Patronage, 

891,893,894 
Pojjt  Office,  9S0 
Rjimsgate   Harbour,  Comm.  moved  for,  1085, 

1088 
Supply— The  Mint,  421 

Titles  of  Religious  Congregations  Bill, 
c.  3R.*  755 
/.  1  R.»  796 


Amend.  (Mr.  Cobden),  ib.  [o.  q,  A.  146,  N. 

20,  M.  125]  307  ^.,        ^  7?  ;•   •         n  .•         /c    * 

Palaces,  Royal,  319;  Amend.  (Col.  Salwey), ,  Titles  of  Religious  Congregations  (Scot- 

320 ;  Amend,  withdrawn,  322  |  land)  Bill, 

Parliament,  New  Houses  of,  235,  328  ;  Amend.  '      /   Royal  Assent,  168 

(Sir  D.    L.    Evnns^.  [A.  1>4,   N.  75,  M.  19]     _  ^70, 

;:.-■..);  A:'..-i.(l.  (M.-.    Hn-ir),  mm,  fA    -18,  N.     I n^o^^yi."*',    Ihr  —  Svpply, 

11«,  M.  d'J]  .■;i»I  :  2uil  .VwvviX.  ^)8«,  [o.  7.  A.        c.  •'»)! 

144.  N.  02,  M.  .^2J  KMi.'i ;  Comm.  moved  W^r 

(Mr.  Hume),  16.,  [0.  q.  A.  85,  N.  55,  M.  30J    TrklawNY,  Mr.  J.  S.,   Tavistock 

Drainage  and  Improvement  of  Land  Adrances, 

Com!  Amend.  879  ;  d.  1,  884 
Factories,  Com.  863 
landlord  and  Tenant,  Com.  d.  9, 1127 


1008 

Poor  Law,  409 ;  Amend.  (Mr.  Arkwright), 
416,  [A.  36,  N.  157.  M.  1211  418;  Amend. 
(Mr.  Aid.  Sidney),  [A.  66,  N.  181,  M.  126] 
420 

PiMie  Works  (Ireland),  360;  Amend.  (Col. 
Sibthorp),  363,  [A.  47,  N.  124,  M.  77]  364 

Records,  Public,  424 

Secretary,  Chief  (Ireland),  Amend.  (Col.  Sib- 
thorp), [A.  4i,  N.  166,  M.  116]  426 

Treasury,  The,  391 
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Trollope,  Sir  J.,  Lincolnshire  (Parts  of 

Kesteven  and  Holland) 
Drainage  and  Improvement  of  Land  Advances, 

Com.  880 :  cl  4,  885 
Supply—  Public  Works  (Ireland),  361 
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Trustees  Act,  1850,  Bill, 

I,  Rep.*  426  ;  SR.*  598 
c.  1R.*879 
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Turner,  Mr.  G.  J.,  Coventry 
Chancery,  Court  of,  2R.  1128 
Landlord  and  Tenant,  Com.  cl.  9,  1127 
PrerogatiTe,  Court  of  (Ireland),  2R.  156 

Turnpike  Roads  (Ireland), 

c.  111.*  675  ;  2R.*  980  ;  Rcp.»  1231 

Universities  Commission, 
I.  Address  moyed  (Lord  Monteaglo),  1146; — 
The  Bishop  of  Landaf,  c.  Question  (Mr. 
Horsman).  899 

Universities,  English  and  Irish, 
e.  Question  (Rt.  Hon.   W.   Gladstone),  457  ; 
Adjourned  Debate,  488 

Vane,  Lord  H.  G.,  Durham,  S. 
Drainage  and  Improyemont  of  Land  Advances, 
Com.c^  1,  882 

Vbbnbt,  Sir  H.,  Bedford 
Drainage  and  Improvement  of  Land  Advances, 

Com.  d.  4,  886 
Libraries,  Public,  and  Museums,  Com.  d.   1, 

1179 
Metropolitan  Interments,  Com.  d.  27,  907 
Supplj — New  Uouses  of  Parliament,  344 

Vestries  and  Vestry  Clerks  Bill, 
c.  Rep.*  884  ;  3R.*  675 
/.  1R.*7U 

ViLLiERS,  Hon.  C.  P.,  Wolverhampton 
Chester  and  Holyhead  Railway,  3R.  386 

Waklet,  Mr.  T.,  Finsbury 
Metropolitan  Interments,  Com.  688  :  d.  6, 707 ; 
d.  20,  Amend.  864, 869  ;  d.  27, 905  ;  Amend. 
910,  912  :  d,  32,  1075  ;  d  53,  1078 

Walpole,  Mr.  S.  H.,  Midhurst 

Lioidlord  and  Tenant,  Com.  d.  9,  1127,  1128 

Walsh,  Sir  J.  B.,  Radnorshire 
Greece,  Aflbirs  of — Recall  of  the  French  Am- 
bassador, 167,  168,  237,  248 

Walter,  Mr.  J.,  Nottingham 
Factories,  Com.  852 

Ward,  Lord 
Greece,  Affiiirs  of,  1367 

Walter,  Supply  of,  to  the  Metropolis, 
e.  12, 15,  887 

Weights  and  Measures  Bill, 
e.  Rep.*  755 

Wellington,  Duke  of 

UniTersities  Commission,  Address  moved,  1158 

West  India  Appeals  Bill, 
e.  2R.*  166  ;  Rep.*  237 ;  3R.*  311 
L  Royal  Assent,  491 


WssTMEATH,  Marquoss  of 
Incumbered  Estates  (Ireland)  Act  Amendment, 

2R.  932,  940 
Parliamentary  Voters  (Ireland),  2R.  822,  823 

WE8T31IN8TER,  MarqueBB  of 
Birth  of  a  Prince,  Her  Majesty's  Answer  to 
Address,  368 

Westminster,  Sewerage  of, 
c.  Question  (Mr.  T.  Greene),  1159 

Westmoreland,    Sheriff  of,  Appointment 
Bill, 
I,  1R.*491  ;  2R.*  1146  ;  Rep.*  1199 

Wharnclifpe,  Lord 
Australian  Colonies  Government,  Com.  d,  3, 
1224 

WicKLOW,  Earl  of 

Australian  Colonies  Government,  952 
Incumbered  Estates  (Ireland)  Act  Amendment, 

2R.  938 
Judgments  (Ireland),  2R.  8 
Parliamentary    Voters    (Ireland),    2R.    820, 

823 

Williams,  Mr.  J.,  Macclesfield 

Factories,  Com.  837.  841 

Williams,  Mr.  T.  P.,  Marlow,  Great 

Metropolitan  Waterworks,  2R.  Amend.  15 

WnxouGHBY,  Sir  H.  P.,  Evesham 

Factories,  Com.  1238 

Stamp  Duties  (Ho.  2),  Ros.  157 

Supply — New  Uouses  of  Parliament,  1006 

Wilson,  Mr.  J.,   Westhury 

Corn,  Foreign,  Comm.  moved  for,  58 

Home  Made  Spirits  in  Bond,  Comm.  moved  for, 

1093 
Railway  Communication  in  India,  1109 
Sugar  Duties,  549,  570 

Window  Duties  Repeal, 
c.  Leave,  311  ;  Amend.  (Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer),   313,   [A.   130,   N.    65,    M.    65] 
315 

Wodehouse,  Lord 
Australian    Colonies    Government,  2R.  519 ; 
Com.  1045 

Wood,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  C,  see  Chancellor 
OF  THE  Exchequer 

Wood,  Mr.  W.  P.,  Oxford 

Chancery,  Court  of,  2R.  1138 
Education,  2R.  762 

Marriages,  Com.  d.  2, 128  ;  d.  3, 1189 
Registration  of  Deeds  (Ireland),  3R.  364 

Wood  used  in  Shipbuilding, 
c.  Res.  (Mr.  Mitchell),  307  ;  Amend.  (Chancel- 
cellor  of  the  Exchequer),  308,  [A.  50,  N.  19, 
M.  31]  310 


